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A secret buried for centuries

Thrust onto Egypt's most powerful throne at the age of nine, King Tut's reign was fiercely debated from the
outset. Behind the palace's veil of prosperity, bitter rivalries and jeal ousy flourished among the Boy King's
most trusted advisors, and after only nine years, King Tut suddenly perished, his name purged from Egyptian
history. To this day, his death remains shrouded in controversy.

Thekeysto an unsolved mystery

Enchanted by the ruler's tragic story and hoping to unlock the answers to the 3,000 year-old mystery,
Howard Carter made it his life's mission to uncover the pharaoh's hidden tomb. He began his search in 1907
but encountered countless setbacks and dead ends before he finall, uncovered the long-lost crypt.

The clues point to murder

Now, in The Murder of King Tut, James Patterson and Martin Dugard dig through stacks of evidence--X-
rays, Carter'sfiles, forensic clues, and stories told through the ages--to arrive at their own account of King
Tut's life and death. The result is an exhilarating true crime tale of intrigue, passion, and betrayal that casts
fresh light on the oldest mystery of all.
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Margar et says

| am not going to glorify thiswith any stars.

| got qualms about it when | came across the tomb building slaves being slaughtered in the desert. Asthe
tomb builders were highly skilled artisans, thiswas aload of bollocksto start with. Ask John Romer... he
excavated their village and wrote a book about them. Many of hisfinds are in the British Museum and | have
seen them with my own eyes.

When | got to around page 52 and Ay (misspelled Aye) was ogling Nefertiti, only the fact that | had got the
book from the library saved it from being hurled across the room with great force.

Ay wasthe FATHER of Nefertiti. Thisis verifiable FACT. Ay and Teya were the parents of Nefertiti, who
had one sister who was married to Akhenaten's war |eader, Horemheb (who later became pharaoh himself).

The "research” that Mr Patterson boasts about at the book's beginning is laughable crap.

Tina says

| was disappointed in this book, especially considering what a prolific author Patterson is. | file this under
historical fiction, because it most certainly is not nonfiction. Whileit's clear that Patterson has done some
research to lend authenticity to the scenes he creates, his "evidence" and the book in general are severely
lacking. | would expect awork that claimsto be nonfiction to have citations or footnotes, none here. A high
school history essay would be better written and documented.

That said, it was a quick read and does |eave the reader wanting to know more. Perhaps this would be a good
book for older teens interested in Egyptology (yes, teens; the writing style is not so sophisticated for me to
recommend it as adult reading). | would caution parents that there are some descriptions that are graphic in
nature, including sex, violence, and one instance of rape.

If you want to read historical fiction about Ancient Egypt, there are countless authors more qualified to spin
athrilling tale than Mr. Patterson (my personal favoriteis Christian Jacq, an actual Egyptologist turned
novelist). If you want to read nonfiction about Ancient Egypt, go to your local library and ask alibrarian to
point you to the 932s.

Aaron says

Put your seat belts on because thisis going to be abumpy review. In al his arrogance, Patterson claimsto
have done agreat deal of research as he and Martin Dugard try to solve the mystery of the boy king,
Tutankhamun. Thisis not non-fiction as it claims to be, but historical fiction. Thetaleistold on three levels:
chapters highlighting how Patterson visited the recent controversial Tut exhibit that toured America a couple
of years ago, chapters that introduce readers to the life of archaeologist and Tut tomb founder Howard



Carter, and chapters covering the short life of Tut himself.

The writing islight and breezy as most of Pattersons other works, which makes it a comfortable and quick
read. The main problem is that the book is simply full of errors. It is clear that Patterson and Dugard only did
acursory search of information about Tut and his family and the events surrounding his death as most of
what is presented is connected to out of date theories. For example, the vizier Aye, which is traditionally
spelled Ay, is generally considered the father of Nefertiti (Tut's step mother). It is quite bothersome to see
Patterson have him practically ruling over her through most of the early part of the book.

Itis generally believe that Tut lived for quite some time as he ruled, and he and his wife are considered
models of ancient romance. During his reign, much was done to reinstate the gods and both he and his wife
Ankhesanamun dropped the Aten from their names to be replaced by the traditional lord of the gods Amun.
Asaresult, mgjor holes are punched into the theories presented by Patterson and Dugard asto who killed the
boy king.

