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    The “Neo-Temperate Zone” (the “real” Fertile Crescent) is where the Sumerian, Egyptian, Minoan, Indian and Chinese civilizations emerged after the destruction of Atlantis.

  


   


   


   


  For Haida Gwaii


   


  Table of Contents


  Title Page


  Copyright


  Dedication


  Preface


  Atlantis of the “True Ocean” (1976)


  Map of Atlantis as Antarctica (1977)


  Some Implications of the Earth Science Revolution (1977)


  Corresponding with Hapgood (1977)


  Does the Earth’s Crust Shift? (1993)


  When the Sky Fell (1995)


  The World Seen From Atlantis (1996)


  Earth Crust Displacement, Hapgood and Einstein (1996)


  Earth Crust Displacement & the Philosophy of Science (1997)


  The Atlantis Blueprint (2000 & 2001)


  The Haida and the Sumerians


  Atlantis Beneath the Ice (2012)


  Killing Moses (2014)


  Who was Moses’s father? (2014)


  Levi and Aaron, Dinah and Miriam (2014)


  Coming Upon the Story (2014)


  The Magician Balaam (2014)


  The Most Enigmatic Ice Sheet (2017)


  Ancient Highways (2017)


  The Speed of Light Code


  Notes


  
    



    Preface


    History can reveal in unforgiving detail the glories and the warts of its actors. It can also conceal - through assassination, looted archives, letters set aflame - the truth. The lens through which we view the past is never frozen in position. Original research can melt false assumptions, releasing new streams of investigation. 


    Fresh insights can remove our blinkers about the past and widen the perspective with which we approach the future. FROM ATLANTIS TO THE PROMISED LAND: PAPERS FROM THE FLEM-ATH FILES: 1976-2017 offers the results of more than forty years of diving into the deepest lakes of humanity’s forgotten legacy to forge a new picture of ancient history that we believe resolves many tantalizing mysteries.


    Our adventure tracking the history of the Ancients began in 1976. It was then that we discovered a US Naval map of the world that placed Antarctica at its epicenter. When we compared this 20th century map to Plato’s description of Atlantis we were fascinated to discover that his 5th century BC account of the geography of the lost continent fit the modern map of Antarctica like a glove. And so, we were hooked on one of the most fascinating of all mysteries. That fascination culminated in the January 1995 publication of WHEN THE SKY FELL: IN SEARCH OF ATLANTIS.[1]


    Our study of the legend of Atlantis was also informed by a deep appreciation of the value of legends and myths that are still held sacred by many First Nations around the world. These tales shine a powerful light into corners of human knowledge too often arrogantly dismissed and ignored.  


    It was the pioneering work of Charles H. Hapgood (1904-1982) that provided the insights that initially fueled the engine of our quest. His work represents a powerful paradigm shift. Primarily through his theory of earth crust displacement. The idea that the earth’s outer shell or crust periodically displaces provides the mechanism that explains how Atlantis was transformed into Antarctica. It is a theory that caught the imagination and enthusiastic support of Albert Einstein. 


    Twenty-two years later Hapgood encouraged Rand to dig deeper into his own original research. They were both rewarded by Rand’s discovery that the theory of earth crust displacement could resolve numerous long-standing unsolved problems in various disciplines of science. One of the most significant was an explanation for the sudden, global rise of agriculture at the end of the last ice age (circa 9,600 BC when Atlantis perished). In 1981 Rand published in the scientific literature using the theory of earth crust displacement to provide ‘A Global Model for the Origins of Agriculture.’[2]


    WHEN THE SKY FELL revealed the transformation of Atlantis into Antarctica. It traced the renowned story not only from Plato (who first wrote about Atlantis) but through worldwide mythology. Others called the lost continent by different names but the story remained essentially identical: an island paradise is destroyed during a flood. Many of the ‘lost island paradise’ myths mentioned polar features. One speaking of a ‘dire winter’ that covered the island paradise in a thick blanket of snow and ice. 


    The second door of critical research that Hapgood opened was the detailed study, in his 1966 book, MAPS OF THE ANCIENT SEA KINGS, of ancient maps. These ice-free maps of Antarctica depicting subglacial features lent strength to our conviction that Antarctica has a far older history than is appreciated. Our original research into ancient maps includes our discovery that the 1665 Kircher map of Atlantis is a remarkably accurate depiction of a modern ice-free Antarctic.  And there are some new things to say about the map that started it all – the Piri Re’is Map.


