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AMETHYST ROYAL-NAME SCARABS of 

very fine workmanship were found among the 
jewelry of Queen Weret II (ca. 1850 B.C.), who 

was buried in the pyramid complex of Senwosret III at 
Dahshur (Figures 1-8; Colorplate 1).1 Noted for his 
military campaigns and building activities, Senwosret III,2 
fifth king of Dynasty 12 (ca. 1878-1840 B.C.), was one 
of the most distinguished rulers of the Middle King- 
dom (ca. 2010-1640 B.C.). His funerary complex at 
Dahshur (Figure 9) consisted of a main pyramid, a 
pyramid temple, and small pyramids of queens and 
other female members of the royal family. Pyramid 9 
contained the burial remains of Queen Weret II (Fig- 
ures 10-12), which include fragmentary inscriptions 
identifying her as the king's wife. The large dimen- 
sions of her tomb and its location under the king's 
pyramid suggest that she was the king's main consort.3 

The queen's jewelry deposit was discovered at the 
pyramid complex in 1 994 during excavations directed 
by Dieter Arnold for The Metropolitan Museum of 
Art.4 The jewelry was found in a small chamber cut 
into the east wall of the bottom of the shaft leading to 
both the queen's burial chamber and her ritual south 
tomb (Figure 11). At the east end of the chamber's 
north wall was a 53-centimeter-wide niche with a pit in 
the floor that contained the jewelry; the niche was 
sealed with a vertical limestone block at its entrance 
and a horizontal limestone block that covered the soil- 
filled pit (Figures 11 [a], 13, 14). No identifiable 
remains of a box or other container for the objects 
were located. Because all of the original strings had 
completely decayed, the jewelry was mixed with the 
pit's soil in disarray.5 

Placement of a royal jewelry deposit at the bottom 
of a shaft is unique and probably accounts for its sur- 
vival, since the tomb robbers who pillaged the rest of 
the queen's burial would not have thought to look 
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there for valuables. Judging from the limited evidence 
available, it seems that such royal jewelry was at that 
time in Egyptian history either laid on the mummy 
itself or put in containers in the burial chamber or an 
annex room.6 An empty pit also filled with soil - but 
lacking any remains of objects - was found in Queen 
Weret II's south tomb and may have been the original 
resting place of the deposit (Figure 1 1 [b] ) . It is possible 
that when alterations were undertaken in the south 
tomb, the queen's jewelry was moved for safekeeping 
to the chamber cut into the bottom of the shaft.7 

Many questions persist as to the original arrange- 
ment of the jewelry elements.8 Now on display in the 
Egyptian Museum, Cairo, the pieces have been recon- 
structed; the two amethyst scarabs under discussion 
here, however, remain as individual items. As a group, 
Queen Weret II's jewelry conforms to our knowledge 
of the types of objects placed in burials of royal women 
in Dynasty 12. They display the same mastery of manu- 
facturing techniques, choice of precious materials, and 
extraordinary beauty noted by William Hayes in his dis- 
cussion of the large collection of Middle Kingdom jew- 
elry at The Metropolitan Museum of Art,9 which 
includes an impressive selection of royal jewelry of the 
type found in the deposit of Queen Weret II, some of 
which is included in the discussion below (see Figures 
20-22). 

Almost identical in size, features, and designs, the 
two royal-name scarabs constitute a nearly perfect 
pair; both are inscribed with a name of King 
Amenemhat II (ca. 1919-1885 B.C.). Scarab A (Fig- 
ures 1-4, Colorplate 1) bears the king's throne name, 
nbw-klw-r(\ scarab B (Figures 5-8, Colorplate 1), the 
king's birth name, imn-m-hlt. Both names are pre- 
ceded by the royal title ntr nfr (perfect god) and are 
enclosed in a distinct variation (see discussion below) 
of a scroll border.10 Small gold caps enclose both ends 
of the holes on both scarabs, showing signs of wear that 
suggest the scarabs were originally strung on gold wires 
and most likely worn as rings (see Figures 17-19). The 
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Figure 1 . Scarab A from 
the treasure of Queen 
Weret II from Dahshur 
(excavation 1994.1078/1), 
ca. 1850 B.C. Amethyst, 
L. 2.56 cm, W. 1.64 cm, 
H. 1.19 cm. Egyptian 
Museum, Cairo, 98778A. 
See also Colorplate 1 

