Damgatum, vol. 9, 2013, pp. 14-16.

On Hekanakht Papers. Brief
reflections as a homage to Ciro
Cardoso (1942-2013).

Augusto Gayubas.

Cita:
Augusto Gayubas (2013). On Hekanakht Papers. Brief reflections as a
homage to Ciro Cardoso (1942-2013). Damgatum, 9, 14-16.

Direccién estable: https://www.aacademica.org/augusto.gayubas/17

ARK: https://n2t.net/ark:/13683/pdv4/PzA

Acta Académica es un proyecto académico sin fines de lucro enmarcado en la iniciativa de acceso
abierto. Acta Académica fue creado para facilitar a investigadores de todo el mundo el compartir su
produccidén académica. Para crear un perfil gratuitamente o acceder a otros trabajos visite:
https://www.aacademica.org.


https://www.aacademica.org/augusto.gayubas/17
https://n2t.net/ark:/13683/pdv4/PzA

. DAMQATUM

THE CEHAO NEWSLETTER

online edition | www.uca.edu.ar/damgatum

online edition | www.uca.edu.ar/cehao ISSN 1852ng@5;\3£ N.9 | 2013



p. 03. Photo Gallery: New Exhibition at the Museum of Natural
History in La Plata. Fragments of History by the Banks of the

Nile
N.9 | 2013

p. 09. Recent Developments and New Directions in Near
Eastern Paleoclimate Research for the Late 3rd Millennium
BCE / Adam Schneider

p. 14. On Hekanakht Papers. Brief Reflections as a Homage to
Ciro Cardoso (1942-2013) / Augusto Gayubas

p. 16. CEHAO News

p. 17. The Battle of Kadesh. Egypt and Hatti through Images
and Words/ Diana Liesegang

p. 18. CEHAO Scholarly Participation 2013

CENTRO DE ESTUDIOS DE HISTORIA
DEL ANTIGUO ORIENTE

DEPARTMENT OF HISTORY
FACULTY OF SOCIAL, POLITICAL AND COMMUNICATION SCIENCES
PONTIFICAL CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY OF ARGENTINA

Damgatum s published by the Centro de Estudios de Historia del Antiguo Oriente
(CEHAQ). The CEHAO was founded in 2002 and is a non-profit, academic,
scientific organization. Address: Av. Alicia Moreau de Justo 1500 P.B.
C1107AFD. Buenos Aires, Argentina. Damgatum was founded by Juan Manuel
Tebes. Editor: Francisco Céntola.

Coverillustration (and p. 2): Decorated Pottery, Nagada lic (Louvre, Paris) / Photo:
Gabana Studios Cairo. Special thanks to Dr. Silvia Ametrano from the Museum of
Natural History in La Plata for providing the photographs of the Egyptian Hall.

The opinions expressed here are those of the authors, and do not necessarily
reflect the views of Damgatum. The authors of the articles published in this
volume transfer their rights to the publisher (non-exclusively), to incorporate the
digital version into the “Digital Library of the Catholic University of Argentina”
Institutional Repository and into other databases of academic relevance.

N9 | 2003 DAMQATUM - THE CEHAO NEWSLETTER 2



ON HEKANAKHT
PAPERS

BRIEF REFLECTIONS
AS A HOMAGE
T0 CIRO CARDOSO (1942-2013)

Augusto Gayubas | University of Buenos Aires / CONICET

On June 29, 2013, historian Ciro Flamarion Cardoso died at
the age of 70 in the city of Niterdi, Rio de Janeiro. Since
the seventies, he has been internationally known for his
contribution to historical research and his concerns with the
methodological foundations of the historian’s work. His major
interest was to study historical issues privileging theoretical
approaches.

His contribution to the study of ancient Egypt falls within
these broader concerns. Itis evident in anumber of books,
theses and articles (e.g., O Egito Antigo, 1982; Trabalho
compulsorio na antiguidade, 1984; Uma interpretacdo das
estruturas econdmicas do Egito Faradnico, 1987; Sete olhares
sobre a antiguidade, 1994; Deuses, mumias e ziggurats: uma
comparacao das religides antigas do Egito e da Mesopotamia,
1999). His work makes him one of those exceptional
researchers who incorporate critical theoretical thinking—in his
case, of Marxist roots—into the analysis of ancient societies
and, in particular, of what we usually call ancient Egypt. A review
of Cardoso’s egyptological work would require many pages of
reference to his multiple contributions. My aim here is somehow
different: to simply evoke his memory by considering his
interpretation of the so-called “Hekanakht papers.”

These documents consist of seven papyri found in 1922 at
Deir el-Bahri, Western Thebes,[1] and dated to the Eleventh
Dynasty (mid-twentieth century BC). They are divided into five
letters and two documents of accounts and records. What is
interesting about these papers, published for the first time in
1962,[2] is that they provide most valuable information about
the life of Hekanakht, a funerary priest who served the cult of
vizier Ipi and wrote several letters to his own family with
instructions on how to manage his rural residence and
resources in his absence. Hekanakht might be described as the
head of a household: he was responsible for the estate, the
economic resources (cereals, flax and cattle) and the people
who lived there (all of them relatives, except for a trusted
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married workman and some unmarried female servants).

