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Introduction
This dissertation is looking at political exploitation of Egyptian Pharaoh Tutankhamun and how this historical figure’s mummy has been turned into a commodity. This is worth looking at because while Tutankhamun is an Egyptian and represents much of Egypt’s ancient royal past, he is frequently represented in a westernised manner. The discovery of Tutankhamun’s tomb led to political conflict between Egypt and Britain[footnoteRef:1]. The worldwide exhibitions of Tutankhamun and his tomb artefacts are presented in a particular way to attract all members of the public. The research in this dissertation will mainly consist of secondary and primary sources.  [1:  Parkinson, 2008 ;1] 

The type of methodology chosen to achieve the aims stated above is mainly based on secondary sources such as journals, books and websites. Examples to be singled out here are the book by R.H. Fritze ‘Egyptomania: a history of fascination, obsession and fantasy’ and The Saatchi Gallery website ‘Tutankhamun Treasures of the Golden Pharaoh’. This chosen method provides a wide range of ideas, facts and arguments by different scholars, including people who have studied Egypt to classical figures who ventured to Egypt. Having a wide range of sources meant it was easier to find out what information was likely to be correct and to correlate with dates or to fill in any gaps within my search. Howard Carter’s diary entries on the discovery of Tutankhamun were also used as a primary source because only Carter himself can tell about the impressions and experience of the discovery of the tomb. The first-hand experience of the author of this dissertation of attending the Tutankhamun: The Golden Pharaoh exhibition tour in 2019 will be part of the discussion. 
For the purpose of this dissertation, the author focussed on accessible sources in English language.  Fortunately, there has been a wide range of literature on the subject that has been published from the date of the discovery of Tutankhamun in 1922 up to the present day. To help narrow down the search for sources key words and phrases were used such as ‘Egyptomania’ and ‘antiquities’ because they were to be used throughout this dissertation. Once a source was found that fitted the above criteria, the date of publication and the credentials of the author were checked. The contents page, the indices and chapter headings were explored using key words and phrases to decide if this source contained information that would be relevant to the research (see appendix A). This inclusive and exclusive approach produced a large range of sources (approximately 85) which although time consuming to analyse improved accuracy, reliability and objectivity of the information. 
Themes that emerged are the discovery of Tutankhamun’s tomb, political ramifications and global presentation of Tutankhamun were identified and charted in order to cross reference, compare and contrast the material and findings along with pharaonism theory. 	Comment by Melisa Pak (1701689): KZ: ref or explain what this is 	Comment by Melisa Pak (1701689): Cant ref as own words	Comment by Melisa Pak (1701689): Explanation in the pharaonism paragraph? Do I need to do a short sentence of explanation here?






















Chapter 1 – Context
i. Westerners
This chapter considers what Westerners were doing in Egypt, looking at the classical world such as Rome and Greece and modern Europe (France, Britain, Germany and Italy). The word Westerner means ‘a native or inhabitant of the West, especially of Western Europe or North America’[footnoteRef:2]. The classical world and modern Europe are located to the West of Egypt (map 1). This chapter is looking at years before the discovery of Tutankhamun to establish that there has been an obsession with Egypt since at least the fifth century with Herodotus’ first visit to Egypt, and that there has been a conflict of exploiting Egyptian artefacts for political prestige for at least a hundred years from Napoleon’s expedition.  [2:  Lexico, N.D] 
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Map 1. Map of Europe and North Africa, showing selected countries by key[footnoteRef:3].  [3:  Geographic, 2010] 

The notion that Egypt is appealing to visitors and audiences is not a new concept, the fascination and curiosity can be traced back to the fifth century BC when Greek historian[footnoteRef:4], Herodotus first visited Egypt in 450 BC[footnoteRef:5]. Herodotus expressed ambivalence on his experience in Egypt, the place ‘fascinates him and repulses him’, because he was amazed by the manmade monuments but realised these monuments existed because of slave labour[footnoteRef:6]. Herodotus was not the only scholarly Greek to be lured towards Egypt. ‘From the fourth century onwards, Egypt is presented as the place where the most prestigious Greek philosophers acquired at least part of their wisdom and knowledge’[footnoteRef:7]; Greek historian Diodorus Siculus[footnoteRef:8] gave a list of ‘philosophers’ to express that the Greeks gained some of their knowledge from Egypt: 	Comment by Melisa Pak (1701689): Repetition, should I delete? And add it to the previous sentence? [4:  Augustyn, 2019 ]  [5:  Tatomir, 2015; 571]  [6:  Tatomir, 2015; 572]  [7:  Tatomir, 2015; 574]  [8:  Encyclopaedia Britannica, 2018] 

“(…) we must enumerate what Greeks, who have won fame for their wisdom and learning, visited Egypt in ancient times, in order to become acquainted with its customs and learning. For the priests of Egypt recount from the records of their sacred books that they were visited in early times by Orpheus, Musaeus, Melampus, and Daedalus, also by the poet Homer and Lycurgus of Sparta, later by Solon of Athens and the philosopher Plato, and that there also came Pythagoras of Samos and the mathematician Eudoxus, as well as Democritus of Abdera and Oenopides of Chios.’ And the Egyptian priests argue that ‘all the things for which they were admired amongst the Greeks were transferred from Egypt” (1:96,1-3)[footnoteRef:9].  [9:  Tatomir, 2015; 574] 

To the Greeks, Egypt was ‘a land of enormous antiquity’[footnoteRef:10] and ‘a land full of wonders, natural ones such as the Nile river and even more impressive, manmade ones, such as pyramids’[footnoteRef:11]. The Greeks were not the only ones who were inquisitive about Egypt and the Egyptians. Due to ‘archaeological and literary evidence’ it is known that it was not just the Greeks who were captivated by Egypt, but the Romans were too[footnoteRef:12].  The Romans ‘feared not only the irrational elements of foreign cult practices but also the danger of political opposition and subversion being fomented in foreign cult associations’[footnoteRef:13], perhaps the Romans were right to keep their distance from Egypt because during 30BCE to 323BCE[footnoteRef:14], as ‘Rome’s rule in Egypt was one of its most unsuccessful ventures and there was persistent mutual hostility and mistrust between Romans and Egyptians’[footnoteRef:15]. The difference between the Greek and Roman engrossment in Egypt appears to be the Greeks were wanting to better themselves by interacting with another culture whereas the Romans wanted to know the Egyptians so they could be aware of potential opponents. 	Comment by Melisa Pak (1701689): KZ: Does not need to be a direct quote 	Comment by Melisa Pak (1701689): But them words are the exact same from the ref or does it not matter as the whole sentence isn’t direct?
 [10:  Tatomir, 2015; 572]  [11:  Tatomir, 2015; 572]  [12:  Tatomir, 2015; 575]  [13:  Tatomir, 2015; 576]  [14:  Wasson, 2016 ]  [15:  Tatomir, 2015; 576] 

European’s knowledge about ancient Egypt was based on second-hand information such as classical writers and the Bible[footnoteRef:16]. Europeans view on ancient Egyptian artefacts was they had a ‘right to excavate, study and export pharaonic remains however they see fit’[footnoteRef:17], when Tutankhamun’s tomb was discovered, the concept of Europeans keeping artefacts, was no longer accepted by Egyptian government. Resulting in conflict between the British and Egyptians. Even before the discovery of Tutankhamun’s tomb, Europeans were enthusiastic about Egypt[footnoteRef:18]. The Europeans exploited different aspects of Egypt then the physical side of the pharaonic past but also on an ideological level[footnoteRef:19]. This can be seen through Napoleons expedition to Egypt, resulting in further imperialist and nationalist conflict in Egypt.  [16:  Reid, 2015; 20]  [17:  Wood, 1998; 190]  [18:  Janot, 2010; 56]  [19:  Wood, 1998; 190] 

In 1798, Napoleon Bonaparte[footnoteRef:20], led an expedition to Egypt[footnoteRef:21]. His army also comprised scientific experts and scholars which included ‘students of ancient history and of Eastern languages and cultures’ [footnoteRef:22]. Napoleon aimed to ‘record pharaonic monuments’[footnoteRef:23]. Napoleon’s expedition began the ‘European rival of pharaonic art and architecture’[footnoteRef:24]. The discovery of Tutankhamun was not the only exploitation of Egyptian artefacts; in 1799, Napoleon’s expedition members accidentally discovered the Rosetta Stone[footnoteRef:25], which led to the book Description de l’Égypt[footnoteRef:26] written by Napoleon himself[footnoteRef:27], and rivalry between the Europeans continued. The political conflict between European countries was enhanced by the exploitation of Egyptian artefacts to represent who was the most prestige. John Marlowe (pseudonym) was a member of the army who spent much time in the Middle East[footnoteRef:28], he said that Napoleon’s expedition or invasion in 1798 was the start of Western interest in Egypt[footnoteRef:29]. Not long after the discovery, the British general Hutchinson took the Rosetta Stone from the French general Menon[footnoteRef:30]. Due to this, the Rosetta Stone was exhibited in the British Museum, London and was given on loan to the Louvre, Paris for an exhibition in 1973[footnoteRef:31]. This was not the only rivalry surrounding the Rosetta Stone; the Europeans were competing to see who could decipher the inscription first[footnoteRef:32]. The decree on the Rosetta Stone was written in hieroglyphs, demotic and ancient Greek; scholars could read the Greek inscriptions[footnoteRef:33].  An English physicist, Thomas Young, discovered at first that the hieroglyphs incorporated royal names[footnoteRef:34].  French scholar, Jean-Francois Champollion, then ‘realised that hieroglyphs recorded the sound of the Egyptian language’ which led him to decipher the Rosetta Stone. He published his findings in 1822[footnoteRef:35].  The Rosetta Stone clearly caused further disagreements between the French and British regarding ownership, decipherment of the decree and again who was prestige.  	Comment by Melisa Pak (1701689): KZ: A short sentence why	Comment by Melisa Pak (1701689): Is it a short sentence? [20:  Godechot, 2019]  [21:  Bell, 2010; 7. Wood, 1998; 189]  [22:  Wood, 1998; 189]  [23:  Wood, 1998; 189]  [24:  Wood, 1998; 189]  [25:  Reid, 2003; 234. Wood, 1998; 189]  [26:  Reid, 2003; 234]  [27:  Napoleon.org, 2019 ]  [28:  Marlowe, 1974]  [29:  Marlowe, 1974; 9 ]  [30:  Wood, 1998; 190]  [31:  Wood, 1998; 190]  [32:  Bell, 2010; 10]  [33:  British Museum, 2017 	]  [34:  British Museum, 2017 ]  [35:  British Museum, 2017] 