Figure 2 . Base of the scarab 
in Figure 1 , inscribed with 
the throne name of King 
Amenemhat II 

Figure 3. Head of the scarab in Figure 1 Figure 4. Side view of the scarab in Figure 1 

Figure 5. Scarab B from 
the treasure of Queen 
Weret II from Dahshur 
(excavation 1994.1078/2), 
ca. 1850 b.c. Amethyst, 
L. 2.57 cm, W. 1.64 cm, 
H. 1.17 cm. Egyptian 
Museum, Cairo, 98778B. 
See also Colorplate 1 

Figure 6. Base of the scarab 
in Figure 5, inscribed with 
the birth name of King 
Amenemhat II 

Figure 7. Head of the scarab in Figure 5 Figure 8. Side view of the scarab in Figure 5 
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Figure 9. Plan of the pyramid complex of King Senwosret III at Dahshur, with the tomb of Queen Weret II in pyramid 9 (P9). 
Drawing by Dieter Arnold 

plinth edges of both scarabs are chipped, perhaps 
indicating that gold plates covered the base.1 x 

Considering the limited corpus of royal-name 
scarabs that can be attributed with certainty to Dynasty 
12,12 the clear archaeological context of these scarabs 
is of great significance. Their confirmed Dynasty 12 
date, some of their particular features, and their associ- 
ation with a royal family member provide invaluable 
information that may help resolve some of the con- 
troversy concerning these objects. Two main issues 
remain: the date of the initial occurrence of royal-name 
scarabs (and thus the highly debated question of con- 
temporaneous examples) and their original function. 

Dating the Initial Occurrence of 
Royal-Name Scarabs 

The initial occurrence of royal-name scarabs is cur- 
rently attributed to Dynasty 12, although the earliest 
ruler whose name is attested on contemporaneous 
examples is a subject of debate.13 The main difficulty 

in determining the absolute dates of early Dynasty 1 2 
scarabs is that most examples have no archaeological 
provenance. Moreover, those unearthed in excava- 
tions were not found in archaeological deposits that 
can be securely dated to the reigns of the kings whose 
names they bear. Consequently, the dates proposed 
for many of these scarabs are based primarily on 
inconclusive stylistic arguments.14 

It is now generally accepted that no royal-name scarab 
can be dated to the reign of the first ruler of Dynasty 12, 
Amenemhat I (ca. 1981-1952 B.C.). The contempo- 
raneity of the relatively large number of scarabs bearing 
variations of the throne name of his son and successor 
Senwosret I (hpr-k3-r() (ca. 1961-1917 B.C.), however, is 
highly debated.15 Most scholars agree that this group 
includes examples displaying incorrect orthography 
or distinct late features, which therefore are largely 
considered to be reissues.16 Ward argues that those 
examples that exhibit correct orthography and no dis- 
tinct late features should be considered to be contem- 
poraneous, thus dating the initial occurrence of 
royal-name scarabs to the reign of Senwosret 1. 17 Ward 
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Figure 10. Remains of pyramid 9 at Dahshur with the pyramid of King 
Senwosret III in the background, seen from the southwest 

Figure 1 1 . Plan of pyramid 9, showing the ritual south tomb of Queen 
Weret II and her burial chamber in the north tomb, under the king's pyramid 
(a: jewelry pit in the chamber cut into the shaft between the south and north 
tombs; b: empty pit in the south tomb that may have been the original resting 
place of the jewelry). Drawing by Richard Velleu from a drawing by Dieter 
Arnold 

Figure 12. Antechamber of the north tomb 
of Queen Weret II, seen from the south- 
east, with her burial chamber and sarcoph- 
agus beyond 

further proposes that the relatively large number of 
scarabs bearing this king's throne name reflect the 
restoration of political stability and the growth of gov- 
ernment administration attributed to his reign.18 
Other scholars, arguing that not a single example 
originated in a securely dated archaeological context, 
consider the entire group to be reissues associated with 
the cult of the venerated dead king and date the earli- 
est royal-name scarabs to the reigns of Senwosret III 
and Amenemhat III (between ca. 1878 and 1813 B.C.) 
in late Dynasty 12.19 As these conclusions have impli- 
cations for the original function of royal-name 
scarabs, and for the religious developments that gen- 
erated their production, a reexamination of the evi- 
dence on which the differing arguments are based 
is in order. 
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As dating criteria, the designs and stylistic features of 
scarabs of the first half of the second millennium B.C. 
have frequently proven to be inconclusive.20 In recent 
studies, therefore, it has been widely accepted that a 
chronological typology of these scarabs must be based 
on excavated series from clear archaeological con- 
texts.21 However, the difficulties associated with dating 
Middle Kingdom archaeological deposits in Egypt, and 
Middle Bronze Age deposits (largely dating to the first 
half of the second millennium B.C.) in the southern 
Levant (where a significant number of scarabs of this 
period originated) , generated scholarly debate over 
the absolute dates of many groups.22 Moreover, the 
Canaanite origin of the bulk of the excavated scarab 
series from Middle Bronze Age Palestine was not 
recognized, and regional variations were often attrib- 