Among otherissues discussed by scholars, itis particularly
relevant the question of the economic role of Hekanakht in
relation to the general functioning of the ancient Egyptian
economy. This has been a controversial issue. With regard to
the interpretation of some passages of the letters and
accounts, British egyptologist Barry Kemp argued that
Hekanakht would have taken economic decisions strictly
based on the calculation of profits; this would make him a
private economic agent subtracted from the economy of the
state.[3]

Cardoso opposes Kemp's “formalist” interpretation to Klaus
Baer’s “substantivist” one. In a certain way, the first of Baer’s
statements does not seem far from the formalist stance put
forward by Kemp: according to Baer, Hekanakht effectively
represents a figure who seeks to accumulate wealth through
strategies of maximization of incomes and rationing of family
resources in times of scarcity.[4] Nevertheless, what
distinguishes Baer from Kemp and justifies the opposition
traced by Cardoso is that, for the former, the aim of this private
accumulation would not be linked to an economic and
acquisitive mentality (as proposed in fact by Kemp, who sees
Hekanakht as a specimen of the homo economicus). To Baer,
Hekanakht's main interest would have been to ensure the
resources needed to have a burial proper to his social status.[5]

The position adopted by Cardoso in this debate implies to
recognize the existence of economic practices at a local or
“private” scale managed by Hekanakht, including calculation
strategies for a better administration of the resources,
purchases and sales, loaning and leasing of land for
cultivation.[6] However, the author points out that this does not
imply the existence of a private or market economy rising in
Egypt, as proposed by Kemp, but: a) a kind of practice that is
provisional and “temporary,” in the sense that it is specific ofa
particular period of Egyptian history (i.e., early Middle Kingdom)
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which is still influenced by the effects of the political and
economic decentralization of the First Intermediate Period; and
b) a kind of practice that is not inserted in an economy ruled by
the law of supply and demand—even if the head of the
household could seek some enrichment (similar discussion
with Kemp’s arguments can be found in Cardoso’s book
Sociedades do Antigo Oriente Préximo, 1986).[7] These
remarks are important because they might be useful to avoid
one questionable idea: that the logic of market lies at the basis
of any society, waiting for the historical conditions that will allow
it to become the dominant economic practice.

Fabio Frizzo, one of Cardoso’s young disciples, proposed at
an academic event in Buenos Aires in the winter of 2011 (Il
Coloquio Internacional del PEFSCEA / XXXIV Cologuio
Internacional GIREA) that it might be useful to connect
elements taken from different thecretical schemes whenever
they can be complementary in addressing a historical problem.
| would like to illustrate the potential of this approach by
presenting some brief reflections on the issue we are dealing
with.

Cardoso characterizes Hekanakht's family group as a
“plebeian family,” since they had not regular access to the
pharach’s court, and he considers the head of this family as a
“small or medium landowner,” because he was in charge of a
small or medium productive unit above the subsistence level
and could not rival the wealth of the state’s high-ranking
officials. These reflections bring to the fore two main issues that
| consider important and that, in my opinion, can be enriched
with an approach that connects elements from the analysis of
different authors.

Onthe one hand, the “family” structure clearly expresses the
role of kinship in the articulation of social and economic
relations within the household. Juan Carlos Moreno Garcia
points out that in contexts of political decentralization of the
state, family cohesion—as well as probable patronage
ties—acquire visibility in written records.[8] He associates this
situation with the idea that the family group would act as a
space of solidarity and protection against possible crisis.
Without challenging this consideration, Marcelo Campagno
emphasizes the aspect of continuity of kinship as a social logic
that, even subordinated to state dynamics, would continue to
operate as a means of articulation within households.[9] One
could also conceive the existence of another kind of social tie,
even at anomarchal level, such as patronage: this specific
bond could explain the role of Nakht son of Hety, the above-
mentioned “trusted married workman,” who was not part ofthe
kinship network but was subordinated to Hekanakht.

The other question arising from Cardoso’s reflections is that
Hekanakht’s estate would not be a family inheritance, but the
result of his function as a funerary priest of vizier Ipi. This matter
has, in my opinion, an implication that deserves to be pointed
out. Itis not the kinship tie, nor a “private” economic procedure,
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what originated Hekanakht's wealth, but a practice associated
with the state: that is, Hekanakht's specific relation with a high
official of the state. Cardoso appropriately recognizes that
Hekanakht had a limited income because he was not directly
related to the pharach’s court; but no less important is the fact
that Hekanakht's estate, although modest in relation to the
wealth of any high official, only makes sense because of the
relationship between this priest and the state. Therefore,
Hekanakht papers would be one of those eloquent testimonies
which allow us to infer, in terms of Campagno, a “coupling”
between the logic of kinship, which here internally regulates the
household, and the logic of state, which is the condition of
possibility for such ahousehold to exist.[10]

In conclusion, it is my wish that these brief reflections on
Cardoso’s significant study of the Hekanakht papers may
highlight the need to connect and integrate theoretical tools
and analysis of different perspectives in addressing specific
historical issues from a critical point of view. There is much that
could be added inregard to Cardoso’s intellectual interventions
for the study of ancient Egypt. However, | would like to conclude
these lines with a final remark. As Baer wrote about the work of
T. G. H. James, who first published Hekanakht papers, we can
also say about the contributions of Ciro Cardoso: the only way
to express our gratitude is by further discussion il
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IN MEMORIAM
GABRIEL NAPOLE

R. P. Gabriel Napole OP passed away on December 26, 2013. He
was ordained in the Dominican order in 1986, and directed the “Pedro
de Cérdoba” Institute (Centre for Advanced Studies of the Dominican
Order in Latin America and the Caribbean) between 1997 and 2002.
He studied at the Catholic University of Argentina (Lic. Theology), the
Ecole biblique et archéologique francaise de Jérusalem (Eléve titulaire
and Diplémé) and the Faculty of Theology “San Vicente Ferrer” in
Valencia (PhD Theology). Since 2004, he was in charge of the group
of Argentine scholars involved in the project ‘La Bible en ses
Traditions’ from the Ecole biblique. Gabriel had close ties with the
CEHAO at both the human and academic levels. He will be sorely
missed.
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