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Introduction








The annals of Egyptology have now recorded and catalogued the tombs
of the great majority of the pharaohs from the beginning of the Old
Kingdom through to the early 4th century BCE, whether at Saqqara,
Giza, Abydos, Tanis, Lahun, the Valley of the Kings near Luxor or
elsewhere. However, from the beginning of the 30th Dynasty in
380BCE right the way through to the end of the Ptolemaic Dynasty in
30BCE, not a single pharaonic tomb has been firmly identified in
Egypt itself. Ironically, the only tomb of any pharaoh to have been
located from these three and a half centuries is the sepulchre
unearthed in 1977 at Vergina in Macedonia, which was attributed to
Alexander IV by Andronikos. Yet this sole legitimate son of
Alexander the Great ruled Egypt in name only and probably only ever
visited his nominal realm for a few months when he was two years
old.



Nevertheless, we possess a variety of references, including
accounts of separate visits by Julius Caesar (48BCE, Lucan,
Pharsalia 10.14-20) and Octavian Caesar (30BCE - Suetonius,
Lives of the Caesars 2.18 and Dio Cassius, Roman
History 51.16.5), to a necropolis of the Ptolemies somewhere in
the heart of ancient Alexandria, although its precise location has
never been established. Furthermore, it is also reasonable to infer
the existence of a necropolis of the 30th Dynasty by analogy with
the practice of other Late Period royal dynasties, such as the
important 26th Dynasty, who seem mainly to have established their
tombs at their ancestral home town of Sais in the Nile Delta. For
this reason, some Egyptologists (Aidan Dodson, After the Pyramids,
London 2000, p.163) have supposed that the missing 30th Dynasty
royal tombs remain to be found at Sebennytos in the Nile Delta, the
ancestral seat of Nectanebo I (Nakhtnebef), the founder of the 30th
Dynasty. But nothing precisely relevant has ever been found there
and the tombs of all three 30th Dynasty pharaohs have yet to be
discovered at the time of writing.



The purpose of this fresh article is to present new evidence that
connects the sarcophagus of the last 30th Dynasty pharaoh,
Nectanebo II, currently displayed in the British Museum, with a
fragment of Macedonian funerary sculpture from the middle of the
Ptolemaic period, which is now in Venice. The context of this
connection is the search for the missing tombs (there were at least
three in Egypt) of Alexander the Great. My hypothesis, first
published in the journal Greece & Rome in 2002 (A. M.
Chugg, “The Sarcophagus of Alexander the Great?” Greece and
Rome, April 2002, 8-26), is that Ptolemy I Soter used the empty
tomb of Nectanebo II to bury Alexander at Memphis in 321-320BCE,
Nectanebo II having fled to Ethiopia in the face of a Persian
invasion in about 341BCE never to return (Diodorus Siculus 16.51).
It is an obvious corollary of this theory that the 30th Dynasty
necropolis lay at Memphis rather than Sebennytos.



It is a matter of historical record that Alexander’s tomb was
subsequently transferred to Alexandria by Ptolemy II Philadelphus,
probably in around 280BCE (Pausanias 1.7.1). Thereafter, Ptolemy IV
Philopator erected a new mausoleum in the heart of Alexandria in
about 215BCE for both Alexander and his own forebears (Zenobius,
Proverbia 3.94). This edifice evidently became the focus of
the Ptolemaic royal necropolis, since Octavian is stated to have
received an invitation to view the ashes of the Ptolemies during
his famous visit to inspect Alexander’s mummy and Lucan
independently refers to the tombs of the Ptolemies in the course of
describing Julius Caesar’s visit to Alexander’s tomb.



In 2004 in The Lost Tomb of Alexander the Great I first
published a further hypothesis that the mummy supposed to be that
of St Mark the Evangelist and transported from Alexandria to Venice
in 828CE by certain Venetian merchant-adventurers, might actually
have been the re-labelled corpse of Alexander. One of a number of
strands of evidence that I adduced in support of this hypothesis
was that a large fragment of Macedonian funerary sculpture bearing
a star-embossed shield had been found embedded in the foundations
of the main apse of the Basilica di San Marco in Venice by Forlati
in 1960 only about 8m away from the original tomb of St Mark in the
crypt of the same building.



The nature of the fresh evidence, obscured until now by ravages to
both the sarcophagus and the Star-Shield Block, is that the latter
is part of a closely fitted casing for the former, added by one of
the Ptolemies in the context of Alexander’s tomb in the Ptolemaic
royal necropolis in Alexandria. This physical fit between the two
objects hitherto only connected by my hypotheses has the effect of
proving my conjectures, because there is no other feasible
explanation for the fit other than random chance, which is shown to
be highly improbable through a simple analysis given below.