Howard Carter is also presented as a talented archaeol ogist who worked hard to find success and was beaten
down by others. In some ways, this was true, but he was also considered by many of his contemporaries to be
arrogant and boorish. Few wanted to work with him or respected him before and after the finding of Tut's
tomb. He is well-known and respected for the findings, but he was not well-loved.

To be honest, it amost feels like Patterson and Dugard basically sat down and watched The Face of
Tutankhamun, a pretty good, but outdated 3-part documentary put out by the BBC in 1993. Much of the
proposed theories in the book are similar, though many have been overruled by new scientific techniques and
further findings in the field. For example, the head injury cited in the book as possibly playing amajor role
during his death is now believed to have been caused by the embalming process after Tut's skull has been
examined with modern MRI technology.

It irks me that a book filled with this many errorsis being marketed as non-fiction, particularly in light of the
fact that the format of the presentation is novelization. Those with any knowledge of ancient Egypt's 18th
Dynasty will see the wholes, and the general public will find themselves misled. Writers of historical fiction
are allowed to take liberty with the facts as the storytelling is at the core of the presentation. Writers of non-
fiction should not since they are presenting things as being fact. Thisisthefirst time | have not enjoyed
Patterson ... | am actually disgusted. He should be ashamed and should maybe consider actually contacting
an Egyptologist if he would like to try this again.

Those looking for great mysteries set in King Tut's time, should read the Lord Meren seriesby Lynda S.
Rabinson. There is also the mystery series by Lauren Haney that focuses on Lt. Bak, a Medjay detective
during the time of Hatshepsut. Other great writers with stories centering around ancient Egypt include Judith
Tarr, Pauline Gedge, and Michelle Morin.

For those looking for mysteries relating to archaeologist, the best choice isthe Amelia Peabody series by
Elizabeth Peters, the pen name of well-respected egyptologist Barbara Mertz. Both Ameliaand Dr. Mertz
would greatly disagree with the view of Carter presented in Patterson's work.

Asfor looking for biographies about Nefertiti, Tut, Akenaten, or any other of the people presented in the
book, there is no shortage of great works by speciaistsin the field. Any of them would be better than this.




Christine says

This book is an insult to every other nonfiction book out there. James Patterson should stick to fiction,
although after reading this | won't be picking up another book by him.

I know that James has a following of fans, has been on the bestseller list for always, and puts out quite afew
new books each year. He's amachine. But he' s also arrogant, which is evidenced in his “present day”
sections of this book. For example:

p. 7 “As| waited for Michael to come on the line — he usually take my calls, night or day — | looked around
my second-floor office.”

p. 7-8 “Thelast thing | needed right now was another writing project. | already had anew Alex Cross novel
on thefires, and a Women’s Murder Club brewing, and a Maximum Ride to finish. In fact, there were
twenty-four manuscripts — none of them yet completed . . .”

p. 226 “That’s pretty much the way of my workday: up at 5:00 am., write and edit, take a break — maybe
golf, maybe a movie — then get back to it. Seven days aweek. | have an ability, or acurse, to focus on
several projects at once.”

Seems to me he just wants everyone to know how busy he is and what a wonderful writer heis. Barf.

The Murder of King Tut reads like afiction book, but as Patterson says himself, “1 don’t think I’ ve ever done
more research for abook . . .” Yet, the only evidence of research we have is Patterson saying he visited the
Tut exhibitin NY and Fort Lauderdale. There are no citations. No references to other works. No
bibliography. And that is a big problem for me, especially when you claim you did so much research. Seems
like he pulled alot of it out of hisass, if I'm being honest.

And don’t even get me started on the idea that James Patterson “solved” the murder of King Tut. Thisideais
laughable, and for him to even think that he is some amazing archaeologist just proves my point that he's
totally conceited.

I could go on and on about why this book istotal drivel —insanely short chapters (there are 100 chapters and
an epilogue in a 332 page book!) that start and end at random points that don’t even make sense, breaking the
story into three different parts, and just the absurdity of him thinking he actually solved the murder mystery
of King Tut.