There was European competition to see who had the largest possession of Egyptian antiquities[footnoteRef:36]. In 1812 the amateur Italian Egyptologist, Giovanni Belzoni gained permission from British Consul general Henry Salt[footnoteRef:37] to move the colossal head named ‘Young Memnon’ in 1819. This permission and success resulted in further excavation work for Belzoni[footnoteRef:38]. Even though Belzoni was Italian, he worked under the British excavating team in Egypt. It appears that the British were imperialists[footnoteRef:39] by using their military force to ensure that they had control over many aspects of Egypt. The German archaeologist Ludwig Borchardt discovered Nefertiti’s bust in 1912[footnoteRef:40]. The French and the British were in the lead of this rivalry[footnoteRef:41], such as the West bank of the Nile controlled by Salt and on the East bank of the Nile the French Consul general Bernardino Drovetti[footnoteRef:42]. Salt and Drovetti both were digging in different locations of Egypt to see who could discover the most Egyptian artefacts. Britain was behind the French in designing an Egyptology programme as a university specialty and profession[footnoteRef:43]. The Egyptian government was allowing foreigners to take their heritage because they did not see the antiquities as being valuable at this time[footnoteRef:44]. [36:  Ikram, 2010; 45]  [37:  Brewer and Teeter, 2007; 8]  [38:  Brewer and Teeter, 2007; 8]  [39:  Richmond, 1977; 181]  [40:  Connolly, 2009]  [41:  Ikram, 2010; 45]  [42:  Brewer and Teeter, 2007; 8-9]  [43:  Reid, 2015; 22]  [44:  Marlowe, 1974; 12] 

The French played a large role in Egyptian antiquities, in 1835 Champollion suggested to Egyptian leader Mohamed Ali to stop artefacts leaving Egypt[footnoteRef:45]. This was not enforced until 22 years later in 1857, when new leader Sa’id Pasha appointed Auguste Mariette the director of the Egyptian Antiquity Service[footnoteRef:46] (EAS). Mariette visited Egypt in 1850, sent to Cairo by the Louvre to purchase Coptic manuscripts, however, he spent the money on excavation work at Sakkara[footnoteRef:47]. Mariette passed away in 1881[footnoteRef:48]. The EAS however continued to stay under French control, with new director Gaston Maspero who was also the founder of Francais D’archaeologie Oriental du Caire (IFAO) and an Egyptologist[footnoteRef:49]. Maspero’s work consisted of keeping the EAS under French control over the British, and he welcomed foreign excavators and typically allowed the excavators to keep up to half of their findings[footnoteRef:50]. After Maspero, the director of the EAS was another French man called Pierre Lacau[footnoteRef:51]. Lacau did a variety of work regarding the possessions of discoveries in Egypt on behalf of the Egyptian government[footnoteRef:52]; essential restoration and consolidation work at Karnak, partial uncovering of funerary temples and dependant buildings at Saqqara and insisted that all the findings from Tutankhamun’s tomb stayed in Egypt at the Cairo Museum[footnoteRef:53].  	Comment by Melisa Pak: KZ: You repeat this from above and also jump back in time. I therefore would cut this here out. It is quite descriptive and does not contribute to your argument. You can bring some of the facts in context or connect it further up when you talk about Bezoni, Salt etc.
	Comment by Melisa: If I make these adjustments is it ok?	Comment by Melisa: Shorten? [45:  Marlowe, 1974; 12]  [46:  Reid, 2015; 20]  [47:  Reid, 1985; 235]  [48:  Reid, 1985; 235]  [49:  Reid, 2015; 21]  [50:  Reid, 2015; 65]  [51:  Reid, 2015; 77 ]  [52:  Reid, 2015; 238 ]  [53:  Giza Project at Harvard University, 2017 ] 

In 1915 George Daressy, a French Egyptologist and secretary of Lacau, was standing in for Pierre Lacau, and signed a concession that said ‘mummies, coffins, sarcophagi from intact tombs were to stay in Egypt’[footnoteRef:54]. Months before the discovery of Tutankhamun, Lacau announced intentions to change this concession signed by Daressy to the ‘antiquity service would claim everything found and gifts would be given to foreigners’[footnoteRef:55], and at a later date Lacau altered to say that the gifts would be to institutions and not individuals [footnoteRef:56]. Lacau retired in 1936[footnoteRef:57].  [54:  Reid, 2015; 65]  [55:  Reid, 2015; 65]  [56:  Reid, 2015; 65]  [57:  Reid 1985, 243] 

The Europeans fought over political prestige by having the most possession of Egyptian antiquities. This has resulted many countries other than Egypt, having many of the first discovered artefacts from Egypt. Due to the rivalry between the European countries this has meant that most of our views of ancient Egypt belong to outsiders rather than the Egyptians[footnoteRef:58]. When looking at Egyptian artefacts it is important to remember the colonial bias and the attempt of treasure hunting, potentially resulting in bias historical information regarding the artefact. [58:  Tatomir, 2015; 568] 

Before 1922, it was ‘normal for excavators in Egypt to demand and usually receive up to one half of the tomb’s precious contents’[footnoteRef:59]. This is one reason why many Egyptian artefacts can be found in museums outside of Egypt. For countries that showed off Egyptian artefacts also showed that they had political power and flexed political muscle. ‘It was Europeans who pressed the Egyptians into founding an antiquities service in 1858’[footnoteRef:60], the directors of this new Egyptian service were under French control, this may be surprising considering the Europeans wanted the artefacts themselves. Perhaps the conflict over antiquities was awful that even the Europeans wanted some sort of regulations in place, but the new legislation the Egyptians designed may have undermined European ownership of antiquities in 1858[footnoteRef:61]. Viceroy of Egypt in 1854 to 1863[footnoteRef:62], Sa’id Pasha, introduced a system to control excavation work and to regularise the removal of artefacts in Egypt, known as The Egyptian Antiquity Services, which was placed, ironically, under control of a Frenchman called Auguste Mariette[footnoteRef:63]. This new system along with the opening of a museum in 1863[footnoteRef:64] meant that artefacts no longer left Egypt without the Egyptian government’s agreement[footnoteRef:65] and it showed Egypt was beginning to take control of their own heritage. The beginning of Egypt gaining their nationalism, this is discussed further in chapter 2. Despite this rivalry, the Europeans incidentally helped the Egyptian government gain control over their antiquities. 	Comment by Melisa Pak (1701689): KZ: Own words – this is correct but only one side of the medal. This practice was already an achievement compared with the practice by Belzoni, Drovettie and Salt. You need to argue more differentiated and in steps 
	Comment by Melisa Pak (1701689): No idea what she is on about 	Comment by Melisa Pak (1701689): Made the changes suggested but now im not sure if I have confused the sentence 
	Comment by Melisa: Delete? Could add to the previous page where I mention marriette? [59:  Wood, 1998; 190]  [60:  Reid, 2003; 234]  [61:  Reid, 2003; 234]  [62:  Encyclopaedia Britannica, 2020]  [63:  Brewer and Teeter, 2007; 9. Janot, 2010; 63. ]  [64:  Ikram, 2010; 45. Reid, 2003; 234]  [65:  Janot, 2010; 63. Wood, 1998; 182] 


