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THE PROBLEM OF HISTORY IN 
ANCIENT EGYPT

-ESPECIALLY WHEN IT COMES TO AKHENATEN!



COREGENCY? SO WHAT?



EVIDENCE FOR A COREGENCY

• Arguments inconclusive
–

 
Graffito from pyramid temple of Meidum: 

‘year 30 under the majesty of the dual king Nebmaatre, the son 
of Amun, satisfied with Truth, Amenhotep ruler of Thebes, 
lord of might, ruler of happiness, who loves him who hates 
falsehood, causing the male to sit down upon the seat of his 
father, establishing his inheritance in the land’

-
 

Names of Amenhotep III at Amarna
‘Castle of Nebmaatre’, ‘House of Nebmaatre’, ‘House of 

Nebmaatre in the Barque’



THE PHENOMENON OF COREGENCY

•

 
DOUBLE DATING
–

 
Middle Kingdom: only on private monuments. Single dates 
continue to be used.

–

 
New Kingdom: does not occur except with Hatshepsut and 
Thutmose III

•

 
ICONOGRAPHY

No discernible pattern:

–

 
Thutmose III and Amenhotep II = equal

–

 
Hatshepsut, senior = dominant over Thutmose III

–

 
Amenhotep III, junior = dominant over Thutmose IV

‘[proponents of the coregency theory] must explain why it is that

 

two separate and distinct 
dating systems are never co-ordinated in inscriptions’

 

-

 

Redford, History and Chronology of 
the Eighteenth Dynasty of Egypt: Seven Studies, p. 149



AMENHOTEP III AND AKHENATEN 
TOGETHER

• So how are Amenhotep III and Akhenaten 
depicted?
–

 
Two kings acting together 

TOMB OF HUYA







…STILL TOMB OF HUYA



TOMB OF 
KHERUEF



THE EVOLVING ARTISTIC STYLE OF 
AMENHOTEP

 
III



STYLISTIC DEVELOPMENT OF 
AMENHOTEP

 
IV/AKHENATEN



COMPARATIVE STYLE CHART

AMENHOTEP III

•

 
Year 28-

 
coregency

 
begins

–

 

Pre-deification style

•

 
Year 30-

 
1st

 

jubilee: post-

 deification style

•

 
Year 37-

 
3rd

 

jubilee

•

 
Year 38-

 
death

AKHENATEN

•

 
Year 28-

 
coregency

 
begins

–

 

Pre-deification style

Year 37-

 
High Amarna

 
style 

well established





CONCLUSIONS

• Very difficult to come to a conclusion

• Evidence seems slightly to favour
 

no coregency

• Very unusual degree of association between 
Amenhotep

 
III and Akhenaten

• More generally, coregency
 

does not seem to 
have been a fully defined and codified 
institution in the New Kingdom



Murnane

 
no. 26

Discovered in 1989, this battered tomb reveals a vizier with a 
Semitic name who also claimed the title of First Servant of Aten, 
which is known only from the reign of Amenhotep

 
IV/ Akhenaten. 

Objects buried with Aper-El date to the time of Amenhotep

 
III, but 

a number of jar sealings

 
from the tomb are in the name of 

‘Neferkheprure

 
beloved of (Osiris) Wennefer

 
(Amenhotep

 
IV)’. 

Dated dockets written on wine jars from the tomb indicate that 
Aper-El’s

 
son, the ‘commander of the horse, commander of 

chariotry, scribe of recruits of the Lord of the Two Lands, Huy’, 
was buried no earlier than the tenth regnal

 
year of a king who is 

likely to be Akhenaten.
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