Figure 13. Plan and east-west section through the jewelry pit 
in the shaft leading to the south and north tombs of Queen 
Weret II in pyramid 9 at Dahshur. Drawing by Dieter Arnold 

uted to chronological differences.23 These difficulties 
have been diminished considerably by recent studies 
of Egyptian pottery of the Middle Kingdom and the 
Second Intermediate Period (largely dating between 
2010 and 1550 B.C.), which provide substantial evi- 
dence to establish the relative sequence and absolute 
dates of Middle Kingdom and Middle Bronze Age 
deposits in which scarabs were found.24 Based on 
these studies it is now possible to use excavated scarab 
series from Egypt and the southern Levant and to dis- 
tinguish stylistically between Egyptian scarabs of the 
early and late Middle Kingdom as well as between 
Egyptian and Canaanite scarabs.25 

The reexamination of archaeological deposits at a 
number of sites in Egypt where the earliest scarabs 
were found argues for lowering their absolute dates.26 

Some of these scarabs, previously dated to the First 
Intermediate Period (ca. 2150-2010 B.C.; Ward's 
Periods 3 and 4),27 are now dated to the early Mid- 
dle Kingdom (late Dynasty 11 and early Dynasty 12 
[ca. 2010-1850 B.C.]).28 The notably small number 
of scarabs displaying early Middle Kingdom character- 
istics argues that this group predates the mass produc- 
tion of scarabs in Egypt.29 The archaeological 
contexts of published groups of scarabs and sealings 
from Middle Kingdom cemeteries and habitation 
areas in Egypt and Lower Nubia indicate that the mass 
production of scarabs in Egypt began in late Dynasty 
12, around 1850 B.C., sometime during the reigns of 
Senwosret III and Amenemhat III and probably in 
association with the religious and administrative devel- 
opments attested in Egypt during this period.30 The 
great majority of Middle Kingdom scarabs and seal 
impressions have been found in late Middle Kingdom 
cemeteries and administrative units dating from late 
Dynasty 12 well into Dynasty 13.31 Based on the 
ceramic assemblages associated with them, the bulk of 
these late Middle Kingdom excavated series date from 
Dynasty 13,32 although Dynasty 12 examples are prob- 
ably included in all groups.33 Most deposits do not 
allow differentiation between late Dynasty 12 and 
Dynasty 13 scarabs, and much of the material can 
therefore only be defined as "late Middle Kingdom." 

Scarabs bearing the names of early Dynasty 1 2 kings 
exhibit designs and stylistic features that strongly 
argue for their posthumous production. Not a single 
example among the scarabs bearing the names of 
Senwosret I, Amenemhat II, and Senwosret II (reigns 
dated between ca. 1961 and 1878 B.C.) displays designs 
or features that are attested on early Middle Kingdom 
scarabs of Ward's Period 4.34 Moreover, all present 

Figure 14. Blocking stone still in position in the jewelry pit in 
the side chamber cut into the shaft between the tombs of Queen 
Weret II in pyramid 9 at Dahshur, seen from the southwest 
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Figures 15 and 16. Scarab from the treasure 
of Princess Sithathoryunet from el-Lahun, 
ca. 1 859-1 8 1 3 B.C., with a view of its base 
inscribed with the throne name of King 
Amenemhat III surmounting the symbol of 
millions of years (eternity). Lapis lazuli, 
L. 1.7 cm. The Metropolitan Museum of 
Art, Rogers Fund and Henry Walters Gift, 
1916 (16.1.22) 

