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Q. Review of the documentary “Ancient Egyptians: Akhenaten”. 
The documentary series, Ancient Egyptians, and more specifically the Akhenaten episode follows American Egyptologist Bob Brier on his journey to determine who was the ‘heretic’ king Akhenaten and why his religious ‘revolution’ occurred. This documentary, originally aired on the Discovery Channel in 1998, was named The Great Egyptians: Akhenaten, the Rebel Pharaoh. It was then released again by the Discovery Channel as a DVD series named the Ancient Egyptians: Akhenaten in 2005.  The main purpose of this documentary was to argue an alternative narrative to the already widely discussed topic of Akhenaten and the radical change that occurred within his reign. 
The documentary begins by giving the audience, who were likely to be unfamiliar with the subject, a brief description into who Akhenaten was and what was the Amarna Period. Brier then continues by presenting the audience Akhenaten, described as the “misshapen” pharaoh of the 18th Dynasty. He describes Akhenaten with an elongated face, large breasts, wide hips and swollen thighs which shows a complete contrast to the images of the pharaoh previously as a muscular young man with desirable features. Brier describes seeing the characteristics of the Pharaoh as a comparison to creatures from another planet being dropped in the Egyptian Desert.  The documentary then continues by introducing the family of Akhenaten and the city of Thebes, which Brier describes as being the home of his father Amenhotep III and his principle god Amun. 
Furthermore, the next scene shows Brier entering the Cairo Museum and admiring the colossal statue of Amenhotep III, Queen Tiye and one of their daughters. Brier then uses this statue as an argument for Akhenaten to be a “rejected young boy” or an “ugly duckling son”, stating that due to the deformities Akhenaten supposedly suffered from that he was rejected by his father and was never depicted in any scenes with his family. However, this fact is outdated as the Soleb relief found in the Temple of Soleb in Nubia, shows Amenhotep III depicted with this family, his children and possibly grandchildren. One such figure found on the relief has been identified as Akhenaten which makes Brier’s presumptions false.[footnoteRef:1] [1:  A. P. Kozloff, (2012) 186 ] 

Brier then continues to state that if Akhenaten was this misshapen ugly duckling child he suggests he would have been left out of religious festivities. Therefore, he was rejected by the gods and became isolated from the people he would one day rule. However, Brier gives no evidence to back up these claims as it becomes evident later in the documentary that this claim was to provide evidence in light of his own conclusion. 
The documentary then travels to the city of Amarna which was very likely completed in regnal year 8. Brier suggests that Akhenaten left Thebes and moved the capital city to finally be happy: as he escaped his childhood torment and he had married Nefertiti and had 2 daughters, he finally had a family who loved him. Brier extends this by stating that although Akhenaten may have been happy with his new life in Amarna, it was likely the people suffered as a result of it. He talks about the decline of the craftsmanship industry of Egypt, and how positions such as amulet makers and wood carvers would no longer be in business due to the decrease of gods the people could worship. Brier also suggests that Akhenaten made other radical changes to the lives of the people of Egypt, as the concept of afterlife was not present in the Amarna Period. However, there is evidence to suggest elite individuals in Amarna did have failsafe tombs created in Thebes and Memphis[footnoteRef:2] suggesting that although they followed Akhenaten they wanted to ensure their afterlife as thoroughly as possible.   [2:  B. Kemp, (1984) 10] 

The documentary continues to the supposed death of Nefertiti in regnal year 14, possibly along with Akhenaten’s minor wife Kiye and his daughter Meketaten. However, although this information at the time of this documentary was believed correct it is now significantly outdated. In 2012 a hieratic inscription was found at the quarry of Dayr Abu Hinnis which gives the name of Nefertiti in the 16th regnal year[footnoteRef:3] of her husband suggesting Nefertiti was alive around the end of Akhenaten’s reign. It then goes on to discuss the death of Akhenaten in the 17th regnal year, and suggests that the only way to prove the malformations of Akhenaten would be to find his body. Brier then continues that the mummy of Akhenaten was found in 1907 by Theodore David, an American excavator, in the Valley of the Kings (KV55). Although it is possible it is Akhenaten, the burial is still a highly debated topic among Egyptologists who consider this mummy to belong to the successor of Akhenaten, Smenkhare[footnoteRef:4]. A significant number of alternative theories suggest that the mummy in KV55 could be Nefertiti reigning under a pseudonym as Pharaoh.[footnoteRef:5] However due to the body turning to dust upon opening the sarcophagus it is unlikely to discover for certain who this mummy was, as both the face and cartouche of the sarcophagus have been destroyed.  [3:  K. Zinn, (2016) 260]  [4:  B, Kemp. (2012) 15 ]  [5:  B, Kemp. (2012) 15] 

Furthermore, the documentary then continues to the New York Hospital, in search of the possible understanding of why Akhenaten was deformed: did he suffer from Marfans Syndrome? It then shows Brier speaking with Dr. Jessica Davis who is an expert in Marfans syndrome. Brier begins by asking the doctor to look at art work supposedly depicting how Akhenaten really looked and asking whether it could be possible he had this condition. Dr. Davis suggests that if Akhenaten actually displayed these characteristics it was possible he suffered from Marfans syndrome, as he displayed many of the symptoms: an elongated face and long fingers and toes. Brier is then seen talking to a group of individuals suffering from Marfans syndrome, it seemed by the end of the discussion they believed that this condition was a plausible explanation for his radical behaviour: that it was possible he was a shunned child as Brier suggests, who changed the workings of Egypt so he could be accepted by both his family and his people. 
[bookmark: _GoBack] In conclusion, this documentary does have significant downfalls as a lot of the information is either outdated or irrelevant to the discussion of Akhenaten in the modern day. Moreover, throughout the documentary it becomes very clear that Brier is using selective and specific information to back up his own conclusions in order to gain the most traction with the audience. 
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