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THE BOY WHO NEVER BECAME PHARAOH?
A THEORETICAL STUDY IN IDENTIFICATION

ABSTRACT: This article examines the vexed archaeological question of the mummy of the so-called boy from KV 35
considering potential news studies on it, trying to present the most likely identifications based on anthropological and
Egyptological information. The mummy could be related to Amenhotep II, but it could also represent a secondary burial.
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INTRODUCTION MATERIALS AND METHODS

When Victor Loret (1859-1946) examined tomb KV e A long-haired, somewhat elderly female individual,
35 of King Amenhotep II in 1898, he found not only who has therefore entered the research literature as
the royal mummy in the sarcophagus, but also numerous "Elder Lady KV 35" (Cairo CG 61070) (Harris et al.
other royal mummies. In one side chamber, numerous 1978, Partridge 1994). Because of her bent arm,
still-missing royal mummies were stored in secondary which must once have held a queen's sceptre, she
coffins. A few years earlier, most of the kings had already has long been considered a possible queen.
been found in the Deir-el Bahari Tomb 320 (Loret 1899, Hatshepsut or Tjye were suggested. The 2010 genetic
Reeves 1990, Bard 2014). In the present communication, study has proven Elder Lady KV 35 to be the genetic
however, we will deal with the three mummies that daughter of Yuya and Thuya (Hawass et al. 2010,
initially remained unidentified, which were lined up in Habicht 2012). Thus, for historical reasons, it is clear
another side chamber (KV 35 side chamber Jc¢) (Smith that this mummy must be Queen Tjye, the main wife
1912, Harris, Wente 1980, Hornung 2001). at the side of King Amenhotep III.
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e In the middle was a young individual wearing
a juvenile sidelock (Figure 1). Otherwise, he was
clean shaven (Mummy Cairo CG 61071). G. E.
Smith estimated him to be about 11 years old, while
Don Brothwell (1933-2016) put the age interval at
11-15 years (Smith 1912: 39-40, Fletcher 2004).
Since he is not fully grown, the individual cannot
be used for craniometric comparisons with the
other royal mummies and was therefore not
included in corresponding investigations (Habicht
etal. 2021).

e The third mummy was a shaven-headed young female
who was named Younger Lady KV 35 (Cairo CG
61072). Loret initially thought the mummy was
a young male before the anatomist G. E. Smith
determined the female sex. The age at death is
estimated at 25-30 years (Habicht e al. 2016a). Her
identity was unknown for a long time before the
suggestion was made at the turn of the millennium
that she was none other than Queen Nefertiti herself
(Luban 1999, Fletcher 2004). The mentioned
important 2010 genetic study proved her to be the
genetic mother of Tutankhamun. As a result,
researchers discussed who this individual might be.
Nefertiti was suggested (Habicht 2011, Schlogl 2012,
Gabolde 2013) or Kiya, the concubine of Akhenaten,
or Merytaton (Huber 2016), Akhenaten's eldest
daughter, or Satamun (Maciejewski 2010),
Amenhotep III's eldest daughter and Akhenaten's
elder sister. A key argument in favour of Nefertiti is
the inscription in the royal tomb at Amarna (TA 26)
which suggests that Nefertiti gave birth to another
child by Akhenaten in year 12. The fragments of the
inscription allow to add the name Tutankhaten -
the other names of the princesses are too short and
the remains of the signs do not fit. Moreover, the
known six daughters were born earlier. Thus, the
conclusion suggests itself that the genetic mother
(YL KYV 35)is to be equated with Nefertiti - although
it must be acknowledged that not all Egyptologists
would concur with this identification. Interestingly,
the Younger Lady KV35 is not only the genetic
mother of Tutankhamun, but according to the genetic
data, also the sister or cousin of mummy KV 55.
The identification of KV 55 (Cairo CG 61075) is
highly controversial and fluctuates between an
identification as Akhenaten or Smenkhkare. For
a summary of the research debate see Habicht
(2022). The anthropological arguments have been
presented by various researchers (Smith 1912, Derry
1931, Harrison 1966, Strouhal 2010).
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The present analysis is carried out through
a combination of anthropological and historical
evidence assessed in the context of the period (Habicht
etal. 2016a, 2016D).

RESULTS, DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In the lively debate about the Younger Lady KV 35
and the identity of the man from KV 55, the boy from
KV 35 was really lost. Only recently have the media
reported that a Zahi Hawass-led team has had the boy's
mummy CT-scanned and that genetic samples were also
taken from it (Felske 2022, Al-Kady 2022). The results
are not yet known but there are good reasons to reflect
on the possibilities of identification.