Figures 17 and 18. Scarab with ring from the treasure of Princess Sithathor from 
Dahshur, ca. 1878-1840 B.C., with a view of the gold plate on the scarab's base 
inscribed with the throne name of King Senwosret III. Amethyst with gold plate and 
gold ring, L. 1.3 cm. The Metropolitan Museum of Art, Purchase, Edward S. Harkness 
Gift, 1926 (26.7.756) 

Figure 19. Scarab with ring from the 
treasure of Princess Sithathoryunet 
from el-Lahun, ca. 1887-1813 B.C. 
Gold inlaid with carnelian, lapis lazuli, 
turquoise, and blue and green paste, 
the base a plain gold plate, L. 1.7 cm. 
The Metropolitan Museum of Art, 
Rogers Fund and Henry Walters Gift, 
1916 (16.1.24) 

either late Middle Kingdom,35 Second Intermediate 
Period,36 or Canaanite37 characteristics, which sug- 
gest their later dates or Canaanite production.38 

Supporting evidence for the posthumous produc- 
tion of the scarabs bearing names of early Dynasty 1 2 
kings is provided by the fact that not one of them orig- 
inated in a contemporaneous archaeological context. 
Although Ward contends that a scarab bearing the 
name of Senwosret I from tomb 66 at Ruweise on the 
Lebanese coast originated in a contemporaneous con- 
text,39 his suggested date for tomb 66 at Ruweise has 
been challenged.40 Moreover, the other scarabs found 
in the tomb include late Middle Kingdom Egyptian 
examples and a small number of Canaanite pieces, 

confirming the Dynasty 13 date indicated by the pot- 
tery discovered there.41 A scarab from tomb 73 at 
Ruweise presented by Ward as a contemporaneous 
royal-name scarab of Senwosret II42 is in fact a late 
Middle Kingdom design scarab43 displaying a symmet- 
rical arrangement of hieroglyphs.44 The scarabs from 
tomb 73 at Ruweise show distinctive late Middle King- 
dom designs, indicating that this tomb, like tomb 66, 
should be dated to Dynasty 13.45 

Ward also argues for the contemporaneous context 
of a scarab bearing the name of Senwosret II from 
Beth-Shean stratum XI.46 However, level XI at Beth- 
Shean is dated, based on its pottery assemblages, to 
the last phase of the Early Bronze Age (twenty-first 
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century B.C.), after which there is a gap in occupation 
at the site until the seventeenth century B.C.47 The 
scarab is therefore an intrusion in stratum XI. More- 
over, the scarab's designs and features indicate a later 
date and Canaanite production: the "royal name" is 
surmounted by a winged sun disk, a motif common on 
Middle Bronze Canaanite scarabs48 and not attested 
on early Middle Kingdom Egyptian examples. In addi- 
tion, the type of back seen on this scarab, typical of 
early Canaanite pieces,49 is not known to occur on 
Egyptian Middle Kingdom scarabs. 

Ward's dating of royal-name scarabs bearing names 
of early Dynasty 1 2 kings was based on comparative 
material consisting of design scarabs from Middle 
Bronze Age deposits in Palestine ascribed by him to 
Dynasty 12;50 he was, of course, unaware of the later 
date and Canaanite production of his comparative 
material.51 In fact, the earliest royal-name scarabs from 
securely dated Dynasty 1 2 archaeological contexts, as 
correctly noted by O'Connor, come from the trea- 
sures of several princesses found in the pyramid com- 
plexes of Senwosret II at el-Lahun and Senwosret III at 
Dahshur:52 one, bearing the throne name of Amen- 
emhat III, was found in the treasure of Princess 
Sithathoryunet at el-Lahun (Figures 15, 16);53 two, 
inscribed with the throne name of Senwosret III, were 
among the jewelry of Princess Sithathor at Dahshur 
(Figures 17, 18);54 and two, bearing the throne name 
of Amenemhat III, were among the jewelry of Princess 
Mereret at Dahshur.55 The burials of these princesses 
date to late Dynasty 12, between the reigns of Senwos- 
ret III and Amenemhat III.56 

The Cultural Context of the Earliest 
Royal-Name Scarabs 

The royal-name scarabs found in the princesses' trea- 
sures were part of their elaborate jewelry ensembles 
(see Figures 20-22), which included diadems, pec- 
torals, bracelets, girdles, beads, amulets, and a num- 
ber of uninscribed scarabs (see Figure 19) as well as 
scarabs bearing the names and titles of their female 
owners.57 Most of the scarabs found in these treasures 
are made of the finest materials, mainly semiprecious 
stones and gold, and they occasionally form rings with 
gold-wire shanks (Figures 17-19).58 The two amethyst 
royal-name scarabs from the jewelry of Queen Weret 
II at Dahshur - the subjects of this article - were 
found in a similar context, and their function was 
probably identical to that of the scarabs from the jew- 
elry ensembles of the princesses, as discussed below. 