    Most of our research and non-fiction writing has revolved around our key obsessions of Atlantis, earth crust displacement and the location of sacred sites around the globe in a pattern that we came to call THE ATLANTIS BLUEPRINT. But during the last decade we’ve been drawn to the rich history and colorful characters who inhabit the early chapters of the BIBLE and their intricate connection with Jewish folklore. 


    Just as mythology and legends provide the key to the enigma of a lost civilization we believe that folklore unlocks the secrets to another compelling ancient mystery: the enigmatic life of the prophet Moses.


    Sigmund Freud (1856-1939) believed that Moses was killed and replaced by an imposter. He concealed his findings – research he’d worked on for most of his adult life - for decades; fearing that his conclusions were far too radical for the times. Only after he left Nazi-occupied Austria and was safely in London did he reveal the implications of his forty-year excavation of the dark side of the prophet. He believed that the original Moses was born and raised in Egypt and was indoctrinated into a secret cult of monotheism. Freud argued that the second Moses was an imposter who, unlike the original mild-mannered, peace-loving man, was possessed of the necessary ruthless streak to lead a nation. Freud never identified this ‘second’ Moses.


     


    Like Freud, the authors believe that two people took the name Moses. Wending through Jewish folklore are the clues to the identity of the ‘second’ Moses. He was an Egyptian-trained magician; a talented impersonator who pulled off one of the most successful coups in history. Who was he? What drove him to commit his crimes? And how did he get away with it? KILLING MOSES brings to life the real, complex man behind the famous story of Moses and introduces his secret assassin – the magician, Reuel. A cunning and talented conjuror who profoundly changed history by guiding the Children of Israel to the Promised Land. Our introduction to Reuel is featured in the second half of FROM ATLANTIS TO THE PROMISED LAND. 


    We’d like to thank our readers and as writers and librarians say to the next generation of researchers,


    Be wary of censorship by bullies – wherever you find them. Don’t be afraid to boldly rethink accepted paradigms. And celebrate the privilege of living in an age when the tools of exploration are all around us.

  


   


  
    Atlantis of the “True Ocean” [3](1976)


    Randy Fleming [4]


    


    Map 1.[5]


    “Atlantis, the legendary lost continent of antiquity, has haunted men’s minds for countless centuries. This lost and fascinating continent may lie beneath our own vast, frozen, and little known continent of Antarctica!


    Our search for Atlantis was led astray as long ago as Plato’s time. Plato records the first known reference to Atlantis. Its location is described as being in the ‘true ocean’. Pre-satellite generations have assumed this ocean to be the Atlantic. Viewed from a satellite perspective, the Earth has but one true ocean and the continent of Antarctica is in its center. (see Map 1). I will show that the lost continent of Atlantis and the not so lost continent of Antarctica are one and the same.


    Plato’s fame as a philosopher may one day be matched with his fame as an archivist, for it is through him that we have the earliest known account of the history of Atlantis. During a visit to Egypt in about 600 B.C., Solon (an ancestor of Plato) had the opportunity to converse with Psonchis who was the most learned of the Egyptian priests. He spoke to Solon of a time 9,000 years precious when a great and wonderful power ruled over much of the world. When Solon returned to Greece, he took back the story of Atlantis. Much later (355 B.C.) Plato wrote the story down in two dialogues (‘Timaeus’ and ‘Critias’). These two dialogues constitute the first known records of the legend of Atlantis.


    It is in Plato’ dialogue of ‘Timaeus’ that we get a description (as told to Solon by Psonchis) of the location of the lost continent of Atlantis. This description has been misread time and time again by pre-satellite generations. Let us now re-read it with a satellite perspective.


    ‘… This power [of Atlantis][6] had landed on the Atlantic coast, for in those days the Atlantic was navigable from an island [continent] situated to the west of the straits which you call the Pillars of Hercules: [by west, Psonchis means beyond the known limit of Greek westward travel, which at that time was the Strait of Gibraltar or here called the Pillars of Hercules. This is where the traditional theory of an Atlantic Atlantis goes astray.] The island was larger than Libya [North Africa] and Asia [Middle East] put together [compare to Antarctica] and from it could be reached other islands, and from the islands you might pass through the opposite continent, which surrounded the true ocean; for this sea [Mediterranean] which is within the columns of Hercules is only a harbour, having a narrow entrance, but the other is the real sea, and the surrounding land may be most truly called a continent. Now, the island was called Atlantis and was the heart of a great and wonderful empire, which had rule over the whole island and several others, …’


    From this same legend comes the dramatic account of the sinking of Atlantis beneath the sea about 9,600 B.C. or 11,600 years ago.”