Save your time and avoid thisone. You'll thank me later.

Jacquie says

When something describes itself as a"Nonfiction Thriller" you know it's a bad sign. | requested this book
because | needed an example of a BAD resource for a presentation. After receiving it | skimmed two pages,
which ended up being an ENTIRE chapter. There are actually no words to adequately describe how
appallingly horrific thisbook is. It was so bad | started reading it aloud to my coworker so we could laugh



hysterically,:

Ankhesenpaaten's face had turned a sickly shade of pale...It was asif Tut and his advisers did not exist now.
Alone with the child, she curled into a ball on the floor and sobbed bitterly, "1 am not worthy of being called
your gueen."

After skimming some more of the book the rest of the Ankhesenpaaten sections, which seem to make up
most of the book, are in the same vein: pure speculative FICTION. Theirony is he paints her as aloving wife
who fearsfor her life once Tut is dead, then at the end accuses her of being a part of the conspiracy that

killed him (he can't even keep hisfictional facts straight). The Carter sections were marginally better, though
he does take the high road with Carter and paints him as an ideal archaeologist who does things by the book.

Asaconclusion he states, "Tut was killed by a conspiracy of the three people closest to himin life...Case
closed." He then devotes three sentences to summarizing decades of REAL RESEARCH done by ACTUAL
SCHOLARS and then arrogantly contradictsit with brilliant statement of "But Tut was murdered.”

Author Steven Saylor writes several lovely historical FICTION series about the Roman Empire that have
loads more historical research that this piece of garbage. Patterson and his army of ghost writers should stick
to mass market fiction!!!

Jeanette Bowyer says

A disappointment to Egyptology. | don't believe that the information for this book was researched well
enough. A historical non fiction book should have loads of footnotes and references telling the reader where
he obtained his information.

Jennifer says

| really had high hopes for this book, as | love history and am fascinated with all things Ancient Egypt....but
was sorely disappointed. | was expecting something along the lines of Patricia Cornwell's investigation into
the Jack the Ripper case, with a summary of evidence and supporting documentation. Patterson fro some
reason chose to mask all of his"evidence" with a narrative that comes off as more of afictionalized account.
There are "scenes’, including dialogue, between Tut and his family and servants, as well as between Carter
and others. This, in my eyes, was aloss of credibility and made it seem more of a story as opposed to making
me think about any genuine evidence or documentation. Patterson added in afew chapters to illustrate why
he was so excited by this story and chose to write it. These chapters further irritated me because they were
filled with name-dropping and pompous ramblings, asin his description of how his editor always takes his
calls, he likesto walk along Trump's golf course, he looks out over the lake behind his property at all the
enormous houses, and his "remarkable ability" to work on several projects at once. | think this book has
turned me off of Patterson for awhile, unfortunately. | had his next book on pre-order and cancelled it.

StoryTeller Shannon says

Mildly engaging.



It mostly goes back and forth between Ancient Egypt and the people who would later discover his hidden
tomb.

It also focuses on how Tut was murdered and the turmoil happening during his reign.

OVERALL GRADE: C plus.

Kevin says

I'm half way through with the book and like afew of other reviewers have mentioned.....as soon as | read
how much time and effort went into the researching of this book, my cynical side came out...I'm thinking
don't tell me how much time you put into it but let me gauge that for myself after I'veread it....I'm no
Egyptologist by any stretch but for abook that has been heavily researched it is definitely light on
details...another thing | don't like is when the author places himself within the story....ego, ego & more

| had stopped reading Patterson because | was just so dammed tired of the Dr. Cross super hero and Lyndsay
Boxer and her posse... | was hopeful when | saw his latest book but after half way through, it's more of the
same from Patterson...a book to read on the the bus commuting back and forth to work.

I'm done with this book and yesit is official....| will not read Patterson from here on oui...

Yeah, | can't get over the fact that set aside entire chapters for himself....Get over yourself already.

Kenny says

To say Patterson writes ten books a year is supposed to be a compliment. It shouldn't be.

