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AD THIJS 

Nodjmet A, Daughter of Amenhotep, Wife of Piankh  
and Mother of Herihor

*
 

Two books for one lady? 

Back in 1998, I published an article called 
“Two Books for One Lady, The mother of 
Herihor rediscovered”1. Although in the early 
days of Egyptology there had been much uncer-
tainty regarding her relationship to Herihor2, 
today Nodjmet is normally taken to have been 
the wife of Herihor3. The reversed order of High 
Priests as proposed by Jansen-Winkeln has done 
little to alter this4. In my 1998 article, however,  
I postulated that there had been actually two 
ladies called Nodjmet: Nodjmet A, the mother 
of Herihor and Nodjmet B, his wife (see Fig. 1)5. 
As the title of the article indicates, I based my 
hypothesis mainly on the fact that there were 
two funeral papyri belonging to a queen Nodj-
met. 

 

Hrere = HPA Piankh Nodjmet A
|

HPA Pinuzem Nodjmet B = HPA Herihor

 
Fig. 1. My position in 1998. 
 
 

*  I would like to thank all readers of the drafts of 
this article, especially Dr G. P. F. Broekman, Dr R. J. 
Demarée , Dr L. Popko, Dr R. Porter  and Dr P. G. 
van der  Veen, who have all given valuable comments. 
The responsibility for the theories presented here and 
for any remaining errors (and I hope the reader will not 
conclude that these are mere synonyms) lies with the 
author. 

1  Thi j s , GM 163 (1998), 101–110. 
2  Comp. Thi j s , o.c., 107–110. 
3  E.g. Ki tchen, The Third Intermediate Period in 

Egypt, 2nd revised edition, Warminster 1996, 40ff. 
(henceforth: TIPE). 

4  Jansen-Winkeln , ZÄS 119 (1992), 22–37; GM 
157 (1997), 49–74. 

5  For an alternative genealogy involving two Nodj-
mets, now see Dodson, KMT 22:4 (2011–2012),  
21, 24. I would like to thank R. Porter  for bringing 
this to my attention. 

At the time, I was of the opinion that their 
identities were to be “separated” as follows: 

 
– Nodjmet A, the mother of Herihor. Her 

mummy6 and coffins7 were found in the great 
Royal Cache. Since the title “God’s mother of 
Khons-the-child” appears on her coffins and in 
the Book of the Dead, BM 10541, the latter was 
tentatively ascribed to her8. 

– Nodjmet B, the daughter of Hrere and Piankh. 
She married Herihor with whom she is depicted 
on the Leiden Stela V 65 while he was still a mere 
High Priest of Amun (HPA)9, and in the Temple 
of Khonsu, with her husband as king and a whole 
row of sons and daughters10. The second funeral 
papyrus belonging to a Nodjmet, Pap. BM 10490, 
was ascribed to her11. 

 
In a way, the bottom has fallen out of this ar-

ticle, since its main purpose had been to explain 
the phenomenon of Nodjmet apparently having 
two funeral papyri. Following a remark by Kit-
chen12, I assumed this was an anomaly which 
needed explaining. However, since it turns out 
that there is no a priori problem with a mummy 

 
 

6  Mummy no. 61087; Smith , The Royal Mummies, 
Cairo 1912 (CGC), 94–98, pl. LXIX, LXX and LXXI. 

7  No. 61024, in: Daressy , Cercueils des cachettes 
royales, Cairo 1909 (CGC), 40–50. 

8  I use the designation P. BM 10541 for conven-
ience. Actually, this papyrus is split into three parts, 
with the two other parts in the Louvre (Louvre E. 6258) 
and in Munich (now lost: Niwi ń sk i , DE 20 (1991), 
39); TIPE, 42.  

9  TIPE, 41.  
10  The Epigraphic  Survey , The Temple of 

Khonsu, vol. I (OIP 100), 11, plate 26. She also appears 
together with the princess Shesebeke, while she  
(= Nodjmet) is carrying an infant; ibid, 14f., plate 28.B. 

11  For a discussion of Nodjmet’s funeral papyri, see: 
Lenzo, British Museum Studies in Ancient Egypt and 
Sudan 15 (2010), 63–83. 

12  “(. . . ) the relation of this Book of the Dead to the 
other remains problematic (two copies for one lady?) 
(. . . )”: TIPE, 44. 
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possessing two funeral papyri13, we can no lon-
ger use this fact as the basis for postulating two 
separate identities. But although the original 
premise underlying the article may have been 
wrong, this does not automatically mean that 
there is not a case for the existence of two sepa-
rate Nodjmets. Quite the contrary. In fact, as I 
hope to show, the case is much stronger than 
presented back then14. 

A new start after an early mistake 

There is no obvious a priori reason why a 
model which distributes the available artefacts 
and references over two individuals would be 
inferior compared to a scenario which ascribes 
all sources mentioning the name Nodjmet to a 
single individual. Nevertheless, ‘multiplying his-
torical personages’ should not be done lightly. 
Therefore, we will start out by showing that 
there is indeed a problem with a “one Nodjmet 
hypothesis” in any chronology. For methodo-
logical reasons, the natural thing to do would be 
to assume that all sources mentioning Nodjmet 
belong to one lady and see whether that working 
hypothesis “runs into trouble”15. However, we 
will here take on a slightly more severe ap-
proach: we will start on the assumption that we 
are dealing with one single lady, but, not unlike 
the method used for the Banishment Stele in an 
earlier article16, we will first study the funerary 
equipment in isolation and ‘postpone’ all knowl-
edge of the sources on which she is depicted as 
 
 

13  Niwi ń sk i , Studies on the Illustrated Theban 
Funerary Papyri of the 11th and 10th Centuries B.C., 
Freiburg-Göttingen, 1989, 42, 219 et passim. 

14  Already in 1998 I had additional reasons to postu-
late a second Nodjmet, but since these were related to 
an alternative chronology which I had not even begun 
to publish, I decided to use the two book phenomenon 
as a first step to work towards this chronology. Even 
now, several important pieces of evidence will have to 
be postponed to a forthcoming article, because they can 
only come into play once I have published my views on 
the 21st Dynasty.  

15  For a summary of these sources: Jansen-
Winkeln , Inschriften der Spätzeit I, 30–33, 3.57 
(henceforth, Inschriften I); TIPE, 41f.  

16  Thi j s , ZÄS 132 (2005), 81ff.; ZÄS 138 (2011), 
163–181. 

still alive17. It is only after we have let her cof-
fins, shroud and funeral papyri tell their own 
story, that we will compare this to the informa-
tion from these other sources. By taking this 
cautious step by step approach, we can try to 
avoid jumping to conclusions, which poses a 
real danger, especially given the amount of time 
during which we have all familiarised ourselves 
with a model in which there was only one Nodj-
met18. There can be no harm in our temporary 
postponement, for if there was indeed only one 
historical Nodjmet, the two distinct sets of evi-
dence should add up without too much prob-
lems in whatever order they are studied.  

Nodjmet’s funeral equipment 

If we take the funeral papyri and the evidence 
from the coffins and the mummy shroud as our 
starting point, one cannot help but being struck 
by the fact that Nodjmet’s ‘claim to fame’ seems 
to have been that she mothered a king rather than 
that she married one, although this has not al-
ways been fully appreciated. Broekman has criti-
cised my model because  

 
“as well in BM 10541 as on the mummy shroud 
Thijs’ Nodjmet A is called ‘Lady of the two lands’, 
which indicates that she is a king’s wife”. 

 
He adds:  
 

“as not any king belonging to a dynasty prior to the 
21st was at the same time High Priest of Amun, a lady 
bearing both titles Chief/Principal of the Harim of 
Amun(ra)(sonter) and Lady of the two Lands could 
not possibly have been married to a 20th dynasty king 
or high priest, which means that it is improbable that 
Nodjmet A was Herihor’s mother”19. 

 
However, it is by no means certain that the ti-

tle “Lady of the Two Lands” (nb.t t#wy) was 

 
 

17  In casu Leiden Stele V 65; the evidence from the 
Temple of Khonsu; the Late Ramesside Letters and the 
Luxor graffito: TIPE, 41f. 