ii. Tutankhamun
By the New Kingdom (1550 to 1070 BC), ancient Egypt had approximately three million occupants[footnoteRef:66]. The 18th dynasty (1550 to 1295 BC)[footnoteRef:67] has been described as the ‘golden age’ of Egypt because of its ‘political stability, great prosperity and achievements in architecture, the arts and literature’[footnoteRef:68]. There has been much debate about Tutankhamun’s ancestry and DNA (deoxyribonucleic acid) analysis has not always been reliable for mummies of this period of time because of incestuous relationships[footnoteRef:69]. It is widely believed that pharaoh Akhenaten was the father of Tutankhamun, however the identity of his mother is unclear[footnoteRef:70]. Some scholars such as British Egyptologist T. G. H. James[footnoteRef:71], have believed that Kiya, Akhenaten’s second wife was the mother of Tutankhamun[footnoteRef:72] perhaps supported by the fact that Kiya seems to disappear from history at the same time of Tutankhamun’s birth suggesting death in childbirth[footnoteRef:73]. In 2007 to 2009, DNA testing on royal mummies (including Tutankhamun) of this period shows that Akhenaten married one of his full sisters (daughter of Amenhotep III and Tiye). Her name is not known, but she is often referred to as the ‘younger lady’[footnoteRef:74] and tomb number KV35YL[footnoteRef:75], and Tutankhamun could be the baby of this marriage[footnoteRef:76]. The results on the DNA analysis lead to the most plausible explanation of five generations of Tutankhamun’s ancestry (Diagram 1). In Ancestry and Pathology in King Tutankhamun’s Family, Egyptian archaeologist, Zahi Hawass, argued that KV35YL is likely to be Nefertiti[footnoteRef:77]. Tutankhamun is most plausibly the son of either Nefertiti or Kiya; difficult to identify who due to conflicting information such as neither Nefertiti or Kiya appear to be Akhenaten’s sisters, art depictions and DNA analysis.	Comment by Melisa Pak (1701689): KZ: Why do you need this info? 	Comment by Melisa Pak (1701689): Background info?	Comment by Melisa Pak (1701689): Best to go back to the original article in JAMA 2010 in order to untangle this. We know that he was married to Nefertiti and Kiya. The motherhood between them is usually given to one of them (and not one of the manifold women in his harim). Hawass’ theory that it is the younger lady is only one of theories. What is also interesting is that the original JAMA article actually equates KV35YL with Nefertiti (also possible Tiye), different to here. This is also followed by Habicht (M. E. Habicht, Nofretete und
Echnaton: Das Geheimnis der Amarna-Mumien, Leipzig 2011). Furthermore, it is not necessarily clear if Nefertiti or Kiya were daughters of AIII and T. I dispute that, none of them is marked as s3.t nswt (daughter of the king) as it would be expected. At least Nefertiti seems to have belonged to the family of Tiye (sister of her, niece, … – enough to mess up the DNA see my 2015 article. Also it is quite unlikely that Kiya was a daughter of Aiii / T. Habicht also discusses if N. could have been one of the lesser known daughters of AIII with a name change when she married AIII  (Henuttaunebu or Nebetach). Again I think this to be more unlikely due to the missing title which was important in the 18th dyn.
 the problem with the JAMA article is that we do not know who KV55 is whom Hawass marks as Akhenaten.
	Comment by Melisa: Better? [66:  Brewer and Teeter, 2007; 47]  [67:  Brewer and Teeter, 2007; XIV]  [68:  Brewer and Teeter, 2007; 47]  [69:  Hawass, 2018; 15]  [70:  Hawass, 2018; 14 ]  [71:  The Telegraph, 2010 ]  [72:  Hawass, 2018; 13]  [73:  Hawass, 2018; 13 ]  [74:  Hawass, 2018; 15]  [75:  Hawass et al, 2010; 640]  [76:  Hawass, 2018; 15 ]  [77:  Hawass et al, 2010; 640] 

However, Hawass, discusses this problem further in his book[footnoteRef:78]. He suggests that Akhenaten married one of his sisters and this marriage was the parenthood of Tutankhamun, whereas later in the book he suggests that the mother of Tutankhamun is not clear and remains a mystery. The highly conflicting information regarding the mother of Tutankhamun, causes the mystery to become an even larger ambiguity.  Below is a family tree that was adapted from the family tree diagram that was on display at the recent Tutankhamun exhibition in London. The diagram provides an easier way to understand the possible ancestry of Tutankhamun (Diagram 1). It is important to note that on this diagram Kiya nor Nefertiti is nowhere to be seen even though they both seem to be plausible to be the mother of Tutankhamun. 	Comment by Melisa: Delete? [78:  Hawass, 2018] 
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Diagram 1: Ancestry diagram of Tutankhamun, Adapted from Tutankhamun: Treasures of the golden pharaoh 2019 and Hawass et al, 2010; 641[footnoteRef:79] 	Comment by Melisa: Is this ref ok? [79:  Pak, 2019] 


When Akhenaten died, Semenkhkare was the successor, who Semenkhkare was raises a lot of questions, was it Akhenaten’s brother? Could it be Nefertiti with a changed name?[footnoteRef:80]. This is a large debt, but for this dissertation it does not affect understanding Tutankhamun; tells us Tutankhamun was the second successor of Akhenaten[footnoteRef:81]. The role of a pharaoh was usually filled by a male. Carter suggests that perhaps because Tutankhamun was not of full royal descent his marriage to his half-sister Ankhesenpaaten meant he could then be a potential heir[footnoteRef:82]. 	Comment by Melisa Pak (1701689): This matriarchal line is in and out of discussion and was the main explanation until the 1980s.
	Comment by Melisa Pak (1701689): So should I remove this? As no idea on a ref to say that it is no longer a considered theory  [80:  Dodson, 2009; 30-32]  [81:  Brewer and Teeter, 2007; 54]  [82:  Carter and Mace, 1923; 41] 

Tutankhamun married his half-sister Ankhesenpaaten, one of the six daughters of Akhenaten and Nefertiti[footnoteRef:83]. Tutankhamun’s birth name was Tutankhaten and his throne name was Nebkheperure[footnoteRef:84]. During a couple of years into his reign he moved the administrative centre from Amarna back to Thebes and restored traditional cults and religion[footnoteRef:85] (map 2); the main god Aten of Amarna was abandoned, and the god Amun in Thebes restored[footnoteRef:86]. This meant that Tutankhaten and his wife Ankhesenpaaten changed their names to Tutankhamun and Ankhesenamun[footnoteRef:87] in order to reflect this.  [83:  Hawass, 2018; 15 ]  [84:  Hawass, 2018; 17 ]  [85:  Brewer and Teeter, 2007; 14]  [86:  Hawass, 2018; 14]  [87:  Brewer and Teeter, 2007; 54. Hawass, 2018; 14] 

[image: Map of Ancient Egypt]
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Map 2: Map of Ancient Egypt[footnoteRef:88] [88:  Ancient Egypt, N.D] 

Due to Tutankhamun’s young age at the time of accession to the throne, it is believed that he would have been under the influence of officials from his father’s reign; one influencer could have been Ay, Tutankhamun’s vizier[footnoteRef:89]. The second influencer could have been Maya, his overseer of treasury, or finally Horemheb, his crowned prince[footnoteRef:90]. Tutankhamun was approximately eight or nine when he became ruler; it was a rather short reign of about ten years due to his early death[footnoteRef:91]. The reason for his death is unclear and is highly speculated. In his book, The Royal Mummies Immortality in ancient Egypt, Egyptologist Franics Janot who specialises in embalming in ancient Egypt, said that the conclusion from Hawass’s team’s analysis of Tutankhamun stated that he died of blood poisoning from a broken leg[footnoteRef:92], but also that  Tutankhamun was in good general health and there were no signs of malnutrition or infectious disease[footnoteRef:93]. These findings contradict Egyptologist Marianne Eaton-Krauss’[footnoteRef:94] interpretation. She suggests Hawass’ team concludes that Tutankhamun died from ‘avascular bone necrosis in conjunction with malarial infection’[footnoteRef:95]. Paul Collins and Liam McNamara also discussed the analysis of Tutankhamun’s DNA in 2010 and conclude that the results showed malaria in his system[footnoteRef:96]. Tutankhamun did not have any surviving children to reign after him, and the throne was passed onto his vizier, Ay,[footnoteRef:97]. Tutankhamun would not be disturbed for the next 3,000 years[footnoteRef:98]. 	Comment by Melisa Pak (1701689): KZ: I have real problems with this. The prince idea becomes important in the 19th dynasty. Horemhab is was an army officer from Amarna, later head of army under Tuti, successor to Ay.	Comment by Melisa Pak (1701689): But this info I got from a book, so should I try to find info that supports what she says and then ref that?  [89:  Hawass, 2018; 15]  [90:  Hawass, 2018; 15 ]  [91:  Hawass, 2018; 13 ]  [92:  Janot, 2010; 113]  [93:  Janot, 2010; 29]  [94:  Eaton-Krauss, 2016]  [95:  Eaton-Krauss, 2016; 105]  [96:  Collins and McNamara, 2014; 87]  [97:  Hawass, 2018; 15 ]  [98:  Hawass, 2018; 17 ] 

























Chapter 2 – Theory, Discovery and Politics
i. Pharaonism	Comment by Melisa Pak: KZ: It is not fully clear why you offer this explanation here. Maybe add 1-2 sentences to ease in – where is the connection of Tutankhamun and pharaonism for your diss.
Pharaonism is the theory used explore the concept of the pharaonic past by putting Egyptian nationalism first. The Egyptian battle for their nationalism was known as pharaonism, which was at its peak during the 1920’s[footnoteRef:99]. Nationalism can either be described as ‘the attitude that the members of a nation have when they care about their national identity’ or ‘the actions that the members of a nation take when seeking to achieve self-determination’[footnoteRef:100].	Comment by Melisa: No idea if this makes sense but my attempt to answer Katharina’s previous statement	Comment by Melisa Pak: KZ: Again, why this – far too abrupt – what is connection of pharaonism and nationalism, why is it called pharaonism
 [99:  Wood, 1998; 181]  [100:  Miscevic, 2014] 

‘In brief pharaonism identified Egypt as a distinctive territorial entity with its own history and character separate from that of the rest of the Arab and Islamic world. This separate identity drew on Egyptian symbols derived from the pharaonic and Hellenistic pre-Islamic past; an Islamic and Arab identity was in contrast downplayed or even rejected.’[footnoteRef:101]  [101: Wood, 1998; 181] 