Obviously, his co-writers do most of the work and | suspect in this case Patterson merely wrote the self-
serving self-descriptive entries and broke the book down into his famous "two page" chapters, because he
thinks his readers are such numbskulls that they cannot concentrate for more than sixty seconds at atime.

He may beright, if you judge his readers by the writer.

Was Tutankhamun murdered? As an afficionado of Egytian history, I'm well aware of the controversy in the
scientific community over this very issue. But Patterson et a. do not resolve the mystery, so be forewarned.
In short, Tut either died by an accident or was murdered by someone in the royal household. That isthe

extent of Patterson's revelation. I'm not kidding.

James Patterson is a pedestrian writer whose books are the literary equivalent of daytime television: you can
skip entire chapters/episodes and not miss athing. In fact, in this case, you can even skip the ending.

I wish I'd skipped the beginning and the middle, too.




Emryssays

The writing in this book is abysmally poor and the historical inaccuracies were astounding. A certain level of
bad writing might be worth overlooking if the plot were especialy strong or if recent findings were revealed,
but the plot isweak and the premise is not based on any archeological findings. This book is advertised as a
nonfiction thriller, but it'sreally afictional non-thriller.

The author begins the book with much pomp about how the material s were thoroughly researched so that the
reconstructed story of Tutankhamun would be accurate and the theory would be sound. He then proceeds to
write insanely bloated, inaccurate sub-Harlequin Romance prose about Ancient Egypt and Howard Carter.
The two timelines are ocassionally interrupted by the author's modern-day soliloquies about how puzzling
everything iswhen one is looking across the lake at one's yacht, thinking about how wesalthy oneis. | realy
don't care about Patterson's yacht or bank account, but | do find Ancient Egypt to be fascinating. Sadly, there
are huge pieces of important information about Tut's life missing from this book, most obviously the
simultaneous name changes of Tutankhaten to Tutankhamun and Ankhesenpaaten to Ankhesenamun. Those
name changes were extremely significant, but Patterson ignores history and instead uses only the names
Tutankhamen and Ankhesenpaaten al ongside each other with no regard for accuracy. Thereisaso no
evidence given for Patterson's relationships between characters, relationships that either vary from historical
evidence or have no historical evidence to back them up.

Such disregard for historical facts is behind Patterson's cheez-whiz of a"murder theory." My incentive for
reading further was to find out what evidence proved his theory, but Patterson never mentioned any
evidence. He never attempted to tie his theory to any evidence of any nature, which astounded me. When
zero evidence is ALL Patterson and his "researcher” come up with after spending thousands of dollars and
yearsdoing HEAVY DUTY RESEARCH, someone owes someone arefund! ThereisaLOT of current
information out there, and none of it isin this book.

If you must read this, check it out from your local public library. But don't be suckered into buying it!

M egan says

This has got to be the most awful book | have read in along time, if not my entirelife. | have never read a
James Patterson book, never had an urge. The only reason | picked this one up was because it sounded
interesting as an historical novel. He bills this book as a 'non-fiction thriller'. Thisis complete and utter
bulls**t. | was a history major in undergrad. | have read PLENTY of non-fiction books. ThisisNOT one of
them. Patterson is making crap up as he goes along. He's making these real people into fictional characters.
It's a huge shame. And there is no 'thriller' anything about thing book. It iswritten on achild'slevel. It's very
simple, the dialogue istoo easy. There are over 100 chaptersin this book and it is not that long. Each chapter
is about 1-3 pages each. Patterson goes as far as making himself a character in this book. That just shows you
how much this books sucks when the author decided to insert himself in it as a self-righteous detective.
Patterson's 'theory' on Tut's death is completely absurd and he shows no evidence of histhesis, even though
he says he studied the history of the boy King extensively. He basically wrote a historical fiction and then at
the end randomly states that thisis my thesis on how Tut died, and it's the truth. | solved the mystery of his
death. Case closed. When there wasn't even a mystery to begin with. For God's sake skip this piece of crap.
It's not worth anyone's time.