Many of the jewelry items belonging to these royal 
women were presented to them by the kings to whom 

they were related.59 Therefore a majority of these gifts 
most likely reflect the symbolic role of royal women in 
cults associated with the Egyptian perception of king- 
ship. Indeed, the role of royal women as the feminine 
complementary aspect of kingship is attested from the 
early phases of the Pharaonic civilization and follows 
mythic prototypes.60 In this role, royal women - 
mother, wife, and daughter of the king - acted as a 
generative force that is expressed in Egyptian mythol- 
ogy in the duality of both male and female and parent 
and child.61 The double role of mother and daughter 
is manifested in Egyptian mythology as a feminine 
prototype, which applies to the three generations of 
royal women in association with the renewal of king- 
ship.62 Lana Troy argues that "the queenship of 
ancient Egypt has been defined as consisting of four 
elements: identification with the mythic prototype, 
actualization of the powers of the prototype through 
enactment of a ritual role, embodiment of the genera- 
tional hierarchy found in the feminine prototype as 
medium of transformation, and, as the final element, 
participation in the kingship as the feminine aspect 
and representative of that office."63 During the Middle 
Kingdom the importance of the kings' daughters in 
this context is attested in a distinct type of sculpture 
depicting a female sphinx, which first occurs during 
this period bearing exclusively the title sit nswt (king's 
daughter).64 The burials of royal women within the 
king's pyramid complex reflect their role as manifesta- 
tions of the feminine prototype representing the pow- 
ers of renewal in the king's afterlife,65 while the lack 
of conclusive evidence for burials of male members of 
the royal family, aside from the king, in the royal pyra- 
mid complexes further emphasizes the exclusive role 
of the royal women in the funerary cult of the king. 
The royal gifts found among the tomb offerings of 
these women undoubtedly include items associated 
with their symbolic role, as indicated by comparable 
types of objects found in the treasures of Dahshur and 
el-Lahun.66 Some of the jewelry bears names of partic- 
ular kings displayed in symbolic settings or portrays 
their images in glorified victorious postures,67 both of 
which symbolize the king's primary role as guardian of 
divine order (see Figure 2 1 ) .68 The fact that names of 
more than one king were found in most of the jewelry 
ensembles (Figures 21, 22) implies that the women's 
role was associated with kingship in general and not 
necessarily with the particular king in whose pyramid 
complex they were buried. 

Jewelry incorporating royal names is considered by 
most scholars to have been gifts presented to the 
women by the particular kings whose names are 
inscribed on the pieces, which are thus usually dated 
to the reigns of the respective kings.69 Although stylistic 
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Figure 22. Two bracelets bearing the throne name of King 
Amenemhat III with the royal titles Perfect God and Lord of 
the Two Lands and the epithet "Given Life," from the treasure 
of Princess Sithathoryunet from el-Lahun, ca. 1859-1813 B.C. 
Gold with bands of carnelian and turquoise beads, the inscrip- 
tion originally inlaid with blue and green faience now decom- 
posed to a white substance, H. of clasps 8 cm. The Metropolitan 
Museum of Art, Rogers Fund and Henry Walters Gift, 1916 
(16.1.8, 16.1.9) 

arguments point in favor of the suggested dates for 
some of the objects (below), the possibility of occa- 
sional heirlooms, or objects made in veneration of 
deceased kings, cannot be ruled out. As a result of the 
massive plundering of the pyramid complexes at el- 
Lahun and Dahshur in antiquity, it is often difficult to 
identify the royal women who were originally buried 
there,70 and the identity of the three princesses dis- 
cussed above cannot be determined with certainty. 
The fact that all three bear the title "king's daughter" 
indicates filiation with a king,71 yet there is sufficient 
evidence to suggest that princesses were not necessar- 
ily buried in the pyramid complexes of their fathers.72 
Sithathoryunet and Mereret are usually identified as 
the daughters of Senwosret II and Senwosret III, 
respectively, in whose pyramid complexes - at el- 
Lahun and Dahshur - they are buried.73 Sithathor, 

who was buried in the pyramid complex of Senwosret 
III at Dahshur, is alternately identified as his daugh- 
ter74 or as the daughter of Senwosret II,75 based 
mainly on a pectoral found among her jewelry bear- 
ing the latter's name.76 