It is important to note that this nationalism in Egypt was not only seen in art, literature and education but also in politics[footnoteRef:102] as represented by the Wafd Party. The Wafd Party was officially formed in 1918, however the political party did not really become established until 1919 with the arrest of the party leader, Sa’d Zaghlῡl, and some colleagues to Malta; the result was political protests and violence[footnoteRef:103] ending in the 1919 revolution in Egypt[footnoteRef:104]. British historian, Michael Wood[footnoteRef:105], suggests that the idea of nationalism could be argued back to the rule of Muhammed Ali in 1805 to 1848[footnoteRef:106] , and his ideas of an Egyptian identity through his modernising and Ottoman empire influences[footnoteRef:107]. Ali was not the only one who had pharaonism ideas; political leaders Mustafa Kamal and Ahmad Lutfi al-Sayyid both included pharaonism into their political parties; The Watani Party and Umma Party respectively[footnoteRef:108]. The Watani Party has been present since 1907 and has been well known for their radical behaviour of nationalism and typically appealed to the youths[footnoteRef:109]. Abd al-Rahman al-Rafi’I, the leader of the Watani Party negatively criticised, Zaghlῡl’s ideologies[footnoteRef:110], either because Zaghlῡl was approaching Egyptian nationalism in a peaceful manner, or that the Wafd Party became the dominant nationalist party in Egypt after WW1[footnoteRef:111]. The Umma Party also began in 1907[footnoteRef:112] but is considered a more moderate political party[footnoteRef:113]. Many members of the Umma Party became members of the Wafd during Muṣṭafā al‐Naḥḥsā Pasha’s leadership of the Wafd party, in 1929[footnoteRef:114]. 	Comment by Melisa Pak: KZ: What is their relationship to the Wafd	Comment by Melisa: Bold is the new section   [102:  Wood, 1998; 182]  [103:  Jankowski, 2000; 122]  [104:  Reid, 2015; 43]  [105:  The University of Manchester, 2013]  [106:  Rivlin, 2020]  [107:  Wood, 1998; 180]  [108:  Reid, 2015; 34]  [109:  Gorman, 2005; 117]  [110:  Gorman, 2005; 84]  [111:  Gorman, 2005; 118]  [112:  Wendell, 2012]  [113:  Gorman, 2005; 117]  [114:  Encyclopaedia Britannica, 2019] 

Kamal often spoke of Egypt as the first civilised state, while Lutfi showed an interest in a pharaonic core of the Egyptian society which had and still was surviving the modern times[footnoteRef:115].  	Comment by Melisa: Not sure if this fits now? [115:  Wood, 1998; 181] 

It might be assumed that modern Egyptians would have been fascinated by their ancient and pharaonic heritage, however it was not until the 19th and early 20th century AD that Egyptians actually began to express interest in their heritage[footnoteRef:116]. Pharaonism was an attempt to counterbalance the western imperialism. ‘Egyptology and modern western imperialism grew up together’[footnoteRef:117]. This imperialism, extending dominion over other territories, was in no doubt reduced in Egypt by partial independence from the British and the discovery of Tutankhamun’s tomb[footnoteRef:118]. 	Comment by Melisa Pak: KZ: But this is not a conclusion the late discovery of heritage. What was Egyptology in the early time (since Napoleaon)? Connected with imperialistic expansion. Pharaonism was the Egyptian attempt to counterbalance this. This actually does not say anything about appreciation of pharaonic heritage. Be careful not to mix that
	Comment by Melisa Pak: Changed slightly do I need to change more? [116:  Wood, 1998; 181]  [117:  Reid, 1985; 234]  [118:  Wood, 1998; 182] 

The discovery of Tutankhamun’s tomb showed the political conflict of Howard Carter’s British imperialism and the Egyptian Government and their pharaonic nationalism[footnoteRef:119]. Carter believed that the discovery belonged to the British whereas the Egyptians argued that Tutankhamun was a part of their heritage, so the discovery of Tutankhamun belonged to them.  [119:  Parkinson, 2008 ;1] 


ii. Discovery
The tomb of Tutankhamun was discovered by Howard Carter in 1922[footnoteRef:120]. Being an artist, Carter first visited Egypt in 1890, when he was 17 to be an excavator artist during a time before photography became easy to use.  From his first journey to Egypt, he knew he wanted to excavate the Valley of the Kings (the royal burial location in ancient Egypt)[footnoteRef:121], represented in the map below.  [image: ]Map 3: Map of The Valley of the Kings in Egypt and location of discovered tombs. The yellow dot showing where Tutankhamun’s tomb is located[footnoteRef:122].	Comment by Melisa Pak: KZ: He is an archaeologist which started as an artist
What you could say is – Being an artist, HC first visited (however, he worked as the excavation artist in times before easy photography, and he was only 17 when came to Egypt)
	Comment by Melisa Pak: Can I ref her for this? [120:  Hawass, 2018; 21]  [121:  Carter and Mace, 1923; 75]  [122:  Reeves, 1996; 12] 


In 1891, Carter was hired to be an artist of the excavations at the Middle Kingdom Beni Hassan tombs. Working nearby was Egyptologist, Sir William Flinders Petrie, who gave guidance to Carter leading to his excavation career[footnoteRef:123]. Gaston Maspero, the head of the Egyptian Antiquity Service (EAS), hired Carter in 1899 to be the chief inspector of Upper Egypt[footnoteRef:124] (map 4). This was a time when Egypt allowed foreign excavators to take a portion of their discoveries home with them[footnoteRef:125]. Whilst Carter was in Egypt, he met an American businessman called Theodore Davis[footnoteRef:126]; Carter convinced Davis to get a permit for excavating the Valley of the Kings[footnoteRef:127]. The work of these two led to discoveries such as the tomb of Thutmose IV (KV43) and work on rediscovering KV20[footnoteRef:128]. In 1904, shortly after these discoveries, Carter was pulled from working in Upper Egypt and was assigned to be the chief inspector of Lower Egypt[footnoteRef:129] (map 4).   [123:  Hawass, 2018; 17 ]  [124:  Hawass, 2018; 17]  [125:  Hawass, 2018; 17 ]  [126:  Hawass, 2018; 17 ]  [127:  Hawass, 2018; 17]  [128:  Hawass, 2018; 17 ]  [129:  Hawass, 2018; 17] 
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Map 4: Map of Ancient Egypt, showing Upper and Lower Egypt[footnoteRef:130].  [130:  Brewer and Teeter, 2007; 19 ] 


Davis continued excavating in the Valley with a different Egyptologist, James Quibell; together they discovered tomb KV46. However, due to disputes their joint work ended and Davis hired a new Egyptologist named Edward Ayrton[footnoteRef:131]. Together they found tombs such as KV57, KV47 which consisted of inscribed objects with the name of Tutankhaten and Nebkheperure (Tutankhamun’s throne name) and KV54 which had linen with Tutankhamun’s throne name on[footnoteRef:132]. Davis then worked with a different Egyptologist called Ernest Harold Jones, they found KV58, also known as the Chariot tomb[footnoteRef:133]. Some of the walls inside this tomb had Tutankhamun’s name inscribed, leading both Egyptologists to believe that they had found Tutankhamun’s tomb[footnoteRef:134]. In 1912 Davis had that the site was now exhausted that after sixty-one tombs being discovered in the Valley of the Kings[footnoteRef:135] and he gave his excavation permit up[footnoteRef:136] (appendix B). 	Comment by Melisa: Change to  say something like Davis worked in the valley of the kings with many different Egyptologist seen in appendix b. Davis and Jones thought they had found tuts tomb because tuts name inscribed in the tomb.  [131:  Hawass, 2018; 17 ]  [132:  Hawass, 2018; 17 ]  [133:  Hawass, 2018; 17 ]  [134:  Hawass, 2018; 17 ]  [135:  Carter and Mace, 1923; 75]  [136:  Hawass, 2018; 17] 

During Davis’ time at the Valley of the Kings, Carter was experiencing his own problems, he was involved in an incident with French tourists, resulting in his resignation at the EAS[footnoteRef:137]. Despite this, Maspero, the head of EAS[footnoteRef:138], wanted Carter to come back to work for the EAS however Carter refused the job offer[footnoteRef:139].  Maspero recommended Carter to ‘hobbyist’ George Herbert, the 5th Earl of Carnarvon, as a field archaeologist[footnoteRef:140]. Carnarvon first visited Egypt in 1903 after a motor accident for recovery because of Egypt’s ‘dry therapeutic weather’[footnoteRef:141]. Carnarvon began his first excavation work in Thebes in 1906[footnoteRef:142], on his return to Egypt in 1909, Carter joined Carnarvon on project work throughout Egypt, finds consisting of the discovery of Amenhotep I and Mother Ahmose Nefertari’s tombs in 1914[footnoteRef:143]. In 1914 Carnarvon was given concession for excavation work in the Valley of the Kings[footnoteRef:144]; their work began by re-excavating some work that was done by Davis and his Egyptologists[footnoteRef:145]. With World War I (WWI) starting in 1914 it meant that minimal work was conducted at the Valley of the Kings which did not fully resume until 1919[footnoteRef:146]. 	Comment by Melisa: Just say they did excavation work together and found stuff see the pic  [137:  Hawass, 2018; 17 ]  [138:  Reid, 2015; 21]  [139:  Hawass, 2018; 19 ]  [140:  Reid, 2015; 56]  [141:  Hawass, 2018; 19]  [142:  Reid, 2015; 56]  [143:  Hawass, 2018; 19]  [144:  Carter and Mace, 1923; 76]  [145:  Hawass, 2018; 19]  [146:  Carter and Mace, 1923; 76] 