Natalie says

Pri?a se izmjenjuje kratkim poglavljimau vrijeme kad je Zivio Tutankamon i u vrijeme kad gaje "traZio" i
otkrio Howard Carter. JoSi dan danas ostaje misterija kako je mladi jedva 18-est godisnji kralj naglo umro.
Patterson smatra da su ga ubili i natome sei bazira pri?a (zarazliku od stvarnosti gdje znanstvenici imaju
tezu da je poginuo "nesretnim slu?ajem"). Budu? daje njegov smrtni neprijatelj bio sve?enik Ay smatra se
dagajeon dao ubiti. Budu? da nakon Tutankhamonove smrti su upravljali kraljevstvom: vezir Ay i
zapovjednik vojske Horemheb. Oba su kasnije bili faraoni; Ay je ozenio Tutankamonovu udovicu
Ankhesenamun (protiv njene volje) i kadamu viSe nije bila potrebna, dao ju je ubiti i bacio ju u rijeku Nil
krokodilima. Nakon njega, faraon je postao Horemheb - joS jedan od velikih egipatskih viadara, koji je
u?inio sve kako bi uni&tio (iz joS nepoznatih razloga) sve tragove Tutankamonove vladavine.

U studenom 1922. godine otkrio je Howard Carter grobnicu nakon mnogo godina frustriraju?h radova u
dolini, kona?no su se pokazal e nekakve stepenice 4. studenog 1922. godine, to?no nasuprot geverne strane
ulaza u grobnicu Ramzesa V1. Sljede? dan stepenice su bile 0?7S?ene i ukazala su se blokiranavrata s
pe?atima drevnih 2uvara Doline kraljeva. 1zatih vratalezalo je arheoloSko otkri?e stolje?a....

U tijeku ?itanja bilo mi je Zao mladog para Tutankamona i Ankesenamun jer se vidi da su se voljeli, bili
miadi i zaljubljeni...Ay je unidtio u grobnicama svaki trag od Ankesenamun (kao danije ni postojala).

Zanimljiva pri?a o zivotima, koja se temelji na ?injenicama; jednog kralja-dje?akai njegovog istraZitelja.
Mislim daje Patterson to mogao i bolje predo?iti (bez daje umetao i svoj dio "sadasnjosti” jer me on kao
takav (kao pisac) i ne zanimau ovoj pri?i!!! ) :))))

Erika says

James Patterson is an arrogant prick and this book isterrible. Terrible, awful, horrible.

Mindy says

| have never read any of Patterson's books. | see them every time| go to thelibrary. They're all over the
freaking book tables at Costco, and he takes up an entire bloody shelf at Borders. My only thought on an
author that produces that many books that quickly is... How could all of his books possibly be that good
without being repetitive?

When | saw thistitle at Costco, | jumped on it immediately. |I've always loved archeology--Egyptian history
was the trigger for my passion. So when | saw abook on King Tut and his "murder," | was excited. Screw
the fact that 1'd sworn to never jump on the Patterson bandwagon. I'm gonna give this guy a chance.

It sucked, to say the least. His opening talks about the extensive research he put into this book, blah blah
blah. That's how the book basically went for me. Blah. Blah. BLAH. His conclusion? What conclusion? |
wish | hadn't wasted the time reading this thing. It was repetitive, it was not "non-fiction" and maybe this guy
isarealy good fiction writer, but he needs to stay away from the truth and facts section. He clearly injected



facts with absolutely no support, and frankly, | thought I'd read it wrong and picked up a historical fiction
novel. After afew of hisridiculously short chapters, | wanted to give up. But | thought, Maybe he redeems
himself.

He doesn't.

Implementing yourself as a detective in a"non-fiction thriller?' Really, James Patterson?

Thank god Costco's return policy is amazing.