18  The temporal precedence of one theory over an-
other is always a factor to be reckoned with. As I have 
experienced before, it is very difficult not to uncon-
sciously carry elements from one model into another: 
Thi j s , ZÄS 132 (2005), 84 with note 95; 87.  

19  Broekman, GM 191 (2002), 14; in this he was 
followed by Lenzo, o.c., 65. 
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borne exclusively by a queen. We find the title in 
the Luxor graffiti with the God’s Wife of Amun 
(GWA) Maatkare20. On Marseilles Statue 
no. 232, the God’s Wife of Amun Mutemhat-
Maatkare is likewise called “Lady of the Two 
Lands”21. Broekman’s assumption would there-
fore make the God’s Wife of Amun into the 
wife of some king, although she is supposed to 
have been celibate22. One could perhaps argue 
that she owed her title of “Lady of the Two 
Lands” to her “marriage to her divine spouse, 
Amun”23, but since both GWA Maatkare and 
GWA Isis are attested as King’s daughters24, 
their titles might just as easily stem from them 
being members of the royal family25.  

If we follow Kitchen’s very plausible recon-
struction of a somewhat doubtful title “Lady of 
Justification” (nbt m#ot-Xrw) into a much more 
likely “nb(t) t#wy”26, we are forced to believe that 
on Tanis Goblet no. 398 the “King’s daughter, 
chief of the Harim of Amun, (Lady of the Two 
Lands) (Henttawy)|” was also represented as 
queen, although her apparent husband, HPA 
Pinuzem, son of Piankh, is modestly indicated as 
a mere High Priest27. Quite apart from the fact 
that the HPA Pinuzem, son of Piankh and king 

 
 

20  TIPE, 58; Daressy , RT 14 (1892), 32; Jansen-
Winkeln , Inschriften I, 17, no. 3.22. 

21  TIPE, 59; Daressy , RT 13 (1891), 148; 
Gauthier , Livres des Rois III, 253, H; misnamed as 
“Marseille 432” in Jansen-Winkeln , Inschriften I, 31, 
no. 6.25. I hope to return to the subject of the career of 
the GWA Maatkare in a coming article. 

22  TIPE, 59; Niwi ń sk i , DE 14 (1989), 83. 
23  So G. Broekman in a personal communication 

d.d. 2011 12 18. Comp. Niwi ń sk i , DE 14 (1989), 84. 
24  For Maatkare: TIPE, 58f.; for Isis, daughter of 

Ramses VI: Cÿ erný , JEA 44 (1958), 32. 
25  The remaining GWA for this period, an obscure 

Henttawy, is irrelevant for our discussion, since we 
don’t know whether she was ever called “Lady of the 
Two Lands”: TIPE, 56f.; Gauthier , Livre des Rois 
III, 274, B; Jansen-Winkeln , Inschriften I, 194, no. 
11.23.  

26  TIPE, 52f., with note 242; It seems the engraver 
was rather careless: comp. the clearly erroneous “m t#” 
following the name of HPA Pinuzem: TIPE, 53, with 
note 241; Wente , JNES 26 (1967), 159, with note 28.  

27  Wente, who supports the reading “Lady of the 
Two Lands”, fails to note the incongruence of a 
“queen” being presented as the wife of a High Priest in 
the same scene: Wente , JNES 26 (1967), 167.  

Khakheperre Pinuzem were two distinct indi-
viduals, with the former never claiming king-
ship28, this interpretation seems highly unlikely 
from the evidence of the goblet alone: if Henut-
tawy’s title “Lady of the Two Lands” (or her 
cartouche for that matter) are supposed to make 
her into the wife of a king, it is highly incongru-
ous that there is not the slightest indication of 
kingship with Pinuzem in the same scene. 
Clearly, both the title and the cartouche can be 
explained by her being the daughter of a king. At 
first sight, there seems to exist a similar juxtapo-
sition on the facade of the Temple of Khonsu, 
where we see “the [Hereditary Princess], Great 
of Favours, Mistress of (all) lands under the 
sun’s disc, [bodily] King’s Daughter, [Lady of 
the Two Lands] (Devotee of Hathor Hent-
tawy)|”, depicted with the HPA Pinuzem29. 
However, we should be very careful, since it is 
well possible that here we are dealing with the 
same type of usurpation as in other parts of the 
Temple of Khonsu, where the HPA Pinuzem 
took over existing scenes of his earlier royal 
namesake (for their chronological relationship, 
see Fig. 4)30. If so, both GWA Maatkare and 
Devotee of Hathor (DH) Henttawy may be 
totally unconnected to the HPA Pinuzem, their 
figures and texts stemming from an earlier 
phase, in which they were depicted either with 
king Khakheperre Pinuzem or with his High 
Priest, Herihor. Until the facade of the pylon has 
been specifically studied for signs of reworking 
and clever usurpation, it should be treated with 
the utmost caution31. 

Finally, it still remains to be seen whether the 
Henttawy from the Medinet Habu lintel was 

 
 

28  Thi j s , ZÄS 132 (2005), 73–91; GM 211 (2006), 
81–88; ZÄS 134 (2007), 50–63. 

29  TIPE, 54; Wente , JNES 26 (1967), 162. 
30  Thi j s , ZÄS 134 (2007), 50–63.  
31  Comp. how Wente notes that the depiction and 

texts of DH Henttawy “are carved in incised relief as 
opposed to the raised relief of the remainder of the 
scene”. His remark that there is no reason to doubt that 
all scenes were carved at the same time seems to be a 
general (chronological) statement rather than the result 
of a detailed study of the pylon for signs of usurpation: 
Wente , o.c., 162. For a photo of this scene, see now: 
Dodson, KMT 22:4 (2011–2012), 28. 
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indeed a King’s wife32. Neither the cartouche 
nor the title “Lady of the Two Lands” are in 
themselves proof enough33. The relation of this 
lady to the High Priest “Pinuzem son of [. . . ]” 
facing her, remains unclear. We are not even 
sure which HPA Pinuzem is meant34. Still, it 
seems we can perhaps decide the matter by sim-
ply trying out the various possibilities. If she was 
the mother of the person facing her, she can 
hardly have been a true queen (i.e. King’s Wife), 
since HPA Pinuzem I was the son of the non- 
royal HPA Piankh. HPA Pinuzem II can be 
excluded a priori since he was the son of HPA 
Menkheperre and an Istemkheb35. If the two 
figures on the lintel represent man and wife, it 
automatically follows that the title “Lady of the 
Two Lands” is worthless as a shibboleth, since, 
once again, her husband is merely represented as 
High Priest of Amun. This leaves us only with 
Kitchen’s last alternative option that we might 
be dealing with HPA Pinuzem II honouring his 
sister Henttawy, whom he tentatively connects 
to the Henttawy named on pylon X36, but this 
model also fails to produce a proper king.  

These examples should be enough to show 
that, at least in the time we are discussing, 
“queenly epithets” do no longer suffice to pos-
tulate an actual marriage to a king. That, due to a 
devaluation of titles, being a “Lady of the Two 
Lands” was no longer automatically the same as 
being a “King’s wife”, should not surprise us, 
since we can see a similar development with 
kingly epithets and attributes37. 

Kitchen has proposed to amend a somewhat 
obscure passage in a vignette from P. BM 10541 

 
 

32  TIPE, 54; Daressy , RT 19 (1897), 20; comp. 
Wente , JNES 26 (1967), 166f.; Jansen-Winkeln , 
Inschriften I, 20f., no. 3.27. 

33  For the value of the uraeus, comp. TIPE 67, with 
note 333. 

34  However, as G. Broekman kindly pointed out, the 
fact that in the filiation the name of the father, now lost, 
is preceded by the (damaged) title HPA, might perhaps 
point in the direction of HPA Pinuzem son of Piankh 
rather than HPA Pinuzem, son of Menkheperre: per-
sonal communication d.d. 2011 12 27. 