The fragmentary and frequently unclear nature of 
the archaeological and textual evidence associated 
with these women leaves a number of unresolved 
questions, which have implications for the absolute 
date of the jewelry. There is no evidence to determine 
either the qualifications required for a princess to 
take part in the royal funerary cult or the reason for 
her burial in a particular pyramid complex. As noted 
above, the burial of a princess within a pyramid com- 
plex of a particular king does not necessarily indicate 
filiation with him. Moreover, there is no evidence 
attesting to the marital status of any of these women 
and, thus, to whether a married princess could take 
part in the royal funerary cult.77 Princesses married to 
various officials are attested in the Middle Kingdom,78 
and there is no evidence implying that certain kings' 
daughters remained unmarried for cultic purposes 
during this period. Furthermore, as the bodies of the 
three princesses under discussion have not been 
found, the suggested ages of some of these women,79 
as well as the assumption that the royal-name objects 
in their jewelry ensembles were presented exclusively 
by the kings whose names they portray, cannot be cor- 
roborated.80 

The jewelry of the three princesses - Sithathor- 
yunet at el-Lahun and Sithathor and Mereret at 
Dahshur - show such striking similarities in design, 
manufacturing techniques, and quality of workman- 
ship that they have frequently been considered to 
have been made by the same craftsmen.81 A chrono- 
logical distinction, however, is usually made between 
objects attributed to the reigns of Senwosret II and 
Senwosret III and those ascribed to the reign of 
Amenemhat III. This distinction is based primarily on 
the quality of workmanship of objects bearing royal 
names and their comparison to other items; most 
scholars consider pieces with paste inlays and less 
meticulous workmanship as belonging to the later 
group from the reign of Amenemhat III.82 The differ- 
ence in the quality of workmanship that is apparent in 
some of the jewelry corroborates the chronological 
distinction for selected items. However, the evidence 
does not always allow distinguishing between objects 
given to a royal woman by an early king, heirlooms, 
and posthumous productions. 

The jewelry of Middle Kingdom royal women is usu- 
ally divided between those pieces found on the 
mummy inside the coffin, which are identified as 
funerary jewelry, and those items located in boxes 
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hidden in a cache in the vicinity of the coffin, which 
most scholars consider to be personal jewelry worn in 
life.83 This distinction is corroborated by the consis- 
tent distribution of certain types of jewelry in both 
groups, by signs of wear noted on some of the objects 
of the latter group, and by occasional missing inlays 
that were most probably lost before the objects were 
buried.84 Moreover, representations of royal women 
wearing similar jewelry are well attested.85 The scarabs 
from the jewelry ensembles discussed here were found 
exclusively among items considered by most scholars 
as jewelry worn in life. 

Symbolizing new life and regeneration, scarabs 
were used as amulets for the living as well as for the 
dead.86 Scarabs of the Middle Kingdom royal women 
may have been worn in life as part of necklaces or 
rings87 and may have been placed in the tomb as 
funerary offerings together with other jewelry. As 
argued above, these particular pieces of jewelry, espe- 
cially those bearing royal names, probably reflect the 
symbolic role of the royal women in cults associated 
with kingship. The royal-name scarabs among this 
type of jewelry, being the earliest securely dated exam- 
ples of their kind, suggest that the initial occurrence 
of these scarabs should be considered within the same 
religious context.88 

Scarabs, appearing initially in the First Intermediate 
Period, became the most favored amulets in Egypt in 
late Dynasty 1 2 and maintained their extreme popu- 
larity until the end of the Late Period (mid-nineteenth 
to fourth century B.C.). The amuletic role of scarabs is 
clearly indicated throughout their long period of use, 
though various other functions are attested during dif- 
ferent periods, including use as seals for the central 
administration as well as affiliation with royal and 
temple cults.89 Based on the widespread use of scarabs 
as seals in the late Middle Kingdom, royal-name and 
private-name scarabs have frequently been considered 
as royal and official seals.90 While the main function 
of private-name scarabs remains controversial,91 most 
scholars view royal-name scarabs primarily as amulets 
endowed with the protective powers of the king.92 
Seal impressions made by royal-name scarabs are 
extremely rare, and not a single example indicates 
their use as official royal seals; the few known impres- 
sions were made by scarabs of poor quality that rarely 
display royal titles and whose use is identical to that 
of design scarabs.93 Design scarabs were used in the 
Middle Kingdom as funerary amulets and as seals for 
the central administration, and the same use is attested 
for royal-name and private-name scarabs during this 
period (see below). It should also be noted that 
Middle Kingdom royal seals are attested on sealings 
made by large rectangular stamp seals bearing the 