In 2002 in Greece & Rome, I further suggested that
Alexander’s first tomb would have been located in the temple built
by Nectanebo II at the Serapeum in Saqqara, the cemetery area on
the desert escarpment immediately to the west of Memphis.
Therefore, the new evidence also points strongly at a location for
the 30th Dynasty necropolis in the immediate vicinity of the
Nectanebo II temple in the Serapeum. Of course, the temple itself
may well have been the intended site of the tomb of Nectanebo II,
but there is an area on the eastern side of this temple, which
through historical mischance has gone unexcavated. That area will
be the focus for our consideration of the fate of the tomb of
Nectanebo I below.



In 2003 in The American Journal of Ancient History, I
suggested that Alexander’s mausoleum had stood at the central
crossroads of ancient Alexandria as identified by Mahmoud Bey on
the basis of extensive excavations of the ancient road grid in
1865CE (Andrew M. Chugg, “The Tomb of Alexander the Great in
Alexandria,” American Journal of Ancient History, New Series
1.2, (2002) [2003], 75-108). Then in 2004 I elaborated on this
theory by pointing out that the important Braun & Hogenberg
plan of Alexandria engraved around 1572CE has a legend defining
that St Mark’s body was abstracted by the Venetians precisely from
a location adjacent to Mahmoud’s ancient crossroads (A. M. Chugg,
The Lost Tomb of Alexander the Great, London, October 2004,
p.259). Hence there is a tangible strand of evidence at least ~500
years old connecting the remains in Venice with a tomb of Alexander
at Mahmoud’s central crossroads and this additionally pinpoints the
necropolis of the Ptolemies as having stood in the same vicinity.



In this way, the freshly discovered fit between the Star-Shield
Block and the Nectanebo II sarcophagus has the effect not only of
confirming my theories on the location and fate of the tomb of
Alexander, but also of identifying the locations to within a matter
of tens of metres of the two great lost necropolises of the last
dynasties of the Egyptian pharaohs.



In the ensuing sections, I will, firstly, describe in detail the
newly discovered fit, the reasons it has hitherto been hard to
perceive and its specific significance. Secondly, I will present in
detail the evidence suggesting the location and layout of the
necropolis of the 30th Dynasty pharaohs at the Serapeum in Saqqara.
Finally, I will define the exact vicinity and form of the Ptolemaic
necropolis at the centre of Hellenistic Alexandria.



The Links
Between the Sarcophagus and Alexander’s Tomb


The magnificent sarcophagus made for the last native Pharaoh of
Egypt, Nectanebo II (Greek) or
Nakhthorheb (Hieroglyphic), in the mid-4th century BCE is
connected with the tomb of Alexander in a variety of ways:



	It was divulged to the Cambridge scholar Edward Daniel
Clarke by natives of Alexandria in 1801 that this
sarcophagus, which had stood empty in a chapel in the courtyard of
the Attarine Mosque in Alexandria for centuries, had once been
the tomb of Alexander. (Edward Daniel Clarke, The Tomb of
Alexander: A Dissertation on the Sarcophagus Brought from
Alexandria and Now in the British Museum, Cambridge, 1805, pp.
39-40.)


	This tomb of Alexander is clearly marked as the Domus Alexandri
Magni at the exact centre of the Braun &
Hogenberg map of Alexandria, which was based on information
dating from the 1530s.


	This tomb of Alexander appears to be the one mentioned as
existing in Alexandria at the time of his visits in the second
decade of the sixteenth century by Leo Africanus. (Leo Africanus,
Descrizione dell’Africa, ed. Ramusio, 1550, f. 89r; Leo
Africanus made several visits to Egypt between ~1515-20; his
account of Alexandria was drafted in 1526 - an English
translation by J. Pory was published in London in 1896.)


