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Two NOTES ON EGYPTIAN SCRIPT

“We have written this record according to our
knowledge, in the characters which are called
among us the reformed Egyptian.” (Mormon 9:32)

oroni, at the end of his father’s record, states, “we

have written this record according to our knowledge,
in the characters which are called among us the reformed
Egyptian” (Mormon 9:32). Since the publication of this -
statement many suggestions have been made concerning
the identification of the script.] This note is intended to
broaden the base of possibilities thus far considered by
adding two hitherto unconsidered options.

Abnormal Hieratic

Most discussions of reformed Egyptian deal with
demotic. Yet demotic is just one of two writing styles used
in Egypt that developed from hieratic. This other style of
hieratic script, abnormal hieratic, has not received attention
and ought at least to be considered in discussions of
reformed Egyptian. Michel Malinine, who did the most
work toward deciphering and publishing abnormal hieratic
documents, did not like the term himself and preferred to
call it cursive thébaine tardive (late Theban cursive),2 while
Georg Moller preferred the term spithieratische Kursive (late
hieratic cursive), but Griffith’s term, abnormal hieratic, is
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the one that has stuck. “”Abnormal hieratic’ represents the
final stage of the development of cursive writing in the
New Kingdom, which was elaborated and used in the
southern half of Egypt and, in particular, at Thebes, and
whose progressive changes can actually be followed,
almost without interruption, from the end of the
Eighteenth Dynasty until the penultimate reign of the Saite
Dynasty.”4 An adaptation of hieratic characterized by
“wild orthography,” abnormal hieratic in its second phase
was used in Egypt mainly for legal and administrative pur-
poses during the Twenty-fifth and Twenty-sixth Dynasties
(727-548 B.C.), after which time it was replaced by demotic.”
Though abnormal hieratic is usually thought only to have
been used in southern Egypt, it has now been dubiously
argued that it was used in northern Egypt as well.® Be that
as it may, it is yet another modified Egyptian script avail-
able in Egypt in Lehi’s day.

Carved Hieratic

It is important to realize also that demotic, like hieratic
(and abnormal hieratic), was usually written with a brush
on papyrus until Ptolemaic times (third century 8.c.), when
the Greek kalamos, or reed pen, began to be used. Hieratic
from the beginning was a script adapted for brush on
papyrus; for carving, hieroglyphics were used. After the
conquest of Egypt by the Libyans ushered in the Twenty-
first Dynasty,” hieratic began to be used for carving in
stone. During the Twenty-second Dynasty, hieratic stelae
containing official royal decrees became common; but hier-
atic disappeared from official decrees with the archaizing
fashion of the Saite Period (Twenty-sixth Dynasty).® The
ductus of hieratic (and demotic) that has been engraved is
altered from that found on papyrus—carving tends to be
more angular, while the brush adapts itself well to rounded
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forms—which makes it more difficult to read if one is not
used to it. When engraved, hieratic and demotic are nor-
mally engraved in stone, but there are examples of demotic
engraved into metal, including a bronze palette.” Though,
to my knowledge, no one has raised this objection before, it
is worth noting that a tradition of engraving forms of cur-
sive Egyptian is attested by Lehi’s dayl? and that engraved
forms of cursive do not necessarily coincide with those
forms produced by brush and ink.

Research by John Gee, originally publ_is;ed in the?o_urnal of
Book of Mormon Studies 5/1 (1996): 162-76.
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