By 1922 and only a few discoveries from eighteen sites (figure 1), 	Comment by Melisa: Put with section above?
[image: ]
Figure 1: List of Carnarvon’s excavations in Egypt from 1915 – 1922[footnoteRef:147].  [147:  James, 2001; 80] 


Carnarvon was ready to stop further excavation work, however Carter persuaded him to fund one more season[footnoteRef:148]. On the 4th November 1922, water boy Hussein Adbel Rassoul walked his donkey to the excavation site, on delivering the jars of water he began to dig small holes in the sand for the jars to stand in[footnoteRef:149]. On digging one hole he discovered a stone surface that was leading to a stairway[footnoteRef:150]. As Carter informed Carnarvon of this discovery and by the 24th November Carnarvon was back in Egypt[footnoteRef:151]. On the 13th November 1922, Carnarvon invited Arthur Merton, from the London Times, to the opening of the tomb. The London Times article surprised the world with the news of this new discovery[footnoteRef:152], however Carnarvon died in 1923 from an infected mosquito bite and never got to see the full rewards of his money and endeavours[footnoteRef:153].  [148:  Hawass, 2018; 19]  [149:  Hawass, 2018; 21]  [150:  Hawass, 2018; 21 ]  [151:  Hawass, 2018; 21]  [152:  Reid, 2015; 63]  [153:  Hawass, 2018; 24] 

Months before the discovery of Tutankhamun’s tomb, the British had given partial independence to the Egyptians[footnoteRef:154], meaning that no discoveries from intact tombs were to leave Egypt legally, the conflict this caused is discussed further on in this chapter. All excavation work that was done on the site was strictly watched by members of the EAS to ensure nothing was removed[footnoteRef:155] and that regulations were followed[footnoteRef:156]; this annoyed Carter because he believed the tomb had been looted at least twice which meant that the tomb was not intact[footnoteRef:157]. Carter argued that the tomb belonged to him and that the government was interrupting his work[footnoteRef:158]. The EAS disagreed with Carter because they argued that the tomb was only broken into close to the death of Tutankhamun and nothing was taken[footnoteRef:159]. In the end, it resulted in him and his team abandoning the tomb[footnoteRef:160].  They sealed the tomb and stopped any work to protest against the government’s interference; the head of the EAS, Pierre Lacau, had the tomb seized and said that all contents belonged to Egypt[footnoteRef:161]. The Prime Minister justified Lacau’s actions because ‘it is the duty of the government to defend the rights and dignity of the nation’[footnoteRef:162]. All of the artefacts from the tomb belonged to the Museum of Cairo at el-tahrir Square[footnoteRef:163]. The struggle between Carter and the EAS resulted in Egypt winning and being able to keep all Tutankhamun’s tomb’s contents[footnoteRef:164]. The conflict between Carter and the Egyptian government regarding Tutankhamun’s tomb illustrated the ‘competing ideologies of imperialism and pharaonic nationalism’[footnoteRef:165]. However, due to the assassination of Governor general and Sirdar of the Egyptian army, Sir Lee Stack[footnoteRef:166], and the change of government, this meant that Carter managed to be back working at Tutankhamun’s tomb in 1924[footnoteRef:167]. Ahmad Ziwar, the new Prime Minister had minimal interest in Egypt’s nationalism and allowed Carter to continue his work[footnoteRef:168]. By December 1927 all 5,366 items from Tutankhamun’s tomb were removed to Cairo Museum and catalogued[footnoteRef:169].  [154:  Stevenson, 2019; 145]  [155:  Hawass, 2018; 22]  [156:  Reid, 2015; 238]  [157:  Reid, 2015; 65]  [158:  Wood, 1998; 182]  [159:  Wood, 1998; 183]  [160:  Hawass, 2018; 23]  [161:  Wood, 1998; 183]  [162:  Wood, 1998; 183]  [163:  Wilkinson, 2008; 146]  [164:  Stevenson, 2019; 146 ]  [165:  Parkinson, 2008 ;1]  [166:  National Library of Australia, N.D]  [167:  Wood, 1998; 183]  [168:  Wood, 1998; 183]  [169:  Hawass, 2018; 23] 

After WW1, Britain was a different country; the war brought in some revenue, women were employed, and they gained their right to vote[footnoteRef:170]. The life of the aristocracy and wealthier classes had never been better, however costly the British exports and lack of investment led to depression, deflation and a decline in the economy resulting in two million people being unemployed in Britain by the mid 1920’s[footnoteRef:171]. The discovery of Tutankhamun’s tomb by a British archaeologist caused a mania in the west[footnoteRef:172] as well as a much-needed boost to British morale. [170:  Johnson, N.D]  [171:  Johnson, N.D]  [172:  Fritze, 2016; 224] 

‘[P]art of Tutankhamun’s fame is related to the fact that, in archaeological terms, the tomb presented an almost complete collection of mortuary goods, whereas most middle kingdom tombs had been rifled before the advent of Victorian archaeology’[footnoteRef:173]  [173:  Fryxell, 2017; 523] 

Allegra Fryxell, a cultural historian of modern Europe[footnoteRef:174], said that the tomb of Tutankhamun was so famous because it was almost intact. Although Egyptology was not Fryxell‘s area of expertise her reasoning of Tutankhamun becoming famous is supported by Professor of Egyptology Salima Ikram[footnoteRef:175] who also said that the tomb was the ‘only New Kingdom royal burial to have been found virtually intact’[footnoteRef:176]. However, Egyptologist Sir Grafton Elliot Smith,[footnoteRef:177] mentions in 1923 that it was because the items found in the tomb were better than any other archaeological discovery from ancient times[footnoteRef:178]. Smith may have been correct during his time, but with modern Egyptologists such as Ikram using new techniques and offering new interpretations, alternative reasons for Tutankhamun’s fame have been suggested; intact tomb or his unique mummification[footnoteRef:179]. However, the situation is not quite so clear cut. As Ikram said ‘initially, studies focussed on the myriad of glittering treasures found within the tomb. … Once unwrapped and the jewels and amulets removed, the same amount of attention was not lavished on Tutankhamun’s body itself’[footnoteRef:180]. This suggests that Carter and his team focused on the areas of wealth rather than the whole discovery, likely resulting in an incomplete picture of the discovery. The appeal of Tutankhamun is not due to the mark he left on history. Egyptologist Nicholas Reeves said Tutankhamun was a minor player in history[footnoteRef:181]; he died at a young age so did not reign for long nor did he do anything remarkable unlike his father who abandoned traditional religion and invented his own.	Comment by Melisa Pak: KZ: You simply would need this phrased as a statement. Fryxell would only be needed if she contributes to the dichotomy West - Turankhamun
	Comment by Melisa Pak: Don’t know what to change it to	Comment by Melisa Pak: KZ: Does Ikram mentions Carter her or mor the interest of the public?	Comment by Melisa Pak: Carter? Does my wording not explain this? [174:  University of Cambridge, 2020]  [175:  The American University in Cairo, N.D. ]  [176:  Ikram, 2010; 292]  [177:  Wilson, 1938 ;26]  [178:  Smith, 1923; 16]  [179:  Ikram, 2010; 293]  [180:  Ikram, 2010; 292]  [181:  The Metropolitan Museum of Fine Arts, 2011] 

His burial was also not straightforward because of his unique mummification for the period as listed by Ikram ‘ the resin in the cranium, the position of the arms, the evisceration cut, the position of the penis, the question of his heart, the issue of the (now?) missing ribs, and the amount of resins and oils used in the embalming’[footnoteRef:182]. Another reason for Tutmania could be because the tomb is believed to have not been for Tutankhamun. The tomb was relatively small for a pharaoh of the 18th dynasty[footnoteRef:183], and due to the unexpected death, people had to hastily prepare a tomb[footnoteRef:184] and to enlarge it to accommodate Tutankhamun and his belongings for the afterlife[footnoteRef:185]. The fascination of Tutankhamun is a relatively recent obsession, but the full reasons behind this still remains a complicated mystery. 	Comment by Melisa Pak: KZ: These observations were not the reason for Tutmania – rephrase and be careful with cause and effect
	Comment by Melisa Pak: Which part? The sentence above or what I go on to discuss? [182:  Ikram, 2010; 293]  [183:  James, 2001; 148]  [184:  James, 2001; 148]  [185:  Eaton-Krauss, 2016; 93] 

The discovery of Tutankhamun’s tomb (KV62)[footnoteRef:186] could not have come at a better time for the British. Despite the British winning the war against the Ottoman Empire, Britain was going through an economic depression. Due to the wealth and political importance of the find, Tutankhamun became a mania throughout Europe during the 1920’s. The discovery of Tutankhamun appears to have only been about wealth to Carter and Carnarvon which is indicated through the removal of jewels and amulets from the body[footnoteRef:187]; the jewels were so stuck[footnoteRef:188] that Carter and his team broke up the body to be able to remove the jewels[footnoteRef:189]. This may account for the discussion of the position of the arms and perhaps this missing heart and ribs. 	Comment by Melisa Pak: KZ: Clearly to Carnarvon, but the excavation technique clearly states that this was not the case for Carter. However, archaeological methods changed since then. However, these are two different points
	Comment by Melisa Pak: Confused? As this is what I got from a journal 	Comment by Melisa Pak: KZ; Short comment which that is	Comment by Melisa Pak: No idead what she is on about  [186:  Clayton, 1994; 128]  [187:  Janot, 2010; 28]  [188:  Ikram, 2010; 294]  [189:  Janot, 2010; 28] 