	Statues of poets and philosophers and other sculptural
decorations dating from the reign of Alexander’s successor,
Ptolemy I Soter, were uncovered by Auguste Mariette in
1850 guarding the entrance to a temple built by Nectanebo II
within the Serapeum complex in the Saqqara necropolis of
the city of Memphis (Auguste Mariette, Choix de Monuments et
de Dessins du Sérapéum de Memphis, Paris, 1856; Auguste Mariette
(ed. Gaston Maspero), Le Sérapéum de Memphis, Paris, 1882; for the
dating of the statues see especially J-P. Lauer & C.
Picard, Les statues Ptolémaiques du Sarapieion de Memphis, Paris,
1955.) It was independently suggested in 1988 that they marked the
site of the first tomb of Alexander in Egypt (Dorothy
Thompson (formerly Crawford), Memphis under the
Ptolemies, Princeton, 1988, p. 212), which is stated to have been
located at Memphis by several ancient sources including the
contemporaneous Parian Marble inscription (Parian
Marble sv 321-320BCE; Pausanias 1.6.3; Curtius, 10.10.20;
Richard Stoneman, The Greek Alexander Romance (London, 1991), Book
III, 34)


	Nectanebo II is recorded to have fled from Egypt into
Ethiopia in the face of a Persian invasion of his nation
ten years before Alexander conquered Egypt (Diodorus Siculus
16.51.) Nectanebo’s sarcophagus and intended tomb is thereby
attested to have been available in a vacant state when
Ptolemy I Soter needed hurriedly to entomb Alexander’s mummy
at Memphis in 321-320BCE.


	The Alexander Romance (Pseudo-Callisthenes), which
undoubtedly originated in Egypt, tells the story that
Nectanebo II fathered Alexander the Great on Olympias by
employing sorcery to disguise himself as the Egyptian god
Ammon in the form of a snake (Guilelmus Kroll, Historia
Alexandri Magni (Pseudo-Callisthenes), Berlin 1926, Book I,
4-7; Elizabeth Haight, The Life of Alexander of Macedon by
Pseudo-Callisthenes, Longmans, 1955, pp.13-16.). This story could
have been inspired in Hellenistic Egypt by the entombment of
Alexander in the sarcophagus within the intended tomb of Nectanebo
II.



	The transportation of the sarcophagus to Alexandria, a
city that did not exist when it was carved, is most cogently
explained by the recorded transfer of the tomb of Alexander from
Memphis to Alexandria by Ptolemy II
Philadelphus (Pausanias 1.6.3).





So, the sarcophagus is repeatedly attested to have been the tomb of
Alexander in a local Alexandrian tradition that can be traced back
at least five centuries and there exists independent,
circumstantial evidence that it was in the right place at the right
time in a vacant condition when Ptolemy needed hurriedly to
establish a tomb for Alexander at Memphis in 321-320BCE. It is as
far as I know the only sarcophagus of a Pharaoh ever found in
Alexandria and it would require an extremely improbable coincidence
for a sarcophagus with associations with the likely Memphite tomb
of Alexander at the Serapeum anciently to have been transported to
Alexandria and independently to have acquired a fresh association
with Alexander’s tomb in that city. The fact that the use of this
sarcophagus for Alexander’s mummy explains one of the weirdest
stories in the Alexander Romance further adduces that we are on the
true trail. There is also no contrary evidence whatsoever and the
most that can be said against the Alexandrian tradition was penned
by Fraser in 1972: “I do not think it can seriously be maintained
that Soter or Philadelphus would have buried the Founder in this
manner.” (P. M. Fraser, Ptolemaic Alexandria, Oxford 1972, Note 86
to Chapter 1, Section 2, (p.40 of Volume II). But really anyone who
is aware of the tremendous respect accorded the Egyptians and their
culture by Alexander and Ptolemy should find this comment extremely
jarring, if not actually racist. The absurdity of Fraser’s attitude
is sufficiently underlined by the contemporaneous historical record
in Diodorus 18.4.5 that Alexander proposed to re-bury his own
father, Philip, beneath a pyramid erected in emulation of those the
king had visited at Giza.








Plates
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Figure 1. The courtyard of the Attarine Mosque in Alexandria at the
time of Napoleon’s invasion of Egypt in 1798 – the Nectanebo II
sarcophagus can be glimpsed within the domed chapel building 
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Figure 2. Engraving of the sarcophagus of Nectanebo II drawn by W.
Alexander in 1805











[image: ]





