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Presentatiorof the argument

While the encodingof Egyptianhieroglyphswithin Unicodeis worth looking into in principle, it is

for the following reasonsnot yet ripe for decisionat this pointin time:

1.) All lists of hieroglyphic»characterséatarein usetodayaredirectly or conceptionallyderived
from registersof printing types.Lead typeswere createdto caterfor specific practicalneeds,
often therefore without thorough systematicstock-taking of those charactersoccurring on
Egyptianmonumentqstatues,tombs).

2.) The most thoroughly worked through directory is Gardiner's list of types, on which the
StandardLibrary thatis beingtakeninto consideratiorfor a standardizatioms basedon. In this
list of types,thereis on the onehanda basisof hieroglyphsthatmoreor lesshasto belistedin
any usable register of types, but on the other hand it also contains rare charactersand
palaeographiwariantswhich were selectednoreor lessat random.Any list of charactersthat
aimedto containonly thosecharacterghat belongto the classicalhieroglyphicscriptin the
mostgeneralsensewould haveto include at leasttwice as many hieroglyphsasthe Standard
Library. Sucha list doesnot yet exist, but is beingworkedon. (Seealso5.)

3.) The ExtendedLibrary is a list which is evenlesscompleteand elaboratedhan the Standard
Library. In this list it is evenlessclearthanin StandardLibrary, whethera glyph representsa
charactelin the senseof a unit of informationor a palaeographiwariant— a glyph variantin
UCSterminology.This list especiallytakesinto accountthe immenselyexpandedepertoireof
»characters®f the latest,Ptolemaic-Romaiperiod, without exhaustivelycoveringall of them
andwithout sorting this stockaccordingto systematicahspects.

4.) Aimost noneof the numeroudypesfrom the Early Egyptianperiod,which wereno longerused
afterthat,arelistedin generakegistersThesetypesare cataloguedn JocherKahl, Das System
der agyptischenHieroglyphenschriftin der 0.—3. Dynastie, Wiesbaden1994 (The systemof
Egyptianhieroglyphicscript lettersin the 0-3rd dynasty. This registeris not completeeither,
as new charactersare continually being discoveredand the categorizationof these new
characterss often unstable However,thesespecialdifficulties of earlywritten languagedo not
necessarilyhinder the standardizatiorof letter repertoirefrom later periods. The lettersfrom
early periodsare a more or lessmarginalproblem.

5.) A new extensivebut condensedist of characterg»handlist«)of — in a mostgeneralsense—
classicalhieroglyphicscriptis beingworkedon by Prof. Dr. Erik Hornung,Basel.This list will
be muchbiggerthanthe Gardinerrepertoireof typesor the Standard_ibrary. Judgingfrom the
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parts of this list that have been communicatedto me personally,it would be much more
appropriateas a basisfor a standardizatiorthan those printing type derived lists alreadyin
existenceHereit is at leastbeing attemptedto list the completestock of the — in the most
generakense— classicahieroglyphicscript,andat the sametime to determinehe functionsof
thesecharactersandthusto geta betterhold of the palaeographiwariants.

6.) At the presentstageof researchin Egyptianhieroplyphicscript, one alwayshasto expectnew
charactersaand changesn what we currently perceiveto be an abstractcharacter.This means
thatthe clumsyinstrumentof standardizatiomannotmeetthe demandof the incompletestage
of researchin Egyptology. A far more appropriatemeanswould be fonts registeredby
Egyptologistswhich canbe very quickly expandedandmodified within the scienceitself, asis
the casewith the directoriesof the Standardandthe ExtendedLibrary that Hansvan denBerg,
Utrecht, is running within the framework of the programfor printing hieroglyphs»Glyph«
(pleasenotethe name).Only afterthe repertoireswill havestabilizedwithin Egyptologyitself,
further stepscanbe sensible.

Summary

If, inspite of whatwassaidin 6., a standardizatiorof hieroglyphiccharacterepertoireshouldbe
consideredthenin any casethe publicationof the new list of characterdy Hornung(mentioned
under5.) shouldbe waited for. Whetherthis list of charactersan actually serveas a basisfor a
standardizatiomemainsto be examinedwhenit is published At this pointin time andon the basis
of registers of hieroglyphs currently available a standardizationwithin Unicode cannot be
recommended.