In Egypt there was much political conflict between the Egyptian government, the EAS and Carter over who owned this new discovery. When Carnarvon received his concession for excavation work at the Valley of the Kings, this was signed by George Daressy, acting director for the EAS[footnoteRef:190].  [190:  Reid, 2015; 65] 

‘The contract stipulated that Egypt would retain the mummies, coffins and sarcophagi of kings, princes and high priest, as well as the contents of any tomb found intact. If a tomb had been ‘’already search’’, the service would retain objects of ‘capital importance’’ and divide the rest so that ‘permittee’s share will sufficiently recompense him for the pain and labour of the undertaking’[footnoteRef:191] [191:  Reid, 2015; 65] 

Despite the discovery of Tutankhamun’s tomb by a British archaeologist and the tomb being believed to have been looted at least twice (evidence including the re-plastering of the door)[footnoteRef:192], the discovery belonged to Egypt. Until the discovery of Tutankhamun, the majority of findings were kept by the excavator. This discovery set a precedent.  [192:  Collins and McNamara, 2014; 25] 


iii. Politics
By 1900’s, all European states (United Kingdom, France, Germany, Italy and Russia) had established Egyptological research focussed around numerous prominent Egyptologists[footnoteRef:193], it was not till 1930’s when American Egyptologists began to become popular[footnoteRef:194] (appendix C).  [193:  Reid, 1985; 233]  [194:  Moser, 2012; 53] 

‘Westerners created Egyptology and eventually taught it to the Egyptians’[footnoteRef:195], this was not as simple as it seems which will be discussed further into this chapter. Before the discovery of Tutankhamun many Europeans had not been to Egypt and they relied on rare artefact displays such as Giovanni Belzoni’s display in Piccadilly[footnoteRef:196].   [195:  Reid, 1985; 234]  [196:  Gange, 2013; 75] 

‘Europeans had the right to excavate, study and export pharaonic remains however they see fit is rooted in an attitude that feels that, in the end, Egypt’s past does not really belong to its present-day inhabitants. Europeans have not just taken over the control of the recovery and reconstruction of the pharaonic past on a physical level but have also done on an ideological level’[footnoteRef:197] [197:  Wood, 1998; 190] 

The discovery of Tutankhamun lead to a modern obsession with Egypt; people were visiting Egypt for the first time and buying Egyptian merchandise such as paintings and literature[footnoteRef:198]. The discovery also led to the golden age of Egyptology connected with aristocratic patrons[footnoteRef:199]. Western Egyptologists were more prominent then the Egyptian Egyptologist for two reasons; firstly ‘Islamic identity tended to crowd out feelings off kinships or curiosity about Egyptians’[footnoteRef:200] and secondly because ‘Western imperial domination set back the growth of indigenous Egyptology, which might otherwise have taken root forty years before it did’[footnoteRef:201].  [198:  Reid, 2015; 61]  [199:  Thompson, 2016; 245]  [200:  Reid, 1985; 233]  [201:  Reid, 1985; 233] 

WWI affected everyone involved. Britain’s defeat against the Ottoman Empire resulting in the Middle East being in turmoil[footnoteRef:202]. The Ottoman Empire, to which Egypt belong to at the time, became the world’s greatest independent Islamic power by November 1914[footnoteRef:203]. During WWI, Sultan Mehmed Reşad[footnoteRef:204], declared a military jihad (holy war) against Britain, France and Russia[footnoteRef:205]. The war ended with an armistice on the 31st October 1918[footnoteRef:206]. The result was start of the British occupation of the territories of Iraq, Palestine, Trans-Jordan, Syria and Lebanon; meaning Britain was the dominant power in the Middle East[footnoteRef:207].  The Egyptians had hoped this war would result in their independence not only from the Ottoman Empire but also every other colonial force.  However, as the British government wanted to keep control over the profitable and strategically important Suez Canal[footnoteRef:208], Egypt got only partial independence in February 1922[footnoteRef:209] with the British in control of the Suez Canal, and British advisers in every ministry[footnoteRef:210], the restrictions of this partial independence can be seen in appendix D. Marlowe argues that the British wanted to keep the canal under their power due to its desire to develop the British trading routes[footnoteRef:211] .  [202:  Daly and Petry, 1998; 239]  [203:  Woodward, 2011]  [204:  Encyclopaedia Britannia, 2019]  [205:  Woodward, 2011]  [206:  Woodward, 2011]  [207:  Woodward, 2011]  [208:  Riggs, 2019 ]  [209:  Brewer and Teeter, 2007; 8]  [210:  Riggs, 2019]  [211:  Marlowe, 1974; 17] 

The British were occupants in Egypt from 1822 to 1952, when Egypt finally achieved full independence[footnoteRef:212].  Egypt has never been officially a British colony even though the country was occupied by British troops since 1882[footnoteRef:213]. The EAS was under French control for 94 years until; Mustafa Amer, the president of Alexandria University, became the first Egyptian to be head of the EAS[footnoteRef:214] between 1953 to 1956[footnoteRef:215]. In 1983, a new Egyptian law-number-117 stated that ‘all antiquities found in Egypt are the property of state and may not be removed without Egypt’s permission’[footnoteRef:216]. Interestingly this law was not enforced until, 61 years after the discovery of the tomb of Tutankhamun. This showed that Egypt was well under the control of the French and the British.  [212:  El-Akkad, 2017; 77]  [213:  Fryxell, 2017; 531]  [214:  Reid, 1985; 244 ]  [215:  Supreme Council of Antiquities, N.D. ]  [216:  Wilkinson, 2008; 151] 

Ahmad Kamal, a retired member of the EAS, complained to the Sultan of Egypt, Fuad (Sultan of Egypt from 1917 to 1922, and then king of Egypt and Sudan till 1936) that Egyptians were not able to have any responsible positions in regard to the antiquity service; this may have just gave pharaonism the boost it needed[footnoteRef:217] and that the Europeans prevented Egyptians from studying their heritage[footnoteRef:218]. Kamal taught the history of ancient Egypt and the Near East at a newly founded private university in Egypt from 1908 to 1909[footnoteRef:219]. He believed that Egypt needed their own Egyptologists[footnoteRef:220]. His first class graduated in 1912, ‘but the foreign dominated antiquities department once again thwarted Kamals efforts to find them jobs there’[footnoteRef:221]. This programme was discontinued by the government in 1913[footnoteRef:222]. Kamal retired in 1914[footnoteRef:223], however his efforts for Egyptians to be trained as Egyptologists continued right up to his death in 1923[footnoteRef:224]. All of Kamal’s efforts did not go to waste; on the day he died, ‘the government decreed the founding of an Egyptological school at the higher teacher’s college and named Kamal as director’[footnoteRef:225]. Within a few months after Kamal’s death the school opened[footnoteRef:226], the first class graduating in 1928[footnoteRef:227]. 	Comment by Melisa Pak: KZ: This and especially the need for Egyptian Egyptologists is an important step, bring this out more clearly – why was he doing it, why did the oppressor try to hinder that? By the way until the 1990/2000 it was still so that the leading Egyptologists were trained outside Egypt, this has finally changed!
	Comment by Melisa: Better? [217:  Reid, 1985; 246]  [218:  Wood, 1998; 181 ]  [219:  Reid, 1985; 237]  [220:  Reid, 1985; 237]  [221:  Reid, 1985; 237]  [222:  Reid, 1985; 237]  [223:  Reid, 1985; 237]  [224:  Reid, 1985; 237]  [225:  Reid, 1985; 241]  [226:  Reid, 1985; 241]  [227:  Wood, 1998; 182] 






Chapter 3 – Modern and global presence
One debate around museums and their exhibitions is whether it is for the general public or for the educated, ‘many continue to argue that simply having artefacts proves the educational worth of an exhibition, so the greater the number of pieces, the more educational the exhibit’[footnoteRef:228]. For example, the ‘British Museum was not intended to educate the general public rather it was a place for scientists to consult specimens, antiquarians to study the documents and material remains of the past and for aesthetes and artists to contemplate the merits of ancient arts’[footnoteRef:229].	Comment by Melisa Pak: KZ: Correct, but too abruptly in – how does this connects to the chapter before? Take the reader on a journey. Why are you adding this information?
 [228:  Simon, 2008; 88]  [229:  Bell, 2010; 24] 

‘Museum displays should be recognised as a distinctive genre of communication because they do not simply transmit knowledge, but rather, create it[footnoteRef:230]’. The museums provide the information, the audience interpret it. Exhibit designers work out who their audience is in order to decide on how much information needs to be provided to the visitors[footnoteRef:231].  [230:  Moser, 2012; 2]  [231:  Simon, 2008; 89] 

In the early 1980’s, Egyptian officials sent out letters to thirty museums requesting their artefacts to be returned, ‘only two replied, apologising for being unable to comply with the request’[footnoteRef:232]. The Egyptian Museum in Cairo was where many of the materials discovered in Egypt after 1858 were stored. The museum’s purpose was ‘to create a place where archaeologists were required to store their discoveries so that these pieces of history would not be taken out of the country’[footnoteRef:233]. It was not until the late 1920’s that Cairo Museum lent artefacts to other museums for exhibition[footnoteRef:234]. This shows that the Egyptians were gaining control over their heritage and antiquities. [232:  Wood, 1998 190]  [233:  Simon, 2008; 89]  [234:  Fritze, 2016; 241] 