35  TIPE, 62. 
36  TIPE, 54, with note 251; 56. 
37  For a possible explanation of this development: 

Thi j s , ZÄS 132 (2005), 90; ZÄS 134 (2007), 60ff. 

from “wb# nsw” to “Hmt nsw”38: However, 
Jansen-Winkeln has pointed out that the signs in 
question are part of the running text and do not 
form a title at all39. With this red herring out of 
the way, we are left with the surprising fact that 
the actual title of “King’s wife” is totally absent 
in all of Nodjmet’s funeral equipment and that 
there is very little which can be used to show 
that she ever claimed to be one. On her funeral 
shroud and canopic chest she is only presented 
as “the Osiris, Lady of the Two Lands (King’s 
Mother, Nodjmet)|”40. It is striking that the title 
“King’s Mother” appears in her cartouche. We 
see the same phenomenon on her coffins41 and 
in the tripartite P. BM 1054142. As already noted, 
it seems inescapable that the Nodjmet from the 
Royal Cache was a King’s Mother rather than a 
King’s Wife. Although Herihor is featured 
prominently in her funeral papyrus, she does not 
bother to mention even once that she was his 
Chief Queen. Instead, she keeps on stressing at 
any conceivable occasion that she mothered a 
king, but for some strange reason she never 
discloses his identity. By far the simplest solu-
tion to explain these two apparent anomalies is 
to assume that the mysterious son she mothered 
was actually king Herihor.  

The remaining sources naming a Nodjmet 

If her funeral equipment was all we had, it is 
to be doubted whether anyone would ever have 
had the courage to proclaim “Nodjmet” Heri-
hor’s queen rather than his mother. That in tra-
ditional chronology Herihor nevertheless ended 
up with a wife called Nodjmet rather than a 
mother, is based on the remaining, non funerary 
evidence.43 On Leiden Stele V 65 we see Heri-

 
 

38  TIPE, 43, note 179. 
39  Jansen-Winkeln , Inschriften I, 32, no. 3.57.e. 
40  TIPE, 43; Jansen-Winkeln , Inschriften I, 31, 

no. 3.57.b and f. 
41  Daressy , Cercueils des cachettes royales, 41; 

Jansen-Winkeln , Inschriften I, 31, no. 3.57.a. 
42  TIPE, 42; Jansen-Winkeln , Inschriften I, 32, 

no. 3.57.e. 
43  Comp. how Naville’s observations on the Louvre 

fragment of P. BM 10541 as stemming from the mother 
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hor, still only as High Priest of Amun, together 
with a “Lady of the House, Chief of the Harim 
of Amenresonter, Nodjmet”44. The scene 
strongly suggests we are dealing with husband 
and wife. This is all the more so with the decora-
tion in the forecourt of the Temple of Khonsu, 
where we see a Nodjmet heading the row of 
princes and princesses in a role which can only 
be that of Herihor’s queen45. Having started our 
investigation from her funeral equipment, we 
might be excused for hoping to find, among this 
impressive row of children, the son she featured 
so prominently in her funeral papyri, on her 
coffins and on her shroud, but in traditional 
chronology the absence of this royal son from 
the row of princes is a well known crux interpre-

tum
46.  

An alternative genealogy  
for the High Priestly family 

All in all, there seems to be enough reason to 
postulate the existence of two Nodjmets, as in 
my first article, albeit with one minor adjustment 
which, nevertheless, has far reaching conse-
quences. It will be clear to the reader that, con-
trary to my original reconstruction, both funeral 
papyri should actually be ascribed to Nodjmet A. 
This automatically does away with a weakness in 
the previous model which I had not realised 
before: if P. BM 10490 had belonged to the wife 
of Herihor, as I then thought, this would imply 
that her burial must also have been found, at 
least by modern tomb robbers. This seems 
unlikely, since there is no real candidate for an as 
yet unrecognised mummy of Nodjmet B from 

 
 
of Herihor are dismissed by Kitchen on the basis of her 
‘iconographic ‘context’ in the temple of Khonsu’: Na-
v i l le , ZÄS 16 (1878), 29–32; TIPE, 43. 

44  TIPE, 41; Ki tchen, RI VI, 846f. 
45  TIPE, 41; The Temple of Khonsu, vol. I, 11, 

plate 26.  
46  E.g., Niwi ń sk i , BES 6 (1984), 81–83. It should 

also be noted that in the Temple of Khonsu scenes 
(plates 26 and 28.B) Nodjmet is not called “King’s 
mother”. NB: This is only self evident in a chronology 
which assumes that there was only a single royal line; a 
position which is called into question by the present 
author. 

the caches, nor have any grave goods which 
would fit Nodjmet B rather than A turned up in 
trade47. In other words: on my original model, 
the problem had more or less shifted from there 
being two books to there being only one 
mummy48. 

Two factors prevented me from seeing this 
relatively simple fact. First, there was my mis-
taken assumption, building on Kitchen’s remark 
(“two copies for one lady?”), that the phenome-
non of two books pointed in the direction of a 
solution with two ladies called Nodjmet, with 
one funeral papyrus each. Naturally, I had no-
ticed the stress on Nodjmet being a “King’s 
mother” in P. BM 10490, but here the second 
factor prevented me from drawing the right 
conclusion. At the time I was still convinced that 
Hrere was the wife of Piankh. Ascription of 
P. BM 10490 to the mother of Herihor would 
push Hrere back one generation, which I then 
thought impossible. In this I was heavily influ-
enced by the fact that Jansen-Winkeln’s reversed 
order for Piankh and Herihor did away with the 
necessity to postulate two Hrere’s (see Fig. 2). 
This second Hrere had been introduced by 
Bierbrier to avoid having Piankh take his aged 
grandmother with him to Elephantine49.  

Apart from several other advantages, the 
theory of Jansen-Winkeln made it possible to 
identify the mother of “Nodjmet” with the wife 
of Piankh, which seemed to solve the problem 
signalled by Bierbrier in a very economical way. 
There was no longer any need for a second 
Hrere for which there was no real historical 
evidence in the first place. For me, the 
connection of Hrere with Piankh, already based 

 
 

47  It would be extremely unlikely that modern grave 
robbers would only steal a funerary papyrus. Both the 
canopic chest and the ushabti (from trade) stress the 
title “King’s mother”: Jansen-Winkeln , Inschriften 
I, 33, no. 3.57.f and g. 

48  One might consider the possibility that Nodjmet B 
was buried with her husband, Herihor, in an as yet 
undiscovered family vault. This might also explain why 
so few of Herihor’s children from the procession scene 
have surfaced. For the possible exception of Ankhef-
enmut, see Jansen-Winkeln , DE 38 (1997), 29–36. 

49  LRL no. 2: Wente , Late Ramesside Letters, Chi-
cago 1967, 20; Bierbr ier , JNES 32 (1973), 311; 
Ki tchen, TIPE 45, 53 and (supplement) 536. 
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Bierbrier50 

 
 Hrere A  
 
 Nodjmet A/B = Herihor 
  
 Hrere B = Piankh 
 
Niwiń  ski/Jansen-Winkeln  

 Hrere = Piankh  
 
 Herihor = Nodjmet A/B  HPA Pinuzem  
 

51

 
Fig. 2. The Piankh-Herihor reversal. 5051 

 
on the interpretation of other sources52, seemed 
to be more or less reaffirmed by Jansen-
Winkeln’s inspired Piankh-Herihor reversal. 
Since the new order of their pontificates had 
other, much more important implications53, I 
didn’t give the issue too much thought. How-
ever, as we will see, instead of a “boon” as I 
called it back then54, this by-product of Jansen-
Winkeln’s model has proven to be a factor 
which kept me from seeing the real relationships 
for over a decade. 

In the Temple of Luxor there is a hieratic 
graffito which once contained the name of the 
mother of HPA Pinuzem/wife of HPA Piankh. 
Unfortunately, only the most rudimentary traces 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

50 Bierbrier allowed for the possibility that Nodjmet 
was either the mother or mother-in-law of Piankh. 
Hence the question mark: Bierbr ier , o.c., 311, n. 6. 