Charlie says

UNBELIEVABLE. Theworst book I've ever read in my life. Laughably bad. Thisidiot thinks he was the
first to consider that Tutankhamen may have been assassinated, and that he alone has "solved" his murder. |
mean | don't think he ACTUALLY believesthat, but | do think he believesit's easy as hell fool adultsinto
believing that. Which by the way, is fucking insulting. It's painfully obvious that he considers his adult
audience to be dumb as fuck. There are amillion "chapters" in this shitty book, but why one chapter ends
and another beginsis very often incomprehensible. There are more than a few instances of a chapter ending
in the middle of a scene, and then the very next chapter beginning EXACTLY where the last |eft off, with no
discernible reason for the break. Most every chapter isliterally only about 2-4 pages long, and in between
each oneis a chapter heading that takes up about half a page. | also noticed that Patterson or possibly his
editors, ended each chapter as early or high-up on the page as possible, and the font is fucking huge, and his
sentences and paragraphs are incredibly simple and short, so the thing reads almost as quick as Everybody
Poops, despite being 350 pages. Except it's oh so very adult, with lots and lots of disgusting underage sister-
fucking that Patterson tries to portray as romantic. Patterson also finds away to write himfuckingself into the
book as a heroic scholarly history buff, who does a buttload of research trying to crack the case. But oh yeah,
actually all he did was attend 2 Tut museum exhibitions. He admits that he's not really that interested in Tut,
what redlly interests him isthat so many others are. I've never read any other Patterson shit and don't plan to.
The guy isaturd, and ajoke. He's ajoketurd. Fuck him.

Anne says

Never trust a"non-fiction" without footnotes.

Christopher Saunderssays

James Patterson is a perfectly serviceable writer of thrillers and police procedurals. What on Earth possessed
him to write abook billing itself as a"nonfiction thriller"? This wretched book, which parallels the short,
unhappy reign of King Tutankhamen with Howard Carter's discovery of histomb, makes obnoxious
pretenses to fastidious accuracy ("fake nothing, even a bee sting" Patterson implores in his introduction), yet
the actual book offers athin, lazy caricature of real events. Besides building a story around the (mostly
discredited) idea of Tut's murder by political enemies, Patterson plumps his narrative with cardboard
characterizations and lame invented dialogue that bears less resemblance to Ancient Egypt than a' Y ummy
Mummy cereal box. My favorite howler wasn't the Egyptian nobles joking about their divine status or the



Pharaoh enduring jibes at hisimpotence, but a mean teacher telling grade school Tut to "sit down and
practice your hieroglyphs." As historical fiction this would be bad enough; as a book pretending to be history
it'sinexcusable.

Laura says

| dways have to remind myself after reading a James Patterson book that | have never liked any of his books
so | should stop trying to read them! This book is supposed to be nonfiction and Patterson goes on about how
he did so much research for this book, more than he has ever done for any other book. However, none of this
research is evident. No footnotes, no end notes, no sources. He also mentions that his assistant did the bulk of
the research (so not sure why he claimsin other places he did the research). It's too bad, because it would be
interesting to find out from actual academics and Egyptologists why there is the belief that King Tut was
murdered. Patterson said he had a hunch - not sure that a hunch is enough evidence to claim that King Tut
was actually murdered. Patterson also mentions that he was working on afew other projects while writing
this book. | have to say that is pretty obvious because he repeats sentences only pages apart (I'm talking word
for word). And also, making paragraphs one sentence long and chapters only 2 or 3 pageslong is super
annoying. Again, | really wanted to like this book because it sounded so intriguing, but | was definitely
disappointed.

Gabrielle says

Thisisthelast time | borrow a book from the library based only on its subject matter before checking
goodreads first, that's for sure.

Though | put this book in my nonfiction shelf because that's how the library sortsiit, this book is actually
historical fiction. And | use the term historical loosely. Though the author might want usto believe he
single-handedly solved the mystery of King Tut's death, hislevel of research indicates he did far less than
that. | do not consider myself well-read in the field of egyptology, but even | could see that some things were
imagined, inaccurate or plain wrong.

The writing itself is not helping this book's case: the phrasing is awkward, the historical "reenactments’ are
incredibly painful to read, stilted and fake and the short chapter length is annoying. The self-congratulating
sections where the author describes his own work were thankfully short, at least in the audiobook. There
were till unnecessary. The audio wasin itself aflaw, as the narrator's voice did not fit most of the
characters.

Unfortunately, this book is not even entertaining in itsfailings. It was a pain to get through and a waste of
time. Hopefully the next nonfiction audiobook | borrow will be better. It would be extremely difficult to find
worse.