Figure 3. Detail of the Nectanebo II sarcophagus showing the
angular fragments of multicoloured rock for which it is named
Lapis Hecatonlithos (Photo by the author)
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Figure 4. Dimensions of the Tomb of Alexander by Edward Daniel
Clarke 1805 (from an original sheet in the collection of
Andrew Chugg)
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Figure 5. Section through the Nectanebo sarcophagus - Planche
41 in the Description de l’Egypte, Antiquités, Vol V (from an
original sheet in the collection of Andrew Chugg) 
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Figure 6. Plan of the Nectanebo sarcophagus - Planche 40 in
the Description de l’Egypte, Antiquités, Vol V (from an original
sheet in the collection of Andrew Chugg)
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Figure 7. Yorke & Leake diagram of the
Nectanebo II sarcophagus drawn in 1826 and published in 1829
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Figure 8. The British Museum: the Egyptian Room, with visitors.
Engraving by Radclyffe after B. Sly, 1844
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Figure 9. The Nectanebo II sarcophagus in the British
Museum on 14th August 2019 with a blue leaflet 23.9cm tall
(from an original photo taken by Andrew Chugg) 
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Figure 10. A first Lantern Slide showing the British
Museum Egyptian sculptural gallery by York &
Sons 1888 or earlier (from an original in the collection of
Andrew Chugg)











[image: ]





Figure 11. Another Lantern Slide showing the British
Museum Egyptian Sculptural Gallery by York & Sons c.
1888 (from an original in the collection of Andrew Chugg)








The Links
Between the Star-Shield Block and Alexander’s Tomb


The Star-Shield Block is a large section of a huge sculpted block
of high quality, partially crystallised limestone, which was found
embedded in the oldest part of the foundations of the Basilica di
San Marco in Venice in 1960 by Ferdinando Forlati
 “Ritrovamenti a San Marco: 1. Un monumento funerario romano,”
Arte Veneta XVII, 1963, pp.222-3.). The block was excavated out of
a subterranean section of the foundations of the main apse, which
Forlati’s investigations led him to conclude was part of the
original masonry of the first church of St Mark on the site
(Ferdinando Forlati, La Basilica di San Marco Attraverso I
Suoi Restauri, Trieste, 1975, Ch. II, Il Primo S. Marco, pp. 45-70
and p.82 & diagram on p.63.). This first church was built in
the ninth century to house the putative remains of St Mark the
Evangelist, brought back to Venice from Alexandria by the
Venetian merchant-adventurers, Rusticus and
Tribunus in 828CE.



Regarding the association of this fragment with Alexander’s tomb,
the salient facts relate to my hypothesis (originally published in
2004) that this block could have been part of the king’s sepulchre
in Alexandria (Andrew Chugg, The Lost Tomb of Alexander the
Great, Richmond Editions, London 2004, p.267; greatly
elaborated in Andrew Chugg, The Quest for the Tomb of Alexander the
Great, AMC Publications, 2nd Edition 2012, Ch. 11, The Sword in the
Stone, pp.210-226.). I noted that the mummified body of St
Mark seems to have appeared in a shrine in the middle of
Alexandria in the last decade of the 4th century of the
Christian Era (Palladius, Lausiac History, Section 45 on
Philoromus of Galatia; St Jerome, De viris illustribus 8
written in Bethlehem in 392CE (as noted within the work by its
author) mentions that St Mark died in the 8th year of
Nero and was buried in Alexandria.). I observed that this was
an inconsistent form for the saint’s remains, because
Christian sources state that St Mark’s body was burnt by the
pagans when he was killed in Alexandria in the 1st century of the
Christian Era (See J-P Migne (ed.), Patrologia Graeca,
86, col. 59, note, which cites the Synopsis of the Apostles by
Dorotheus of Tyre; Chronicon Paschale 252, in Patrologia
Graeca 92, cols. 608-609; Eutychius 336 in Patrologia Graeca
111, col. 983.). I further noted that the mummy of Alexander the
Great was last mentioned whilst being displayed in Alexandria a
year or two before paganism was outlawed throughout the
Roman Empire in 391-392CE (Libanius, Oration 49.11-12). The
possibility therefore presents itself that the mummy of Alexander,
the founder of Alexandria and an official pagan god, was covertly
relabelled as the mummy of St Mark, the founder of
Christianity in Alexandria, at the time that the worship of
Alexander was proscribed and criminalised by the imperial
authorities. The plausibility of this possibility is enhanced by
the fact that Eugenio Polito, a recognised expert in the field of
Macedonian tomb decorations, firmly identified the Star-Shield
Block as part of a high-status Macedonian tomb
originating from somewhere in the “Eastern Mediterranean” in a book
published in 1998 (Eugenio Polito, Fulgentibus Armis, L’Erma di
Bretschneider, Rome 1998, p.79 and note 46 on p.99). Polito dated
the block to the third century BCE or the early second century BCE.
The Soma Mausoleum of Alexander the Great in Alexandria
is known to have been constructed by Ptolemy IV
Philopator in about 215BCE in the middle of Polito’s date
range (Zenobius, Proverbia 3.94).