In 1961 and 1965, more than thirty items from Tutankhamun’s tomb were on exhibition tour through the United States and Canada[footnoteRef:235], described by Jaromir Malek as ‘the floodgates of blockbuster shows’[footnoteRef:236]. The tour to Japan in 1965 to 1966 appears to have attracted the largest crowd with nearly three million visitors[footnoteRef:237]. In this chapter the Treasures of Tutankhamun tour, Tutankhamun and the Golden Pharaohs tour and the most recent tour Tutankhamun: Treasures of the Golden Pharaoh are discussed, all discussed as they all have been exhibited in London (Diagram 2).  [235:  Malek, 2009]  [236:  Malek, 2009]  [237:  Malek, 2009 ] 
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Diagram 2: Timeline of Tutankhamun worldwide exhibitions[footnoteRef:238]. [238:  Pak, 2019] 


i. Treasures of Tutankhamun Tour (1967 – 1981)
This world tour began in 1967 in Paris and arrived at the British Museum in London in 1971[footnoteRef:239]. Approximately 1.7 million people attended the exhibition in London[footnoteRef:240]. The exhibition was laid out in the same format of the tomb and discovery site with the; antechamber, burial chamber, treasury and annex to be seen[footnoteRef:241] . Perhaps this was to attract more visitors because they could have the virtual experience of Carter’s discovery site, using the layout to attract visitors shows just how successful the tour as anticipated to be. The exhibition consisted of 55 objects[footnoteRef:242], ‘with the most popular and extravagant, such as the golden mask, in the centre of the room’[footnoteRef:243] . The creators of this exhibit wanted to emphasise the universal and aesthetic beauty of Tutankhamun artefacts rather than present the artefacts with an historical analysis to educate the visitor[footnoteRef:244]. This suggests that the exhibition was not for educational purposes but rather for show. The exhibition consisted of flashy display techniques, large campaigns and played on the general public’s interest to attract a large number of visitors to make the tour profitable, resulting in the tour becoming to be known as the blockbuster exhibit[footnoteRef:245]. On leaving the exhibition the visitors were meant to be in astonishment of Tutankhamun’s tomb objects but not because of the king himself or the Egyptian religion, but for the Egyptian people and what they represented[footnoteRef:246]. After London, the tour continued to the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and was there from 1973 to 1975[footnoteRef:247]. [239:  Malek, 2009]  [240:  Higgins, 2007]  [241:  Simon, 2008; 90-1]  [242:  Simon, 2008; 88]  [243:  Simon, 2008; 89]  [244:  Simon, 2008; 90]  [245:  Simon, 2008; 87]  [246:  Simon, 2008; 91]  [247:  Malek, 2009] 

The Americans also wanted the tour to visit them[footnoteRef:248] and in 1976 the Metropolitan Museum organised for the touring exhibit Treasures of Tutankhamun to come to the United States[footnoteRef:249]. Here political prestige continued because the Americans wanted what the English had, they did not want to be left out, they felt they deserved the Tutankhamun exhibition just as much as the English[footnoteRef:250]. Christine Lilyquist was the Metropolitan Museum’s curator of Egyptian art[footnoteRef:251]. Lilyquist along with curators from the Cairo Museum and Thomas Hoving, the director of the Metropolitan Museum, was responsible for choosing the objects to go on tour[footnoteRef:252]. When looking at objects Hoving said  [248:  Hindley, 2015]  [249:  Simon, 2008; 87]  [250:  Hindley, 2015]  [251:  Hindley, 2015]  [252:  Hindley, 2015. Moser, 2012; 55] 

 ‘When I walked up the stairs and into the Tutankhamun galleries, I experienced aesthetic overload. We remained there all day. I didn’t bring any expertise to the Tut galleries; I selected what looked great. Simple as that. Christine Lilyquist tried to point out what was important or not from the Egyptological point of view, but I didn’t listen. I know what I wanted. And the choice rather surprised Lilyquist and the Egyptian curator. They expected I’d pick the larger objects – the huge gilded bed or the royal chariot. But I recognized that the finest Tut things were the more intimate objects. Besides, I realized that with six cities, I needed pieces that would fit into a domestic aircraft. In addition, since the galleries in the American museums were bound to be crowded, with the visitors inching along, the works had better be small, needing concentration to be appreciated.[footnoteRef:253]’  [253:  Bell, 2010; 56] 

Once the objects were chosen, William J. Williams, a member of the national gallery education department, teamed up with David Silverman, an Egyptologist, who together ‘wrote the wall text and selected images from the Metropolitan Museum’s archive of Burtons photos’[footnoteRef:254]. Harry Burton was the museum’s photographer; he was also hired by Howard Carter to be the photographer of the discovery of Tutankhamun[footnoteRef:255]. The layout of the exhibition was similar to the tour in 1972, mimicking Carter’s discovery of the tomb[footnoteRef:256]. The tour was just as popular in America, with 1.27 million visitors[footnoteRef:257]. After its tour in the United States, it continued to Germany from 1980 to 1981[footnoteRef:258]. After the 1970’s tours ‘the concept of the blockbuster exhibition is born and Tutmania is reignited’[footnoteRef:259]. 	Comment by Melisa Pak: KZ: that is all correct and well researched, but does not contribute to your argument – did this change perception in regard to the problems raised above, was there a movement towards the dealing with Egypt or interpretation of objects in the museum?
 [254:  Hindley, 2015]  [255:  Anon, 2019]  [256:  Hindley, 2015]  [257:  Hindley, 2015]  [258:  Malek, 2009]  [259:  Anon, 2019] 

ii. Tutankhamun and Golden pharaohs tour (2004 – 2007)
In 2004 Tutankhamun’s tomb artefacts went on a worldwide tour again, called Tutankhamun: The Golden Beyond[footnoteRef:260]. Its first destination was Switzerland, with some modifications to the tour such as the name[footnoteRef:261], now called Tutankhamun and the Golden Pharaohs, went on tour to the United States in 2005 to 2007 and then later on in 2007 it made its way to the O2 Arena in London[footnoteRef:262].	Comment by Melisa: Alter, make shorter and less descriptive? [260:  Malek, 2009]  [261:  Malek, 2009]  [262:  Malek, 2009. Simon, 2008 87] 

This tour held by National Geographic[footnoteRef:263], had many more artefacts on display than the 1972 tour; it consisted of over a 100 objects[footnoteRef:264]. While this tour may have consisted of many more artefacts they were not only related to Tutankhamun, they also had items related to other pharaohs from the Valley of the Kings[footnoteRef:265]. The addition of artefacts that were not possessions of Tutankhamun could suggest that the exhibitors feared visitors may have lost interest in Tutankhamun and to ensure there would be plenty of visitors they added his ancestors.   [263:  Ivanovic, 2008; 156]  [264:  Simon, 2008; 92]  [265:  Simon, 2008; 92 ] 

The exhibition was divided into two sections, ‘physically and thematically’[footnoteRef:266]. The upper floor consisted of artefacts related to Tutankhamun’s ancestors, focusing on daily life, death, burial and the afterlife[footnoteRef:267]. The galleries were ‘instructive’ and presented with photographs as backgrounds and provided with good captioning[footnoteRef:268]. The lower floor was about the discovery of Tutankhamun and his burial goods[footnoteRef:269]. Some visitors commented on disappointment because the adverts led them to believe that they would see the great golden death mask of Tutankhamun[footnoteRef:270]. Despite the disappointment of the lack of a particular artefact or poor advertisement, it is import to note that ‘even though King Tutankhamun’s belongings were found 85 years ago, the new crisp look produced by modern display techniques distinguished the collection as something significant for the present day’[footnoteRef:271]. The concept of displaying ancient artefacts in a modern form is an attempt to appeal to the modern visitor and to keep relevance to the present time. Artefacts are important but also the presentation of the artefacts can be just as important; the enhancement of aesthetics is typically appealing to the eye.   [266:  World archaeology, 2008]  [267:  World archaeology, 2008]  [268:  World archaeology, 2008]  [269:  World archaeology, 2008]  [270:  World archaeology, 2008]  [271:  Simon, 2008; 95] 


iii. Tutankhamun: Treasures of the Golden Pharaoh (2019 – present) 
In 2019 Tutankhamun began his last worldwide tour[footnoteRef:272], going places such as Los Angeles, Paris, London, Sydney, Japan, Canada and South Korea[footnoteRef:273]. In the United Kingdom the tour was being exhibited at the Saatchi Gallery in London, which was the third city in the ten-city tour worldwide[footnoteRef:274]. It was advertised as the largest Tutankhamun tour with masterpieces that will be leaving Egypt for the first and last time[footnoteRef:275]. This tour of Tutankhamun is presented as the final tour because the artefacts will permanently belong in the upcoming Grand Egyptian Museum in Egypt, which is due to open in 2021[footnoteRef:276]. 60 of the items on exhibition were leaving Egypt for the first time, whereas the ‘previous major travelling exhibitions contained only 55 of King Tut’s funerary artefacts’[footnoteRef:277] emphasising how big this supposed final tour was.  [272:  Saatchi Gallery, 2019]  [273:  Dowson, 2019]  [274:  Addley 2019; 13]  [275:  Majestic Tours, 2019]  [276:  Dowson, 2019]  [277:  Dowson, 2019] 