51 Niwi ń sk i , JARCE 16 (1979), 52–54; Jansen-
Winkeln , ZÄS 119 (1992), 25. 

52  In casu, the Late Ramesside Letters and the Luxor 
graffito: TIPE, 44f., 53. 

53  Ultimately leading to my alternative model for the 
end of the 20th Dynasty (see Fig. 4). 

54  Thi j s , GM 163 (1998), 104. 

of the very beginning of her name have sur-
vived55. The first sign of her name has been  
interpreted by Daressy as a possible “H”, which 
has led to speculations of her being either a 
Henttawy or a Hrere56. The fact that the name 
was a short one, seemed to support a reading as 
Hrere57. It was Taylor who, very perceptively, 
proposed that the first sign might be interpreted, 
not as Gard. V28 (H), but as the very similar 
Gard. M29 (nDm)58. This would open up the 
possibility to see Piankh as the husband of a lady 
Nodjmet, rather than a Hrere. As soon as we 
follow this attractive suggestion, and combine it 
with the evidence from the funerary papyri, we 
are able to replace the genealogies as given in 
Figs. 1 and 2 with a very interesting alternative 
(see Fig. 3).  

If Piankh was married to Nodjmet A, this 
would automatically make Herihor his son. 
Since in the Late Ramesside Letters Hrere is 
called “Chief of the Harim of Amenresonter”59, 
she must have been the wife of a High Priest60. 
The most natural solution would be to see her as 
the wife of HPA Amenhotep. The result is a 
very simple and attractive succession of High 
Priests of Amun, which does not require a com-
plicated series of remarriages to explain the 
available evidence61. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

55  TIPE, 53; Daressy , RT 32 (1910), 185; Jansen-
Winkeln , Inschriften I, 18, no. 3.23. 

56  TIPE, 53; Daressy , RT 32 (1910), 185.  
57  Tay lor , in: Eyre  (ed.), Proceedings of the 7th In-

ternational Congress of Egyptologists, 1149. 
58  Tay lor , o.c., 1149. 
59  So in LRL no. 38 and no. 39; Wente , Late 

Ramesside Letters, 74–75. 
60  Broekman, o.c., 13f. 
61  Comp. Tay lor , o.c., 1143–1155; Broekman, 

o.c. 11–18. 

HPA Ramessesnakht 

HPA Nesamun HPA Amenhotep  =  Hrere 
|  

HPA Piankh  =  Nodjmet A 

HPA Pinuzem HPA Herihor  =  Nodjmet B 

Fig. 3. The basic genealogy of the family of High Priests of Amun. 
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Naturally, this genealogy should not be stud-

ied in isolation, but in connection to the chrono-
logical reconstruction worked out for the ex-
tended 20th Dynasty, as presented in a whole 
series of earlier articles (see Fig. 4)62. At the mo-
ment, I am in the process of publishing my 
views on the 21st Dynasty, which will also touch 
on the issues presented here63. On the following 
pages, we will look into several relevant issues in 
as far as they can be treated without reference to 
the 21st Dynasty64.  

The 2PA/HPA Nesamun  
and the HPA Piankh 

In an earlier article I have investigated the of-
ten ignored claim to the High Priesthood by the 

 

 
 

62  Thi j s , SAK 31 (2003), 289–306; DE 60 (2004), 
87–95; ZÄS 132 (2005), 73–91; SAK 35 (2006), 307–
326; GM 211 (2006), 81–88; ZÄS 134 (2007), 50–63; 
SAK 38 (2009), 343–353. 

63  Thi j s , ZÄS 138 (2011), 163–181, and forthcom-
ing. 

64  It will be clear to those readers who have read my 
article on the placement of the Banishment Stele in 
ZÄS 138 (2011), 163–181, that I envisage the period 
under discussion as running parallel with the second 
half of the 21st Dynasty. However, in the present article 
I have purposely left out any reference to this part of 
my reconstruction, in the hope that the theories pre-
sented here will be (initially) studied on their own 
strength. Unfortunately, this means that, once again, 
there will remain some loose ends. E.g. the reason why 
the name of Nesubanebded (Smendes) does not appear 
here at all, can only become clear once the follow up 
article has been published. I have also had to postpone 
a discussion of the notorious bandage dated to “the first 
year of Pinotmou”, which was found on the right foot 
of the mummy of Nodjmet A, since it would be prema-
ture to deal with that here. For the bandage: Smith , 
The Royal Mummies, Cairo 1912 (CGC), 97.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
2PA Nesamun, son of Ramessesnakht65. It has 
always been a problem why during the oracle of 
year 7 wHm mswt

66 it was the 2PA Nesamun 
rather than the HPA Piankh himself who per-
formed the duties belonging with the High 
Priesthood. A way to explain this anomaly, is to 
postulate that Nesamun may have temporarily 
replaced his brother HPA Amenhotep during 
the suppression of the High Priest of Amun, just 
prior to the wHm mswt. This pontificate in loco 

fraternis might well have earned him the preroga-
tive which was apparently awarded him by Pi-
ankh, shortly after the latter took office. This 
theory was ultimately the outcome of a process 
of elimination: investigations revealed that Ne-
samun could neither have preceded nor suc-
ceeded his brother Amenhotep in office. This 
left only the period of the suppression of 
Amenhotep as an option. Only after I had fin-
ished the main body of the article, I learnt that 
in one of Cÿerný’s notebooks there was evidence 
which indeed seems to connect the pontificate 
of Nesamun to the period directly before the 
wHm mswt

67. On our model Nesamun would 
have been the uncle of Piankh’s wife, Nodj- 
met A (see Fig. 3). This family relationship 
would be an additional factor to explain Piankh’s  
well-willing attitude as displayed in the oracle of 
year 7.  

Views on the career of Piankh have always 
been heavily influenced by the incorrect repre-
sentation of the first prince in the row of sons of 
Herihor in the Temple of Khonsu68. Only when  

 
 

65  Thi j s , SAK 38 (2009), 343–353.  
66  Nims, JNES 7 (1948), 157–162. 
67  P. Philadelphia Univ. Mus. 49.11; Cÿ erný , note-

book 157; see the postscript in Thi j s , SAK 38 (2009), 
352. 

68  LD III, 247a. 

 
R XI  (                 )whm mswt Khakheperre Pinuzem   Herihor 
    … 
     1                                   15… 1               5 6   8  10…    
                                                                                 1                                   15 16 20 21 
 
[Amenhotep][ Piankh ][ Herihor as high priest ]  [ Pinuzem s.o. Piankh ] [Masaharta] 
 

·
3319

Fig. 4. My chronology for the end of the extended 20th Dynasty. 
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it turned out that this first son was called 
Ankh[efenmut] rather than [Pi]ankh, it became 
possible to work towards a better understanding 
of Piankh’s background and his family relation-
ship with Herihor69. In early days it had often 
been doubted whether Herihor actually stem-
med from the pontifical family: he was believed 
to have been a self-made military man who more 
or less worked his way into the High Priesthood. 
Although this was ultimately based on numerous 
incorrect assumptions70, the relation of both 
Herihor and Piankh to the family of Amenhotep 
has always remained unclear. There was a dis-
tinct possibility that the Ramessesnakth dynasty 
had actually ended with the HPA Amenhotep, 
with an other family taking over affairs. From 
his titles and the stress laid on them, Piankh 
seems to have had a military rather than sacer-
dotal upbringing71. Our genealogy now allows us 
to see Piankh as a man who may well have come 
from a military background, but without this 
automatically creating a discontinuity in the pon-
tifical family. Via his marriage to the daughter of 
HPA Amenhotep, Piankh can be seen to have 
set forth the line of High Priests, while in the 
process introducing a more military element 
from his own family background. If the HPA 
Amenhotep did not have any suitable sons, this 
son-in-law scenario would be the simplest way to 
guarantee continuity in the pontificate. One 
might even suggest that the aim of Piankh’s cam-
paign in year 10 wHm mswt was revenge on the 
man who suppressed his father-in-law, but this 
rather romantic interpretation should not blind us 
for other possible motives and scenarios. 

Another detail suggestive of a close and 
friendly relationship between Nesamun and 
Piankh concerns the apparent sons of Piankh: 
the Sem-priest of Medinet Habu, Heqamaat72 

 
 

69  Temple of Khonsu, vol. I, preface x–xii. 
70  For a brief overview: Thi j s , ZÄS 132 (2005), 

73ff.  
71  Daressy , ASAE 17 (1917), 29; compare Piankh’s 

favoured epithet “The General”; e.g. in LRL no. 20; 
no. 29; no. 50 and passim; for a summary of sources 
mentioning Piankh: El-Sayed, BIFAO 78 (1978), 
199–218. 