king's Horus name.94 Made of precious materials, the 
royal-name scarabs found in the treasures of Middle 
Kingdom royal women show a superb quality of work- 
manship that indicates manufacture in royal work- 
shops,95 yet the shallow engraving of the inscriptions 
makes it highly unlikely that these scarabs were used 
as seals.96 

The evidence discussed above suggests that royal- 
name scarabs were initially produced in late Dynasty 
1 2 for royal-associated cults. The almost exclusive ori- 
gin of the surviving examples in jewelry ensembles of 
royal women of this period97 argues that the original 
function of these scarabs was associated with the cultic 
role of these women. Nevertheless, as almost no funer- 
ary offerings from burials of Dynasty 1 2 kings are 
known, the possible use of similar scarabs by the kings 
of the period should not be ruled out. 

Apart from the royal-name scarabs found among 
the jewelry of royal women, royal-name scarabs of infe- 
rior quality, made of glazed steatite, have been found 
in late Middle Kingdom contexts.98 The most com- 
monly attested Dynasty 1 2 royal name on such exam- 
ples is that of Amenemhat III.99 Based on the 
typologies of the early and late Middle Kingdom exca- 
vated series noted above, it is now possible to show 
that scarabs bearing the name of Amenemhat III 
include examples with distinctive late Middle King- 
dom designs,100 indicating a likely contemporaneous 
production.101 Most examples presented by Ward as 
contemporaneous royal-name scarabs of Senwosret III 
exhibit characteristics that argue for posthumous pro- 
duction.102 The evidence therefore suggests that 
large-scale production of royal-name scarabs no 
longer restricted to the use of the royal family 
occurred during the reign of Amenemhat III. 

Dating the Royal-Name Scarabs from 
the Jewelry of Queen Weret II 

The archaeological evidence associated with Queen 
Weret IPs burial, as noted above, suggests that she was 
the main wife of Senwosret III, in whose pyramid com- 
plex she was buried.103 Her physical remains indicate 
that she died between the age of fifty and seventy; the 
uncertainty of the date of her death and burial, how- 
ever, does not allow the determination of whether she 
was the daughter of Senwosret II or Amenemhat II. 
Moreover, as the title "daughter of the king" has never 
been found in connection with her, there is no cer- 
tainty of her royal filiation, and she may have been of 
humble birth.104 The Amenemhat II scarabs found 
among her jewelry show close similarity in features 
and design to the Senwosret III and Amenemhat III 
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scarabs of Sithathor and Mereret,105 suggesting a 
short time span for their production and the possibil- 
ity of the same workshop. The jewelry of Queen Weret II 
exhibits first-rate workmanship, similar to the jewelry 
attributed to the earlier ensembles of the princesses 
noted above, which are usually dated between the 
reigns of Senwosret II and Senwosret III. The absence 
of paste inlays in Weret IPs jewelry further indicates a 
date earlier than the reign of Amenemhat III,106 a 
conclusion corroborated by the funerary pottery 
found in her burial, which, according to Susan Allen, 
is earlier than the pottery found in the burials of 
princesses dated to the reign of Amenemhat III.107 

Although the identification of Queen Weret II as the 
daughter of Amenemhat II is far from certain, the pos- 
sibility cannot be ruled out, and it could thus be pro- 
posed that the royal-name scarabs bearing his name 
were given to her by Amenemhat II. The scarabs, how- 
ever, display late Middle Kingdom characteristics, 
which argue against dating them earlier than the reign 
of Senwosret III. Among the most distinctive of these 
characteristics, and strongly arguing against dating the 
scarabs to the reign of Amenemhat II, are the paired 
scroll borders that enclose the names. While similar 
paired borders customarily enclose private names on 
late Middle Kingdom scarabs,108 they are completely 
absent in the known corpus of early Middle Kingdom 
scarabs. The scarabs of Queen Weret II also exhibit, as 
noted earlier, a close stylistic similarity to the scarabs 
bearing the names of Senwosret III and Amenemhat III 
from the treasures of the princesses discussed above, 
which further support their late Middle Kingdom date. 
The serpent heads that end the paired scrolls are 
extremely rare, occurring almost exclusively on late 
Dynasty 1 2 royal-name scarabs, including the scarab 
bearing the name of Senwosret III from the jewelry of 
Sithathor at Dahshur109 and three late Dynasty 12 
royal-name scarabs of glazed steatite.110 The evidence 
thus suggests that the scarabs found among the jewels 
of Queen Weret II were manufactured during the 
reign of Senwosret III, in whose pyramid complex they 
were found. 