Therefore, an explanation for the otherwise incongruous presence of
a large piece of early Macedonian tomb fabric in the
foundations of San Marco in Venice would be that the
Venetian Merchants found it in close association with the
supposed body of St Mark in Alexandria and took both
relics back to their home city. Perhaps considering the decoration
of the block inappropriately militaristic, the Venetians
subsequently chose to embed this stone in the foundations of their
new church about 8m from the original tomb that they built for St
Mark in the crypt of his church in the city.



In 2006, I proposed an examination of the remains now lying in an
early 19th century marble sarcophagus beneath the high altar of San
Marco aimed at checking whether the now reportedly de-fleshed
skeleton exhibits signs of healed bone damage (Andrew Chugg, Famous
Alexandrian Mummies: The Adventures in Death of Alexander the Great
and St Mark the Evangelist, Proceedings of the Eroi, Eroismi,
Eroizzazioni Conference, ed. Alessandra Coppola, University of
Padua, Sept 2006, SARGON, Padova 2007, pp. 67-100).  Arrows
are reported to have penetrated Alexander’s sternum in
India and a lower leg bone in Sogdiana (Leg wound:
Plutarch Moralia 327A, 341B, Plutarch Alexander 45.3,
Arrian 3.30.11, Curtius 7.6.3; Chest wound: Plutarch
Moralia 327B, 341C, 344C-D, 345A, Plutarch Alexander 63.6, Arrian
6.9.10, Diod. 17.99.3, Curtius 9.5.9-32, Strabo 15.1.33 (see
also Table 10.1)). However, the Church has not yet allowed such an
inspection.



Therefore, the question of the identity of the remains in San
Marco has gone unresolved for more than a dozen years.
However, follow-up work after my visit on 2nd August 2019 to view
and measure the Star-Shield Block (currently displayed in the
Church’s sculptural museum housed in the cloister of St
Apollonia in Venice) brought me to realise that there is a
remarkable vindicating connection between the Star-Shield Block and
the Nectanebo II sarcophagus: they were originally exactly the
same height and the shape and size of the Star-Shield Block is
consistent with it having been fitted to the left-hand, long-side
of the Nectanebo II sarcophagus, forming a section of an outer
sarcophagus added in the Ptolemaic era.








The
Dimensions and the Fabric of the Nectanebo II Sarcophagus


The Nectanebo II sarcophagus came to historical prominence at
the time of Napoleon Bonaparte’s invasion of Egypt in
1798. Vivant Denon, the leading scholar or savant among
fifty or so who accompanied the expedition, mentioned finding it in
an octagonal chapel in the courtyard of the Attarine Mosque at
the heart of Alexandria in his travelogue (Vivant Denon
(translated into English by E. A. Kendal), Travels in Egypt, Vol 1,
London 1802, pp. 28-29). Furthermore, les
savants subsequently recorded it with elaborate care and
completeness in four of the elephant folio engravings in the
Description de l’Egypte including a view of it ensconced in its
chapel within the mosque (Figure 1) (Description de l’Egypte,
Antiquités, Vol V, Planches 38-41).


OEBPS/Images/013_edit_139819991254608.jpg
.
hle Sy , - .

@:
= 47/ ”
,%/ W

NN

‘ ' /"’//?/f"’?:///’;{"/ﬂ .,/-.,' ST
//%/.///%’//fﬁ;/:‘

%






OEBPS/Images/012_edit_139819991253584.jpg





OEBPS/Images/011_edit_139819991253776.jpg
ol s
B AR ns (fd
“Mv » A

AR les .M

-

A d

Vs P R






OEBPS/Images/010_edit_139819991254352.jpg





OEBPS/Images/016_edit_139819991256592.jpg





OEBPS/Images/015_edit_139819991254096.jpg





OEBPS/Images/014_edit_139819991253136.jpg
//
®

/
/{

»
577727






OEBPS/Images/bod_cover.jpg
Unter dem
Siegel der
Nekropole

Elektronische Ausgabe






OEBPS/Images/009-mosque_edit_139819991253904.jpg





OEBPS/Images/019_edit_139819991256848.jpg





OEBPS/Images/018_edit_139819991253200.jpg





OEBPS/Images/017_edit_139819991254928.jpg
S L e

,

ﬁ'

.y
3 ‘ 9
- — ey YW

v

P

e

e -