72  TIPE, 41f.; Daressy , RT 14 (1892), 32, LIII; 
Jansen-Winkeln , Inschriften I, 17, no. 3.22.b. 

and the 2PA Heqanefer73. In P. Leopold-
Amherst  (year 16 Ramses IX Neferkere) our 
Nesamun is mentioned both as 2PA and as 
Sem-priest of Medinet Habu74. In our genealogy 
there would be a very natural handing down of 
titles within the High Priestly family. 

The HPA Pinuzem, son of Piankh 

On the basis of the decorations in the Tem-
ple of Khonsu it has been shown that the HPA 
Pinuzem, son of Piankh, cannot have been the 
same person as king Khakheperre Pinuzem75. 
The alterations of several scenes show that the 
HPA Pinuzem usurped scenes from his slightly 
earlier royal namesake76. There is growing evi-
dence that the composite figure “Pinuzem I” 
from traditional chronology has an impossible 
career and lacks inner logic. To add to the prob-
lems already surrounding this personage, we 
only have to look to the well-known graffito in 
the Ramesside forecourt of the Luxor temple77. 
Here we have a row of four people, supposed to 
represent “Pinuzem I” and three daughters78. 
However, as soon as we take a closer look, we 
run into serious trouble. Whereas “Pinuzem I” 
is explicitly called “High Priest of Amun 
Pinuzem, son of Piankh”, his supposed daugh-
ters are all called “bodily King’s Daughter”79. 
This is exactly the type of anomaly one would 
expect if a homonymous King and High Priest 

 
 

73  See previous footnote. Further: LRL no. 23 and 
no. 24; Wente , Late Ramesside Letters, 55–57. 

74  Pap. Leopold-Amhers t , 2,1; 3,9; 3,10; 4,5; 
4,12; Capar t , Gardiner , Van de  Wal le , JEA 22 
(1936), 169–193. Comp. the reference to a “Sem-priest 
Nesamun” in a fragment from the Necropolis Journal 
from year 8 Ramses IX: Pap. RAN E 0.9.40126, vso. 1, 
x+7–8: Demarée , EOL 42 (2010), 55–77; Comp. 
L’Egitto a Milano, Nuove Acquisizioni e Restauri, Mi-
lano 1991, 16, with Figs. 2 and 3. 

75  Thi j s , ZÄS 132 (2005), 73–91; GM 211 (2006), 
81–88. 

76  Thi j s , ZÄS 134 (2007), 50–63. 
77  Daressy , RT 14 (1892), 32, LII; Jansen-

Winkeln , Inschriften I, 17, no. 3.22. 
78  TIPE, 45 (Nedjemmut); 55, 57 (Henttawy); 58 

(GWA Maatkare).  
79  TIPE, 55; Wente , JNES 26 (1967), 162. 
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somehow got mixed up and ended up as one 
composite entity.  

But how does the HPA Pinuzem fare in our 
reconstruction? One could argue that in our 
chronology (see Fig. 4) the pontificate of Heri-
hor separated that of Piankh and the latter’s son 
Pinuzem. In this respect, one could quote 
Kitchen: 

 
“(. . . ) to intercalate Herihor as high priest and 

military governor between Piankh and his son and 
successor Pinudjem I is bizarre and without any 
secure parallel, a glaring anomaly. This alone should 
make one extremely sceptical about the proposed 
reversal in order of Herihor and Piankh”80. 

  
Although there is already a lot which may be 

brought into play against this strongly voiced 
objection81, now that we have established that 
Herihor was a son of Piankh as well, it auto-
matically loses all of its value. Instead, it be-
comes perfectly understandable how the succes-
sion of High Priests worked: Herihor simply 
succeeded his father Piankh. When Herihor 
became king, the first thing he did was to ap-
point his (younger?)82 brother Pinuzem as his 
successor in the High Priesthood. We may as-
sume that, had he not predeceased his brother, 
Pinuzem would in turn have succeeded Herihor 
as king. The alterations/usurpations which HPA 
Pinuzem undertook in the Temple of Khonsu 
also fit this model perfectly. Since royal assent 
would seem a sine qua non for this kind of opera-
tion, they must have been carried out with the 
blessing of the ruling king, who can now be seen 
to have been the brother of the ‘usurper’. 

The Late Ramesside Letters 

In the Late Ramesside Letters the HPA Pi-
ankh can be connected both to Hrere and to a 

 
 

80  Ki tchen, TIPE, 1995 preface, xvi. Kitchen’s 
words were aimed at the theory of Jansen-Winkeln. 

81  In a personal communication d.d. 2011 12 18 G. 
Broekman announced he would counter Kitchen’s 
criticism in JEA 98 (2012), 195–209. 

82  Not necessarily: one could also imagine the mar-
riage of Herihor to Nodjmet B having been instrumen-
tal in giving him precedence over an older brother (for 
the importance of this marriage: see below). 

Nodjmet who, on our model, must have been 
Nodjmet A83. In LRL no. 2, a letter from the 
famous scribe Dhutmose to his son Butehamon, 
the former mentions a Hrere as being in Ele-
phantine during an expedition of Piankh84. As 
we have seen (comp. Fig. 2), Bierbrier used this 
to postulate the existence of a second Hrere  
 
“since it strains credulity to believe that Paiankh 
would drag his aged grandmother (at least seventy) to 
Elephantine and leave his wife in Thebes”85.  

 
Broekman wants to see Hrere as the wife of 

Piankh, rather than of Amenhotep.86 In this 
context he states that  
 
“the position and competence of Herere, as appears 
from LRL no. 38 and no. 39, seem to fit a High 
Priest’s wife rather than his mother in law (at the 
same time being a former High Priest’s widow)”87. 
  

Quite apart from the question whether this is 
indeed a valid observation from the perspective 
of responsibilities and competence, we may ask 
what is the actual evidence that these letters 
were written by a widow. The mere fact that 
these letters were directed to the troop com-
mander Peseg, who was also the recipient of a 
letter by Piankh (LRL no. 40) does not auto-
matically imply that they were written during the 
pontificate of the latter as well. The collection of 
Late Ramesside Letters seems to contain at least 
some material from the very first years of the 
Renaissance88. Hrere may well have written these 
letters while her husband, HPA Amenhotep, 
was still very much alive89. It has been suggested 
that the introduction to LRL no. 35 (from Pi-
ankh to Nodjmet) would suit a letter to Piankh’s 
wife better than to his daughter90. Taylor notes 
“the affectionate terms in which Payankh greets  
 

 
 

83  For a convenient summing up of the sources: 
Broekman, o.c., 12. 

84  Wente , Late Ramesside Letters, 20. 
85  Bierbr ier , JNES 32 (1973), 311. 
86  Broekman, GM 191 (2002), 14f. 
87  Broekman, o.c., 15. 
88  E.g. LRL no. 37; Wente , Late Ramesside Letters, 

16f. 
89  For the succession of Amenhotep by Piankh hav-

ing taken place only shortly before the oracle of year 7 
wHm mswt: Thi j s , SAK 38 (2009), 351f. 

90  Broekman, o.c., 14. 
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Nodjmet” and compares this to his normal 
brusque tone91. All this seems to be reading too 
much into the evidence. We have only one letter 
of Piankh to a woman, so there is no way to 
compare the tone of LRL no. 35 to the way Pi-
ankh normally addressed his daughter or other 
women in general. Nevertheless, Taylor is surely 
right that the fact that Piankh asks Nodjmet to 
commit what seems to be a political murder on 
two Medjay policemen92 points to her being his 
wife rather than his daughter93. 

Although the fact is in itself neutral, for the 
sake of completeness, it should be noted that 
two of the letters mentioning Hrere (LRL no. 2 
and no. 30) can be ascribed to Piankh’s first 
Nubian campaign94, which took place during 
year 10 of the Renaissance95. The letter to Nodj-
met (LRL no. 35), however, must stem from the 
second campaign, which probably took place the 
following year96.  