Loret and Smith thought the three mummies were
unknown family members of Amenhotep II. However,
since KV 35 had served as a hiding place for royal
mummies from entirely different dynasties, it is
completely open to whom the boy from KV 35 could be
related. Based on the mummification technique as
described by Smith, a technical dating to the Mid-18'
Dynasty is considered to be realistic. The assignment
to the environment of Amenhotep II was based on an
assumption of analogy. Since unidentified mummies
were found in the tomb of Thutmosis III, which were
considered to be family members, Loret drew the
conclusion that analogously these three mummies could
then be relatives of Amenhotep II (Bickerstaffe 2009,
105). However, the mummies in the tomb of Thutmosis
III only a few years later were considered to be secondary
burials from much later times. Because the Elder Lady
and the Younger Lady are both genetically linked to the
Amarna period, it is not impossible that the KV 35 boy
could also belong to this period.

As a general remark on the Amarna dating for this
mummy, it must be specified that in the mid-18®Dynasty,
the male descendants were less the focus of state
monuments than the daughters. It can also be assumed
that many members of the royal family are completely
unknown to us. The idea that the boy in cachette KV 35
could be a possible heir to the throne is essentially because
in the royal cachette only the kings and outstanding
women of the dynasty were buried secondarily.

Theoretically, the heir to the throne Thutmosis, who
was to succeed Amenhotep III as crown prince, could
be considered. However, he died before his father and
so the crown fell to his younger brother Amenhotep IV,
who changed his name to Akhenaten. In the tomb of
Tutankhamun, a whip with a name inscription was found
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FIGURE 1: Mummy Cairo CG 61071. Photograph © 1912. G. E. Smith, The Royal Mummies. Copyright expired.
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by Howard Carter (Carter No. 333/13) (Habicht 2021).
Carter's handlist description reports the following
(Carter's finds list No. 333-13, http://www.griffith.ox.
ac.uk/gri/carter/333-c333-13.html): with the dismembered
parts of two chariots found in this chamber was a whip
bearing an inscription: The King's son captain of the
troops, Thothmes [Thutmosis]. Who was this Royal
prince - who, to have been "Captain of the troops”
during the reign of either Amenhotep III or Akhenaten,
he could not have been too young; it is also quite
conceivable that the title was awarded to a young person
on a purely honorary basis, as is still not uncommon in
monarchies today. Was he a son of Thutmosis IV, or
was he a son of Amenhotep III? That problem has yet
to be solved. The whip might be a keepsake from an
ancestor, just like the castanets owned by Merytaton
and also found in the tomb of Tutankhamun. The
following scenario is conceivable: the whip belonged to
Crown Prince Thutmosis, the eldest son of Thutmosis
IV, who died as a youth. The whip remained in the royal
family as a memento and was given to Tutankhamun in
his tomb for reasons that are no longer clear today.

If it is a close relative of the Amarna period, and the
genetic samples give good results, then the matter should
be relatively simple. The genetic profile would then have
to match the already published data on Amenhotep III
and Queen Tjye.

It is possible that in the 100" anniversary of the
discovery of Tutankhamun's tomb, this identification
will be marketed as a big sensation, but even if it is the
elder brother of Akhenaten: the discovery is not
historically significant, since crown prince Thutmosis
never played a role in Egypt's history. Rather, it was
only his premature death that brought Akhenaten to
the throne and thus paved the way for the religious
upheavals during his reign.

If one looks at research on royal mummies as a whole,
an already questionable focus on Tutankhamun and his
immediate predecessors cannot be overlooked. The
kings of the 19 Dynasty, historically much more
important than Tutankhamun, are already overshadowed.
The situation is even worse for the 20" Dynasty, for
which apart from the equally questionable study of the
so-called harem conspiracy around Ramses III, there
are hardly any recent studies. The high priests of Amun
and the kings of Tanis (both 21% Dynasty) have hardly
been studied, although the quality of the mummies is
outstanding. A comprehensive study of all known royal
mummies would also allow the identification of
previously unknown mummies much more reliably,
instead of testing speculative theories with individual
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mummies and, in the absence of a match, having no
answer as to where in the history of Ancient Egypt the
mummies might fit in.

It would also be generally ideal for mummies to be
radiocarbon dated to generate perfect chronological
anchors on the one hand or to unmask them as
mummies from another era (Habicht ef al. 2016b) and
more generally to correlate, as typically seen in
multidisciplinary analyses of historical characters in
the fields of bioarchaeology and palaeopathology, more
information about the historical and cultural context
with anthropological data (Galassi e al. 2017, Fornaciari
etal. 2018).
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