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water sign), should represent the signs !J and n. He then repositions the circular sign to pennit the
reconstructed name of Khuenre to be inserted82 ). In his original report, however, DARESSy83) records
a circular sun sign (which he queries) in a central position above the sign for water. EOEL assumes ­
probably quite rightly - that these signs represent the name of an official, for they are prefaced by
the fragmentary titles of a fmfw, fmr w'tj njt.f4). Khuenre holds the titles of s1 nHwt n btffmfw fmr
w'tj njt./, which are similar to those in the inscriptions from the Galarza Tomb. EOEL85) also points
out that we have here a similar instance of three generations of a family being represented on the
wall of the tomb of a queen, as is the case in the tomb of Meresankh III, where Hetepheres II, Mer­
esankh III and Prince Nebemakhet are shown86), a fact which could again suggest the close contem­
poraneity of these two tombs and their owners. EOEL further ascribes the fragmentary titles of an
unnamed statue from the serdab of the Galarza Tomb to Khuenre on the basis of his other recon­
struction8?). EOEL's suggestions provide the best solution put forward to date concerning the identity
of this official. The same official is probably the one whose name is missing on a pair statue of Kha­
merernebty seated beside a male figure. As a king's wife, the only possible man with whom Khamer­
ernebty II might have been represented (apart from the king, which is not the case here) is her son.

The identification of this son of Khamerernebty raises its own question88 ). Who is the man who
carries the titles of jrj p't, s1 nHwt fmfw, and, apparently, the name of Sekhemre (S!Jmr'), whose
statue occupies the niche cut into the northern wall of room C? One would assume that his is the
funerary apartment (D) cut into the rock to the west of this statue niche. The position of his monu­
ment clearly indicates a secondary alteration to the Galarza Tomb (see p. 11), and the proximity of
his statue to the gigantic statue of Khamerernebty II begs the question of his relationship to her.
There is no possibility that his name could fit within the remaining hieroglyphs of the statue frag­
ment found in the serdab (and identified by EOEL as Prince Khuenre), however, so Sekhemre is an
additional member of the Galarza Tomb. Was he either a son or grandson of this queen? Or was he
no relation at all, his burial being merely intrusive? From the extant evidence we have no further

h . 89)answers to t ese questiOns .
Thus the Galarza Tomb has a complexity not altogether apparent from the earlier reports. The

identification of the tomb owner, which has been seriously questioned by EOEL, is not entirely free
of doubt. We would suggest that the original owner is more likely to have been Khamerernebty I
than Khamerernebty II, but that the latter enlarged the tomb for her own purposes. We suggest,
therefore, that the original suite of chambers, H, I and Jmay have become hers, but that the reason
for this change of plan remains unknown.

Perhaps the second stage of the building (p. 10), which was placed above the rock-cut base and
involved the erection of a stone superstructure, was added to the tomb when the original chapel (H)
was turned into a burial chamber, and the chambers A, B, C and G were added. All this might have
been done for Khamerernebty II, who paid for work on the tomb to be finished. The later enlarge­
ment of the funerary wing known as D may have been carried out by Sekhemre - possibly because
he was a relation who wished to be buried beside this queen. The position of his statue, outside his

82) E. EOEL, MIa 2, 1954, 185.
83) G. DARESSY, ASAE 10, 1910, 46.
84) EOEL's interpretation is infinitely preferable to the transcription given by DARESSY (mrtiJ on page 46 of his article.
8S) MIa 2, 1954, 184.
86) D. DUNHAM/W. K. SIMPSON, Mersyankh III, fig. 7.

87) E. EOEL, MIa 2, 1954, 185 f.
88) G. DARESSY, ASAE 10, 1910, 44.
89) But see V. G. CALLENDER, A Note on the Statuary a/the Galarza Tomb, forthcoming.
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entrance doorway, facing the later serdab where the family ka statues were kept, and in close proxi­
mity to Khamerernebty II's colossal statue, could suggest such a set of circumstances.

It should be clear from the tentative nature of the conclusions outlined above, and from the re­
marks repeatedly made within the text, that the evidence for the Galarza Tomb is both incomplete
and (with the exception of EDEL'S work on the entrance inscriptions), poorly analysed. There is every
need for a modern excavation and re-examination of the tomb and, more importantly, urgent res­
toration work needs to be done to minimise the ravages of time on this significant monument.

Abstract

A new and closer look at the inscriptions of the so-called Galarza Tomb at Giza and the inves­
tigation of its architecture reveal a more complex history of the tomb and its original occupant. Ini­
tially believed to be the tomb of Queen Khamerernebty I, the attribution was later altered in favour
of her daughter, Queen Khamerernebty II. The present study tries to show that the first queen, to
some extent, could have been responsible for the building of the tomb which was later taken over by
her daughter. Furthermore, it can be shown that the alterations and changes which took place in the
tomb might have had considerable effect regarding the architectural development of rock-cut tombs
of the 4th Dynasty at Giza in general.
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