In LRL no. 28, from the first campaign, 
Butehamon describes how his father was forced 
to travel to Nubia to join up with the expedition 
because he failed to deliver some clothes in 
time97: by the time Butehamon and his father 
reached Thebes, Piankh had already departed 

 
 

91  Tay lor , o.c., 1151. 
92  LRL no. 35, with no. 21 and no. 34; Erman, Ein 

Fall abgekürzter Justiz in Aegypten, in: Abhandlungen 
der Preuss. Akad. der Wiss., Berlin 1913, nr. 1; repub-
lished in: Adolf Erman, Akademieschriften (1880–
1928), Teil 2, Leipzig 1986 [Opuscula band XIII], 117–
132; comp. also Polacÿek , CDÉ 37 (1962), 26–28. 

93   Tay lor , o.c., 1151. 
94  Or to be more precise: Dhutmose’s first Nubian 

campaign, since there is the possibility that Piankh may 
have been campaigning there before the campaign in 
which he was joined by Dhutmose. It seems that the 
partaking of Dhutmose was not originally intended: 
Thi j s , GM 165 (1998), 101f. 

95  For there having been two campaigns: Thi j s , 
GM 165 (1998), 99–103; comp. GM 199 (2004), 79–
88. For a distribution of the letters over these cam-
paigns: Thi j s , GM 177 (2000), 63–70. 

96  Thi j s , GM 177 (2000), 63–70; comp. SAK 31 
(2003), 289–306. From the fact that in the Turin Taxa-
tion Papyrus Piankh is no longer Viceroy it seems 
highly likely that he died in year 11 or early in year 12 
wHm mswt. For the ascription of the Turin Taxation 
Papyrus: Thi j s , GM 173 (1999), 175–191. 

97  Meant to be made into bandages?: Thi j s , GM 
165 (1998), 102, with note 13. 

for Nubia. The order to catch up with Piankh 
was given to Dhutmose by a lady whom Bute-
hamon calls “our mistress”. At the time, I postu-
lated that this was a reference to Hrere98. The 
fact that, according to LRL no. 2, Hrere was  
in Elephantine does not automatically speak 
against this hypothesis, since there is some evi-
dence that, at the start of the first campaign, 
Hrere may still have been near Thebes99. How-
ever, the designation “our mistress” might per-
haps be more in place for Nodjmet A, as the 
wife of Piankh, than for his mother-in-law, the 
widow Hrere. Furthermore, given the apparent 
haste with which Dhutmose had to travel to 
Nubia, it is a little strange that LRL no. 2 seems 
to suggest that Hrere had arrived there before 
him100. Although, as is so often the case with 
letters, it is impossible to be sure about what 
actually happened, it seems that, all in all, Buteh-
amon’s “our mistress” may well have been Nodj-
met A. 

The Luxor graffito 

The next source we will look into, is the graf-
fito in the Luxor temple101 in which a wrt [Xnrt] n 
Imn Nodjmet features together with four per-
sons: 
 
– the vizier, HPA, generalissimo of the whole land, 

army leader, Pinuzem, who perpetuates the name 
of his deceased father, the HPA Piankh, 

– “his son” the 2PA Heqanefer, 
– “his son” the Sem-priest (s(t)m m Hwt-njswt) 

Heqamaat, 
– “his son” the Overseer or Cattle, Chief Steward 

of Amun and prophet of Mut, Ankhefenmut. 
 
 

 
 

98  Thi j s , GM 165 (1998), 101.  
99  Thi j s , GM 177 (2000), 65, based on LRL no. 30 

in which residents of Thebes are instructed to go to 
where Hrere is, to receive five maidservants. However, 
the possibility that the maidservants had to be collected 
in Elephantine cannot be entirely excluded.  

100  Had they travelled together, one would expect 
this to have been mentioned by Butehamon in LRL 
no. 28. 

101  TIPE, 41f.; Daressy , RT 14 (1892), 32, LIII; 
Jansen-Winkeln , Inschriften I, 17, no. 3.22.b.  
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The text accompanying Nodjmet reads: “May 
he (i.e. Amun) grant a [long?] lifespan within 
Thebes to the Lady of the House, Chief of the 
Harim of Amun, Nodjmet”102. 

In my original model from 1998, this Nodj-
met could either be Nodjmet A or Nodjmet B. 
In the first case, Pinuzem would be depicted 
with Nodjmet A, the mother-in-law of his sister, 
Nodjmet B. At the time of the graffito she was 
the mother of the ruling king, Herihor (see 
Fig. 4). From the perspective of HPA Pinuzem 
there would be no obvious reason to include her 
in the graffito. In the second case, Pinuzem 
would be honouring his sister, Nodjmet B, who 
at that time would be the wife of the ruling king. 
Normally, one would expect this fact to be re-
flected in her titles, but there are no queenly 
epithets, let alone a mention of her being 
“King’s wife”. Although both models are theo-
retically possible, they seem somewhat forced. 
In the new genealogical model presented in this 
article, the scene immediately becomes clear. 
With Nodjmet A being the widowed wife of 
HPA Piankh, we can interpret the graffito as 
HPA Pinuzem honouring both his parents. Nei-
ther the relatively indirect family connections (a 
problem with the first case) nor the absence of 
any reference to her being the ruling king’s wife 
(a problem with the second case) still poses any 
problems. I hope the reader will agree that this 
model forms by far the most straightforward 
interpretation of the relationships within the 
graffito. Nevertheless, there is one further ob-
servation to be made. This scene has often been 
interpreted as a family gathering of four broth-
ers103, but Jansen-Winkeln’s interesting sugges-
tion to telescope the various Ankhefenmuts 
from this period into one “Ankhefenmut 
A/B/C”104 has complicated the issue. With  
Ankhefenmut A as the “bodily son” of king  
Herihor105, there is at least one individual among 
 
 

102  TIPE, 42. 
103   TIPE, 42. 
104  Ankhefenmut A: Temple of Khonsu; Ankhefen-

mut B: the Luxor graffito; Ankhefenmut C: burial in 
Tanis; Jansen-Winkeln , DE 38 (1997), 29–36. 

105  As in the “Prinzenprozession” in the Temple of 
Khonsu: Jansen-Winkeln , o.c., 29. In a forthcoming 
article I hope to show that the Procession of sons and 

the four “brothers” who was not a son of Pi-
ankh. However, with Ankhefenmut A/B/C as a 
son of Herihor, our Ankhefenmut would be a 
grandson of Piankh, which would fit the family 
gathering perfectly. 

King’s mother Hrere 

The reader may have noticed that, so far, our 
chronological model has left unexplained 
Hrere’s title of “King’s mother”, as given her in 
P. BM 10490. One might be tempted to read the 
title as “King’s (grand)mother”. However, the 
most straightforward interpretation of the term 
would be that Hrere actually mothered a king, 
and only if the title cannot be explained in this 
way, should we look for alternative solutions. 
Luckily, on our chronological model we do have 
a possible candidate: as successor of Ramses XI 
Menmare, the reign of king Khakheperre 
Pinuzem would fall in exactly the right period 
(see Fig. 4), and what is more, his parentage is as 
yet unknown. Therefore, on the following pages, 
we will test the theory that king Pinuzem was a 
son of HPA Amenhotep and Hrere. Although at 
first sight this might seem an absurd idea to 
many readers, the outcome will turn out to be 
surprisingly coherent, and there are several in-
teresting details which would now fall into place 
quite nicely.  