    …


    The massive melting that occurred with the retreat of the last Ice Age may have had far more profound ramifications than we now attribute to it! The resulting deluge may account for the sinking of Atlantis. The idea that a flood or Deluge occurred in ancient times is supported by numerous legends from all corners of the world. 


    …


    [Mention is given to Ignatius Donnelly’s Atlantis: The Antediluvian World and Charles Hapgood’s Maps of the Ancient Sea Kings.] I took my interdisciplinary approach to Atlantis from Donnelly. From Hapgood I showed the Oronteus Finaeus Map (1513) (Map 2 of the article) of Antarctica and compared it (as Hapgood did) to a modern map of Antarctica (Map 3 of the article) showing dozens of locations where the old and modern maps matched.  I also showed the Philippe Bauche Map (1737) (Map 4 of the article) accurately depicted the fact that Antarctica possessing “more than one land mass.” I then showed an ice-free map of Antarctica (Map 5 of the article) from Hapgood’s book, writing: “The fact that Antarctica is more than one land mass was ‘first’ established in 1958 when seismic surveys showed its true shape.” The last page of the article showed:


    


    “This map of Atlantis from Athanasius Kircher’s Mundus Subterraneous (1644) differs from most maps in that it shows south as up and north as down. In Plato’s dialogue ‘Critias’ Atlantis is described as the ‘centre of the world’. If we take a globe in our hands so that Antarctica is in the center and south is up, then we can make sense of this map. Kircher was a famous German Jesuit priest who made contributions to the sciences of archaeology and the study of hieroglyphics. Perhaps if Kircher had had a satellite perspective and knowledge of Antarctica then he might have understood the true location of Atlantis. 


    [7]

  


  
    
Map of Atlantis as Antarctica [8](1977)


    Randy and Rosemary Fleming[9]


    [10]


    This map shows the land masses of the Earth as they were 11,600 years ago (9,600 B.C.). Notice the unity of the world’s oceans forming what oceanographers call the ‘World Ocean’. At this time in the Earth’s history the World Ocean was lower in level and many lands which are today separated are in this map joined. The World Ocean is encircled by what we call the ‘World Continent’ (Afro-Euro-Asia-America). Notice also the true shape of Antarctica as it has been recently revealed by seismic surveys.[11] The dotted area of North Africa represents the ancient Greek’s concept of the land they called ‘Libya’ in the time of Solon (6th century B.C.). The crosses represent the Greek’s ‘Asia’. The red dot[12] is their ‘pillars of Hercules’ and is today’s ‘Strait of Gibraltar’.


    Compare the above map with the first known written account of the island continent of Atlantis. The account appears in Plato’s dialogue of “Timaeus”. In the dialogue an Egyptian priest gives an account to one of Plato’s ancestors (Solon) of the Empire of Atlantis as it existed in the approximate year 9,600 BC.


    (At that time beyond the pillars of Hercules) …” there lay an island which was larger than Libya and Asia together; and it was possible for the travelers of that time to cross from it [Atlantis] to the other islands, and from these islands to the whole of the continent over against them which encompasses that veritable ocean. For all that we have here, lying within the mouth of which we speak, [the Mediterranean Sea] is evidently a haven having a narrow entrance; but that yonder is a real ocean, and the land surrounding it may most rightly be called, in the fullest and truest sense, a continent.” [brackets and underlining added].


    We feel justified in claiming that this is an accurate description of our planet as it existed 11,600 years ago. Furthermore, we claim that this is the first accurate description of Antarctica. We believe that Atlantis is in fact not myth the continent of Antarctica.

  


  
    
Some Implications of the Earth Science Revolution upon our understanding of the Peoples of the Last Ice Age[13] (1977)

  


  
    Randy and Rosemary Fleming [14]


    This paper will present for the first time some of the startling implications which can be drawn from an analysis of what we call “the earth science revolution”. Specifically, we are concerned with the events which occurred to human populations during the close of the last ice age. In order to fully appreciate the implications of some of these events we must begin by reviewing the contemporary theories which constitute “the earth science revolution”.