The artefacts on this tour ‘exclusively focused on interpretation of the significance and meaning of the Kings burial items’[footnoteRef:278].  The purpose of the tour is ‘financial and cultural’[footnoteRef:279], ‘it is a promotion of Egypt’[footnoteRef:280]. It was also a tool to motivate tourists to visit Egypt due to a plummet in visitor numbers in recent decades because of political rivalries ‘including the 2011 revolution and unrest that followed, and a number of devastating terror attacks’[footnoteRef:281]. He was not purely used as a modern educational tool but continues as a commodity for functional and political gain. 	Comment by Melisa Pak: KZ: That is very important! [278:  Saatchi Gallery, 2019]  [279:  Addley, 2019; 13]  [280:  Addley, 2019; 13]  [281:  Addley, 2019; 13] 

On entry to the latest London exhibition there was a short video about the discovery of Tutankhamun and who Tutankhamun was. Staff offered audio devices that were in five different languages and you were left to freely explore the exhibition. The exhibition was unsurprisingly busy, people were put into groups of thirty and then were allowed in at ten-minute intervals. 
The layout of the museum was easy to follow, ground floor was where galleries one and two were and the first floor was where galleries three to five were. Each gallery was very similar consisting of black walls and ceilings, with blue spotlights, objects were in glass cabinets with a yellow light, some walls had information on or projected images. Esther Addley, a journalist for The Guardian described the exhibition as moody[footnoteRef:282]. Archaeologist Thomas Dowson described the setting of the exhibition as ‘the lighting and presentation is fantastic, each gallery is dark, with the individual objects illuminated so they glow, the gold and jewels shining at you’[footnoteRef:283]. ‘Replicas of the wall paintings in the team combined with spooky shadows to create the perfect atmosphere. It’s Hollywood, but it works’[footnoteRef:284]. [282:  Addley, 2019; 13]  [283:  Dowson, 2019]  [284:  Jones, 2019; 13] 

Each gallery consisted of between one to ten objects. All objects were provided with labels of information such as description, what the object is, provenance, material and date. Galleries one to three did not have any type of theme on what objects were being presented, but each gallery had varied objects from jewellery, sculptures and ritual objects[footnoteRef:285]. Gallery four focused on bibliographical information about Howard Carter and his discovery of the tomb, leading onto the portrayal of Tutankhamun since the discovery[footnoteRef:286]. In the final gallery is a large colossal single statue of Tutankhamun.  [285:  Dowson, 2019]  [286:  Dowson, 2019] 

While there may have been some disappointment of typical objects such as the golden death mask or the chariot not being present on the tour, it is important to note that the objects that were on tour bring you an enchantment of understanding the human behind the king Tutankhamun westernised commodity. For example, ‘including a tiny wooden chair that the exhibitions curator, Tarek el Awady, said was likely to be the very throne on which the nine-year-old Tutankhamun was crowned’[footnoteRef:287]. 	Comment by Melisa Pak: KZ: Reference
Also add more her – the expectation and the different approach are very important to bring out as the culmination of your topic
	Comment by Melisa: ???? [287:  Addley, 2019; 13] 











Conclusion
In conclusion, the obsession with Egypt can be traced right back to the fifth century BC, however it was Napoleons expedition to Egypt in 1798, that began the European political conflict to see who was the most prestige in ownership of Egyptian artefacts. The 1920’s were a changing time for Egypt and Britain. The battle for Egyptian nationalism was at its peak, Egypt had gained partial independence from the British and this influenced the experience and interpretation of the discovery of Tutankhamun’s tomb. Being the partially independent changed the ownership of Egyptian antiquities, as from then on no discoveries could leave Egypt without government approval. This resulted in a major conflict between the government and Howard Carter regarding Tutankhamun’s tomb[footnoteRef:288]. Carter made the decision to go on strike and abandoned the tomb temporarily, Pierre Lacau’s, the head of the Egyptian Antiquity Service, seized the tomb and said all findings from the discovery of Tutankhamun belonged to Cairo Museum. Despite the political conflict, the discovery could not have come at a better time for the Egyptians or the British. This was the beginning for the Egyptians to take ownership over their own heritage and antiquity, which can be observed by the Egyptians not allowing the British to take Tutankhamun out of Egypt. While for the British they were experiencing much deflation and the discovery lead to a mania, causing a much-needed boost in morale. 	Comment by Melisa Pak: KZ: this is very good, expand on it	Comment by Melisa: Netter? [288:  Parkinson, 2008 ;1] 

As Tutankhamun reigned only for a short period, he did not leave a mark on history like his father of grandfather, but the discovery of his relatively undisturbed tomb did and lead to a modern obsession. There does not seem to be only one reason for this modern obsession but a combination of the tomb being almost completely intact, it being one of the best ancient discoveries, the fact that it was a peculiar burial for the New Kingdom or because at the time of discovery there was a major conflict of ownership. All aspects could be argued to be the reason, but together they create a big impact. 
Tutankhamun and the tomb findings went on worldwide tours and the displays appear to have got larger over the years. The Treasures of Tutankhamun tour in 1967 to 1975 toured with fifty-five object to Paris, London and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. The presentation appears to have been just as important as the objects on show; the lay out was the same as the discovery site, perhaps giving people a virtual experience, the most extravagant objects were displayed central in rooms and the use of flashy photography. 
Tutankhamun and Golden Pharaohs tour in 2004 to 2007 toured with over a 100 objects to Switzerland, London and America. There were many objects on this tour because it consisted of Tutankhamun tomb items and items from other pharaohs tomb who were related to Tutankhamun. Despite the large number of objects, people had commented on disappointment of the death mask not making an appearance. 
The most recent tour is Tutankhamun: Treasures of the Golden Pharaoh started its tour in 2019 to America, Paris and London so far, tour is due to continue until 2021. The tour is for cultural and financial purposes; in hope that it will attract more people to visit Egypt. The tour consisted of sixty objects that had never left Egypt before, which emphasizes the size of the tour. Objects were divided over five floors, each room relatively dark with spotlights to illuminate objects. 
Over time it appears that the tours have still kept to a glamorous presentation but presents objects that are not necessarily just the wealthy objects but objects that represent the king himself. 













Appendices
Appendix A: Table of Inclusion and Exclusion Criteria for source searching[footnoteRef:289].  [289:  Pak, 2019 ] 

	Inclusion Criteria, phrase, term
	Exclusion Criteria, phrase, term

	Egyptomania 
	Not about Egypt

	Antiquities in Egypt
	Not about Egyptian antiquities 

	Tutmania
	Not about Tutankhamun 

	Needs to be published in English 
	Not in English

	Peer reviewed 
	Not peer reviewed 

	Published by relevant academic’s
	Not to be published by non-academics unless an exceptional piece such as Carter’s diaries 

	Date from 1922 – present day
	Older than 1922






















Appendix B: Theodore Davis’s Excavation list of the Valley of the Kings[footnoteRef:290] [290:  James, 2001; 80] 
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Appendix C: Table of Archaeologist who have excavated in Egypt[footnoteRef:291] [291:  Reid, 1895; 233-5] 

	Egyptologists 
	Islamic Archaeologists
	Coptologists
	Contemporary Western Archaeologists

	1st generation 
Ahmad Naguib (1847-1910)
Ahmad Kamal (1851-1923)
	Ali Bahgat (1858-1924)
	Murqus Simaika (1864-1944)
	Gaston Maspero (1846-1916)
Petrie (1853-1942)
Guiseppe Botti (1853-1903)
Max  Herz (1856-1919)

	Lost generation of Egyptian archaeologists
	
	Claudius Labib (1868-1918)
	Ludwig Borchardt (1863-1938)
James Henry Breasted (1865-1935)
George Reisner (1867-1942)
Pierre Lacau (1873-1967)
Howard Carter (1874-1939) 
Evaristo Breccia (1876-1941)
Junker (1877-1962)
K.A.C. Creswell (1879-1974)

	2nd generation 
Selim Hassan (1886-1961)
Mahmud Hamza (1890-1976)
Sami Gabra (1892-1979)
Mustafa Amer (1896-1973)
	
	Georgy Sohhy (1884-1964)
Aziz Atiya (1898-1988)
	Herbert Winlock (1884-1950)
Gaston Weit (1887-1971) 
Etienne Drioton (1889-1961

	3rd Generation
Zaki Saad (1901-1982)
Ahmad Fakhry (1905-1973)
Pahor Labib (1905-1995)
Girgis Mattha (1905-1967)
Labib Habachi (1906-1984)
Adbel Moneim (?)
Abu Bakr (1907-1976)
	Muhammad Mustafa (1903-1987)
Muhammad Zaki Hassan (1908-1957)
	Pahor Labib (1905-1994)
Togo Mina (1906-1949)
Mirrit Boutros Ghali (1908-1992)
	John Wilson (1899-1976)
Jean-Philippe Lauer (1902-2001)
Archille Adriani (1905-1982



















Appendix D: List of restrictions of Egypt’s independence from Britain[footnoteRef:292].  [292:  Richmond, 1977; 186-7] 

1. The British protectorate over Egypt is terminated and Egypt is declared to be an independent sovereign state. 
2. So soon as the government of his highness shall pass an act of indemnity with application to all inhabitants of Egypt, material law as proclaimed on the 2nd November 1914 shall be withdrawn
3. The following matters are absolutely reserved to the discretion of his majesty’s government until such time as it may be possible by free discussion and friendly accommodation on both sides conclude agreements in regard thereto between his majesty’s government and the government of Egypt: 
(a) The security of the communications of the British empire in Egypt. 
(b) The defence of Egypt against all foreign aggression or interference direct or indirect.
(c) The protection of foreign interest in Egypt and the protection of minorities 
(d) The Sudan 
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