Whereas it previously seemed that newcomer 
Piankh took over the pontificate as son-in-law 
because HPA Amenhotep and Hrere didn’t have 
any male children, this view now will have to be 
abandoned, since the couple did have a male 
son: the future king Pinuzem. But why was 
Pinuzem passed over for the pontificate? It can 
hardly have been because he was held back for 
the kingship. If so, his coming to the throne 
would have already been planned as early as  
ca. year 6 or 7 wHm mswt, which seems highly 
unlikely. There is the possibility that at that time 
he was considered too young, but personally I 
believe that the fact that Piankh became High 
Priest after the death of Amenhotep was directly 
 
 
daughters of Herihor can be pinpointed quite precisely 
to the very first years of king Herihor. 
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connected to the events described in the Ban-
ishment Stele106. Having liberated the Thebaid in 
a coalition consisting of Ramses XI Menmare 
and king Psusennes, HPA/general Menkheperre 
had himself installed as the Theban High Priest 
of Amun. However, as I have tried to demon-
strate, HPA Amenhotep turned out to be still 
alive, hiding out in the oasis107. A political deci-
sion was made in which Menkheperre was 
forced to abandon his newly gained position in 
favor of Amenhotep. A method was worked out 
to achieve all this without too much loss of face: 
it was presented as if Menkheperre of his own 
free will, via an oracle, asked the God to let the 
‘banished’ Amenhotep return to Thebes. Obvi-
ously, behind the scenes all kinds of compensa-
tions were worked out to guarantee the party 
headed by Psusennes and Menkheperre a lasting 
foothold in the Thebaid. Until now, it seemed 
logical to presume that the succession of Ramses 
XI Menmare by Khakheperre Pinuzem was part 
of that deal108, but with Pinuzem being a son of 
HPA Amenhotep, this becomes less likely109. I 
now believe that Piankh becoming HPA was 
part of the compensation. From the fact that 
Piankh’s sons Heqanefer and Herihor were al-
ready active during the later years of the wHm 
mswt

110, it is clear that the marriage of Piankh 
with Nodjmet must have predated the suppres-
sion. In other words, he was already the son-in-
law of Amenhotep when the latter was expelled 

 
 

106  The following is a summary of Thi j s , ZÄS 138 
(2011), 163–181. 

107  For this aspect: Thi j s , SAK 35 (2006), 307–326, 
in which Fecht’s brilliant theory that the ‘Tale of Woe’ 
was a roman à clef for the fate of HPA Amenhotep is 
revived. 

108  The name Pinuzem seemed to imply a 21st Dy-
nasty connection, since that was also the name of the 
father of HPA Menkheperre. 

109  Although the choice for the Psusennes-style 
prenomen Khakheperre rather than a more Ramesside 
variant still seems a significant pointer which merits 
further investigation. Since we don’t know the parent-
age of Hrere, there might still be a 21st Dynasty connec-
tion via her. 

110  For Heqanefer: LRL no. 23 and no. 24; Wente , 
Late Ramesside Letters, 55f. Since the letters were 
written to the scribe Dhutmose (Tjaroy), they are not 
likely to postdate the wHm mswt by too much: Thi j s , 
GM 175 (2000), 102; comp. Thi j s , GM 199 (2004), 87. 

by the actions of Panehsy. As I hope to show in 
a coming article, there are good reasons to sup-
pose that Piankh was closely connected to HPA 
Menkheperre. In fact, this early involvement of 
Piankh with the Amenhotep family may well 
have been instrumental in forming the coalition 
which ended the suppression: in him the 21st 
Dynasty already had a Theban connection, al-
though his marriage alone need not imply that by 
then it was already certain that he would succeed 
as High Priest. If the above is correct, it seems 
that the combination of the High Priesthood 
with high military titles was an innovation intro-
duced into the Ramessesnakht family by the 21st 
Dynasty via Piankh111. We see the same combina-
tion with his sons, Herihor and HPA Pinuzem112. 

The theory that king Pinuzem was a son of 
HPA Amenhotep and Hrere, also turns my 
original model for the succession of Ramses XI 
Menmare topsy turvy. In an earlier article I tried 
to show that the Oracle of Herihor was the out-
come of a political compromise in which, during 
the last days of the wHm mswt, it was proclaimed 
by divine oracle that Herihor would become  
the next king but one, following Khakheperre 
Pinuzem113. At that time, I could not yet disclose 
that in my view this rather unusual compromise 
was the direct result of the events immediately 
following the Suppression: my article on the 
Banishment Stele had still to be published. 
Therefore, I introduced as a temporary working 
hypothesis the theory that Pinuzem was “possi-
bly of Ramesside stock, perhaps even a son of 
Menmare”114, which, considering what had been 
published up to then, seemed a very defendable 
and logical option, although personally I already 
had an alternative solution in mind. Then, in my 
article on the Banishment Stele, I presented  
my view that an inspection of Theban temples in 
year 40 Psusennes I, equaling ca. year 15 of the 

 
 

111  Menkheperre’s titles on the Banishment Stele 
(e.g. line 5) suggest that this combination already existed 
in the 21st Dynasty itself. Von Beckerath , RdÉ 20 
(1968), 7–36. 

112  Herihor is called is called HPA and “Generalis-
simo” on the Leiden stele; Pinuzem in the Luxor graf-
fito: TIPE, 41, (i) and (iii). 

113  Thi j s , ZÄS 132 (2005), 85–91. 
114  Thi j s, o.c., 89. 
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wHm mswt, (see Fig. 5) might well have been a 
secretive operation from the side of the 21st Dy-
nasty, aimed at influencing the succession of a 
dying Menmare via the Theban priesthood116.115  

Both116the 21st Dynasty flavored nomen 
(Pinuzem) and prenomen (Khakheperre) of the 
eventual successor, suggested to me that he was 
the ultimate beneficiary, but on our present 
model, what would be the point of this sup-
posed intervention from the side of HPA 
Menkheperre in year 40? At the time, it may 
have seemed we were on the trail of a sly ploy  
to secure succession by Khakheperre Pinuzem, 
but with his roots firmly planted in the 
Ramessesnakht family, there would be no ap-
parent gain for the 21st Dynasty if he took the 
throne. Only now, it becomes apparent that the 
aim of the intervention in year 40 may well have 
been to secure the right to the throne of Herihor 
rather than of Pinuzem. 

In the whole constellation Herihor is the one 
who is most closely connected to Piankh, and 
therefore to the interests of the 21st Dynasty (see 
Fig. 6). This new reconstruction has the added 
advantage that it connects the apparent content 
of the Oracle of Herihor to the inspection of 
Theban temples. The underlying assumption has  

 
 
 

115  Based on Thi js , ZÄS 138 (2011), 163–181.  
116  Thi j s , ZÄS 138 (2011), 163–181. As I stressed 

there, the date of this 21st Dynasty inspection of tem-
ples in 20th Dynasty Thebes would have been a crux 
interpretum had it taken place a few years earlier or later. 
Only during the very last days of Ramses XI is there a 
valid (political) explanation. 

always been that the intervention in year 40 had 
oracular connections via the power of the 
Theban priesthood to “voice the will of the 
God”. Seen in that light, one might expect that it 
would be the intended beneficiary of the opera-
tion who would call on the Gods of the various 
temples to get his way, and not his opponent. In 
hindsight, a problem with my original recon-
struction was that, with the intervention of year 
40 apparently aimed at securing the interests of 
Pinuzem by influencing the Theban priesthood, 
the one actually asking for (and benefitting from) 
an oracular decision from the selfsame temples 
would be the other candidate, Herihor. The 
whole affair gains considerably in coherence now 
that the intervention in year 40 can be seen to 
have led directly to the Oracle of Herihor: the 
two events now converge in a very natural way. 

Let us try to tentatively reconstruct the possi-
ble sequence of events. It seems that in the final 
days of Ramses XI Menmare, Khakheperre 
Pinuzem had more or less gained the right to 
succeed to the throne. Although it is as yet too 
early to be sure, he may well have owed that 
privilege to the combination of his father being 
the HPA Amenhotep (see Fig. 6) and his wife, 
the DH Henttawy, being a daughter of Ramses 
XI117. Although, seen in 20th Dynasty terms, his 
succession would be a quite spectacular first, with 
the High Priestly family gaining the throne; from 
the viewpoint of the 21st Dynasty this might well 

 
 

117  I hope to work out this tentative suggestion in  
a following article, when I will discuss the Report  
of Wenamun. That king Pinuzem was married  to  DH  

Akheperre Psusennes
   25       48 49
    ^          
[War]                 [inspection  

        & oracle]   

R XI (                 )whm mswt Khakheperre Pinuzem Herihor
…

1 15… 1 5 6 8 10…
1 15 16 20 21

[Amenhotep][ Piankh ][ Herihor as high priest ] [ Pinuzem s.o. Piankh ][Masaharta]

·
3319

40
^

Fig. 5. The reign of Psusennes alongside the 20th Dynasty115. 
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be perceived as an unsatisfying development, not 
in accord with the political compromises stem-
ming from the beginning of the wHm mswt, since 
for an indefinite period of time the crucial post of 
king would stay out of reach of the 21st Dynasty. 
Therefore, a more or less covert operation is set 
up to persuade the priesthood of several impor-
tant Theban temples to support their favored 
candidate, Herihor, the son of Piankh. The inter-
vention is successful to the extent that via an 
oracle it is proclaimed that ultimately the throne 
will befall to their relative, Herihor. 