    During the course of his life, the great physicist Albert Einstein received many unsolicited paper with accompanying request for Einstein’s opinion. As Einstein himself wrote[15] most of these theories contained little scientific worth. However, in the mid 1950s Einstein received an original idea which he said ‘electrified me”.[16] The theory was by Charles H. Hapgood and James H. Campbell, and it later appeared in the Yale Scientific Magazine. The title of the paper was “Effect of Polar Ice on the Crust of the Earth”.[17] Einstein later wrote the preface to the first edition of Hapgood’s book entitled the Earth’s Shifting Crust and his preface is an excellent capsule version of the basic theory. Einstein wrote in the preface:


    “A great many empirical data indicate that at each point of the earth’s surface that has been carefully studied, many climatic changes have taken place, apparently quite suddenly. This, according to Hapgood, is explicable if the virtual rigid outer crust of the earth undergoes, from time to time, extensive displacement over the viscous, plastic, possibly fluid inner layers. Such displacements may take place as a consequence of comparatively slight force exerted on the crust, derived from the earth’s momentum of rotation, which in turn will tend to alter the axis of rotation of the earth’s crust.”[18]


    And later in the same preface Einstein wrote:


    “I think that this rather astonishing, even fascinating, idea deserves the serious attention of anyone who concerns himself with the theory of the earth’s development.”[19]


    In the 1958 book entitled the Earth’s Shifting Crust, Hapgood proposed that the accumulated centrifugal force generated by the unsymmetrical ice packs of the poles caused enough momentum to displace the earth’s crust. In his revised edition of this book entitled the Path of the Pole, (1970) Hapgood proposed a different ‘cause’ for the displacement which he so richly documents. In this revised edition Hapgood argues that internal earth mechanics were the cause of the displacement. This paper is not primarily concerned with the ‘cause’ of the displacement, but rather with the results upon human population following the event.


    Of the previous North Pole Hapgood writes:


    “During the last glaciation in North America the pole appears to have stood in Hudson Bay, approximately in Latitude 60ᵒ North and Longitude 83ᵒ West. It seems to have shifted to its present site in the middle of the Arctic Ocean in a gradual motion that began 18,000 or 17,000 years ago and was completed by about 12,000 years ago.” 


    For reason which become apparent we will present here the movement of the South Pole. Included in the following map is the true shape of Antarctica as it has now been revealed by seismic surveys.” [20]


    [21]


    Interestingly enough, the area intersected by the two circles is in fact the area of thickest ice on Antarctica. [22] This is true, despite the fact that this same area currently receives the lowest annual snowfall. [23] Notice also the large area of the continent which was not in the last Antarctic Circle. This land lay in a Temperate Zone. Inside the previous Antarctic Circle there must have existed a huge floating ice pack in the Indian Ocean southwest of Australia. When the displacement of the earth’s crust occurred this ice pack was moved to warmer climatic zones. The resulting ‘deluge’ must have destroyed the majority of the peoples and animals who were living on the land masses which now constitute our continental shelves. For the survivors the event was so literally ‘earth shaking’ that even today legends persist of an event that in fact occurred approximately 12,000 years ago.


    To more fully understand some of the implications of this event we must now turn to another earth science. It is an important point that oceanographers now view the world’s oceans as one. The importance of this point will become apparent but first we must quote an introductory text:


    “The concept of the world ocean held by a marine scientist is somewhat different than that of the layman. All of us learn in grade school to identify the names and placement of the continents and oceans. This exercise reveals that the oceans completely surround the land mass, but it is slightly misleading because it suggests that the oceans are separated geographically. From an oceanographer’s point of view, the emphasis should be on a world ocean that is completely intercommunicating. This body of water extends from the Arctic to the Antarctic; although it is forced to twist its way around the continental masses and forms distinct basins (each of which possesses a name), all of the basins are connected.” [24]


    The following map includes the World Ocean and the position of the poles. The southern hemisphere perspective in intentional. In the map, land masses are joined as they were approximately 12,000 years ago. 


    [25]


    Notice also the land surrounding the World Ocean. We call this land the “World Continent”, for at this time in the earth’s development the continents of Africa, Europe, Asia, North America and South America, were geographically united. From this perspective of the southern hemisphere the World Continent surrounds the World Ocean at this time.