Other Types of Name Scarabs 

The initial occurrence of royal-name scarabs very 
nearly coincides with the first appearance of another 
type of name scarab, bearing the names and titles of 
royal women. Such scarabs were also found among the 
jewelry of Sithathor and Mereret at Dahshur. One 
scarab of Sithathor and five scarabs of Mereret show 
the princesses' names with the title sit nswt (king's 
daughter) .1X1 The scarab of Sithathor and two of the 

scarabs of Mereret include the funerary epithet nbt 
imlh (possessor of reverence),112 suggesting the asso- 
ciation of the scarab with the funerary cult. However, 
'nh-ti (alive) follows the name on another scarab of 
Mereret,113 and (nh-dt (alive forever) is found on one 
of her scarabs that is inscribed with queenly titles,114 
indicating the use of these two examples during Mer- 
eret's lifetime. The identical context of the scarabs 
with names and titles of royal women and those bear- 
ing kings' names signal similar symbolic use, suggest- 
ing that the production of the women's scarabs may 
have been generated by those inscribed with kings' 
names. 

Private-name scarabs bearing names and titles of 
officials or their wives,115 which are not attested in 
archaeological contexts earlier than late Dynasty 
12,116 most likely developed from royal-name scarabs 
and those bearing names and titles of royal women. 
Their initial large-scale production in the late Middle 
Kingdom has been attributed to administrative changes 
attested during the reigns of Senwosret III and Amen- 
emhat III, and they have been viewed primarily as 
official administrative seals.117 However, this period 
also saw significant religious developments, and it has 
been postulated that the primary function of private- 
name scarabs was amuletic.118 Their use as funerary 
amulets is attested by funerary epithets following the 
names on about 22 percent of the known examples, by 
scarabs that depict the owner holding an cnh sign, indi- 
cating his or her representation as deceased, and by 
the large number of excavated examples found in or 
nearby cemeteries. 119 

The widespread use of scarabs as amulets and as seal- 
ing devices for the central administration seems to have 
begun simultaneously in the late Middle Kingdom, and 
the evidence suggests that the separation between reli- 
gious and administrative function was not as distinct for 
the Egyptians as it has been in modern times. Scarabs 
used in the administration during this period, for 
example, are identical to those found in tombs, includ- 
ing private-name scarabs with funerary epithets, and 
scarabs seem to have been randomly selected for seal- 
ing, regardless of their designs and inscriptions.120 The 
evidence implies, as correctly noted by Williams,121 
that scarabs of the late Middle Kingdom, whether ini- 
tially intended for use as seals or amulets, were likely to 
have been reused for a secondary function and that 
these uses became interchangeable.122 

As no archaeological evidence exists for private- 
name scarabs before the late Middle Kingdom,123 their 
production seems to have been inspired by royal-name 
scarabs and by scarabs bearing the names of royal 
women, both representing cults associated with the 
king. The adaptation of cults reflecting royal privileges 
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by the elite during the Middle Kingdom is attested in 
the so-called democratization of royal-associated cults 
and symbols, of which private-name scarabs may consti- 
tute an additional example.124 The funerary epithets 
and formulae attested on private-name scarabs and the 
images of the owners as deceased clearly associate 
these scarabs with the funerary cult.125 Names and 
titles of Egyptian officials and their wives with or with- 

out funerary epithets are repeatedly inscribed on tomb 
walls and on funerary-related objects such as coffins, 
canopic jars, stelae, and statues to ensure the eternal 
survival of their owners. It is primarily the aspiration of 
sharing the eternal sphere of the afterlife with the king 
that generated the adaptation of royal-associated cults 
by Egyptian officials throughout the long history of 
Pharaonic civilization. 
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