In a coming article, I hope to present my 
views on the family connections of king Kha-
kheperre Pinuzem and the DH Henttawy. For 
now, there are two aspects we should go into. 
First, there is the fact that on her funeral equip-
ment DH Henttawy calls herself, apart from 
many other titles, “mother of the Chief 
Queen”118. From this it seems reasonable to 
assume that she was the mother of Nodjmet B, 
the wife of Herihor. If this is correct, it would 
imply that Herihor married his niece (see Fig. 6).  
Then there is the position of HPA Masaharta. 
The original model, as given in Fig. 3, could 
explain the succession of High Priests only up to 
HPA Pinuzem, son of Piankh. His successor, 
HPA Masaharta, so far seemed to be uncon-
nected. However, with his father, king Pinuzem, 

 
 
Henttawy seems clear from the Sekhmet statue and the 
Coptos stele: TIPE, 53–55, (iii) and (v). To avoid mis-
understanding: Tanis Goblet no. 398 (i), and the Medi-
net Habu lintel (iv) probably belong to a like named 
wife of HPA Pinuzem, son of Piankh; the hieratic graf-
fito from the Luxor temple (ii) belongs to Nodjmet A, 
as discussed above. 

118  TIPE, 50. Daressy , Cercueils, 63–66. 

being a son of HPA Amenhotep everything falls 
into place and we get the following, quite 
straightforward succession of HPA’s: 
 
[1] HPA Ramessesnakht119, 
[2] HPA Amenhotep, son of Ramessesnakht, 
[3] 2PA/“HPA in loco fraternis”, Nesamun, son of 

Ramessesnakht, 
[4] HPA Piankh, son-in-law of Amenhotep, via 

Nodjmet A,  
[5] HPA Herihor, son of Piankh, grandson of 

Amenhotep, 
[6] HPA Pinuzem, son of Piankh, brother of 

Herihor, grandson of Amenhotep, 
[6] HPA Masaharta, brother in law of Herihor, 

grandson of Amenhotep. 
  
If we analyze the development of the chro-

nology presented here, it is worthwhile to note 
that the only possible way out for one weak 
point (Hrere being a “King’s mother”) auto-
matically and immediately led to a better model 
for both the Oracle of Herihor and the succes-
sion of HPA Pinuzem by Masaharta. Surpris- 
ingly, these apparently totally independent bits 
of evidence turn out to converge admirably 
rather than get in each others way. If we are 
really totally on the wrong track with our admit-
tedly radical chronology, one would expect that 
the confrontation with an increasing number  
of sources should almost automatically lead  
to more and more elements having to be ex-
plained away one way or the other. So far, each 
new step can be seen to generate rather more 
than less attractive solutions, which seems reas-
suring.  

 
 

119  For the death and burial of Ramessesnakht: 
Thi j s , DE 60 (2004), 87–95. 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

HPA Ramessesnakht 

HPA Nesamun HPA Amenhotep  =  Hrere 

HPA Piankh  =  Nodjmet A Khakheperre Pinuzem  =  DH Henttawy 

HPA Pinuzem HPA Herihor  =  Nodjmet B HPA Masaharta 
| 

Ankhefenmut 
 

Fig. 6. An expanded genealogy of the family of High Priests of Amun. 
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The procession scene from the Temple  
of Khonsu 

The famous “Prinzenprozession” in the 
Temple of Khonsu is a very difficult scene 
which has aroused much speculation. To start 
with: it has been debated whether the procession 
is meant to portray all (living) children of Heri-
hor or only those who happened to be present at 
a particular occasion120. On the other hand, it has 
also been doubted whether every individual 
depicted was a son or daughter of Nodjmet B121 
or even of Herihor himself122. Since the great 
number of children has always been considered 
somewhat of a problem, it might be worthwhile 
to attempt a reinterpretation in analogy to the 
position of Ankhefenmut in the supposed row 
of four brothers in the Luxor graffiti. As we 
have seen, in his case the designation “s#=f ” had 
a slightly different meaning than with the three 
persons preceding him. Apparently, none of 
Ankhefenmut’s contemporaries saw this ambi-
guity as a problem123. It could be argued that for 
the maker of the graffito “s#” simply meant 
“male descendant” rather than “son”. The im-
portant point for us is that in a repetitive series 
the same designation might, apparently, carry 
slightly different meanings without this being 
indicated in any outwardly way124.  

As I hope to show in a coming article, the 
procession scene in the Temple of Khonsu must 
have been cut relatively early in the reign of king 
Herihor. In other words, very soon after the 
death of the previous king: Herihor’s father-in-
law, Khakheperre Pinuzem. With the latter’s 
daughter, Nodjmet B, heading the procession, 
we should consider the possibility that the des-
ignation “King’s bodily son” or “King’s bodily 
daughter” is to be interpreted at least in some 
cases as referring to king Pinuzem rather than to 

 
 

120  Comp. e.g. Niwi ń sk i , BES 6 (1984), 81f. for 
comment on the apparent absence of Smendes and the 
future king Amenemnisu in traditional chronology. 

121  Niwi ń sk i , o.c., 82. 
122  Dautzenberg , GM 142 (1994), 62, note 1. 
123  Comp. Bierbr ier , JEA 66 (1980), 100–107. 
124  However broadly one wants to translate “s#”, the 

fact remains that a son and a grandson belong to two 
distinct categories. 

king Herihor. It should be remembered that 
with the death of a king his sons and daughters 
do not automatically stop being “King’s bodily 
sons” and “King’s bodily daughters”. Since, at 
the time, everyone knew the exact relationships 
of those represented, this should not be consid-
ered too much of a problem. Naturally, we may 
assume that in this procession the sons and 
daughters of Herihor and Nodjmet B would 
take precedence over the children of the previ-
ous king125. Both with Ankhefenmut and with 
Shesebeke we have some evidence that they 
were actual children of Herihor and Nodjmet 
A126, but for many of the individuals following 
them we have no confirmation whatsoever. 
There is, however, one name which would suit 
our interpretation very well. The seventh prince 
is called Masaharta. We know that the HPA 
Masaharta was a son of King Pinuzem127. Could 
it be that here we have a depiction of Masaharta 
several years before he became High Priest128?  

A reinterpretation along these lines might 
also explain the old problem why “the sons of 
Herihor” totally seem to disappear off the stage. 
Herihor may have had far less children than is 
normally assumed. Add to this that his reign 
lasted some 20 years (see Fig. 4) and he may not 
have had any surviving heir to the throne when 
he died. 

Summary 

For Queen Nodjmet two funeral papyri are 
known. In this article it is argued that both should be    
 

 
 

125  Although other factors (age, position, favour) 
may well have played a part in determining the relative 
position for each individual in the procession. 

126  For Ankhefenmut: Jansen-Winkeln , DE 38 
(1997), 29–36; for Shesebeke this seems to be the sim-
plest explanation for the scene in which she is depicted 
with Nodjmet nursing an infant: The Temple of 
Khonsu, vol. I, 14f., plate 28.B. 

127  Jansen-Winkeln , Inschriften I, 28f., no. 3.49; 
no. 3.51; no. 3.54. 

128  Just as a throwaway observation, merely inserted 
here because I didn’t come across it before: I have 
always wondered whether the very similar names of 
Masaharta and the prince following him, Masakaharta, 
might not point in the direction of them being twins. 
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ascribed to the mother of Herihor (Nodjmet A) 
rather than to his wife (Nodjmet B). This would 
make Nodjmet A the wife of HPA Piankh, and her 
mother, Hrere, the wife of HPA Amenhotep. Hrere, 
who is attested with the title “king’s mother”, is here 
interpreted as the mother of king Khakheperre 
Pinuzem and as the grandmother of both Nodjmet B 
and HPA Masaharta. This model is discussed in the 
light of the Late Ramesside Letters, the Oracle of  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Herihor, the Banishment Stele, the Procession scene 
from the Temple of Khonsu and several other 
sources. 
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dynasty 
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