    Compare this map with the following account which appears in the works of one of Greece’s most noted philosophers, Plato. In Timaeus, Plato wrote of a conversation between his ancestor Solon and an Egyptian priest of the city of Sais, in the approximate year of 600 BC. The priest spoke of ‘sacred writings’ which recorded a time before the deluge, 9,000 years previous (9,600 BC or approximately 12,000 years ago). That long ago the records report of an island which lay beyond the Strait of Gibraltar:


    “… which was larger that Libya [North Africa] and Asia [the Middle East] together; and it was possible for the travellers of that time to cross from it to other islands, and from the islands to the whole of the continents over against them which encompasses that veritable ocean. For all that we have here, lying within the mouth of which we speak, [the Mediterranean Sea] is evidently a haven having a narrow entrance; but yonder is a real ocean and the land surrounding it may rightly be called, in the fullest and truest sense, a continent.” [26] [brackets explain terms as they were understood at the time of the conversation: (see footnote 12) Underlined terms are added.]


    And later in the same dialogue:


    “… there occurred portentous earthquakes and floods, and one grievous day and night befell them, … and the island of Atlantis … was swallowed by the sea ….” [27]


    We believe the first implication of this ‘earth science revolution’ is the physical evidence which supports our claim that Atlantis did in fact exist. We believe that the account given in Timaeus is an accurate southern hemisphere ‘global’ view of the planet as it did in fact exist approximately 12,000 years ago. Further, we believe that the previous Temperate Zone of Antarctica was capable of supporting human populations. We believe Antarctic was our presently little understood continent of Antarctica. In addition, we believe that Atlantis was an advanced civilization which possessed an accurate geographic view of our planet. To this last point we present the following proofs:


    
      	The Timaeus account accurately identifies the existence of an island continent.


      	The account accurately identifies the islands which in fact do exist between Antarctica and the World Continent (the ‘modern’ world learned of these islands only in 1958).


      	The size of the island continent approximates Antarctica. [28]


      	The account speaks of a veritable or real ocean (this is current opinion among oceanographers). 


      	The account relates an accurate southern hemispheric perspective of a World Continent surrounding the World Ocean.


      	The account records the earthquakes which must have in fact occurred when the earth’s crust was displaced.


      	The account records the floods which destroyed vast areas of the world (as in fact they did).


      	From two ancient sources we learn more of the priest who spoke to Solon. From Plutarch we learn that Solon received the story of Atlantis from one of Egypt’s most learned priests by the name of Sonchis.[29] From Clement of Alexandria we learn that Sonchis was the instructor to Pythagoras.[30] This is of interest because Pythagoras is commonly regarded as the first person to believe that the earth is a sphere. [31] In addition, Pythagoras is commonly thought by Antarctica historians as the first theorizer of that continent. [32]


      	We believe that the accurate maps that exist of Antarctica and the world which appear in Hapgood’s second book entitled Maps of the Ancient Sea Kings are further physical evidence of an advanced civilization in Antarctica. These maps show features which have only recently come to light. This book is sub-titled “Evidence of Advance Civilization in the Ice Age. [33]

    


    We now come to the following implication of the earth science revolution on our understanding of the peoples of the last ice age:


    
      	Evidence supports legends of a ‘deluge’ 12,000 years ago.


      	An advanced civilization perished with little surviving record of its existence.


      	Hapgood records that earth crust displacement has occurred more than 200 times and this therefore argues for the following actions:

    


    
      	Ban on underground nuclear explosions.


      	Establishment of permanent self-sufficient space colonies.

    


    In conclusion we can only wish that scientists throughout the world might critically review their concepts of pre-history and present physical evidence supporting or rejecting the arguments presented here and in the works of Charles H. Hapgood.

  


  [34]


  
    
Corresponding with Hapgood (1977)


    Our adventure with the study of ancient maps began in the summer of 1977 when Charles Hapgood replied to an article we wrote outlining our belief that Antarctica was once the site of Atlantis. We’d concluded that Hapgood's theory of earth crust displacement was the missing link that could unravel the mystery of the lost island continent. Charles replied:


    August 3rd, 1977


    Dear Rose and Rand,


    I am astonished and delighted by your article which arrived here today. Believe it or not, it is the first truly scientific exploration of my work that has ever been done. You have found evidence for crust displacement that I did not find. 


    However, it would seem that you are not aware of a book I published in 1966 entitled Maps of the Ancient Sea Kings. Since you are considering presenting your article to the Royal Geographical Society (of which I was a member until I stopped paying my dues), you should examine this book, and I am mailing a copy of it to you. 


    What I found, after long research, was that many maps considered of medieval or Renaissance origin are in fact copies of copies of maps drawn in very remote antiquity, and among them is one showing a deglacial Antarctica. I was able to solve the projections of these maps with the help of a mathematician, and have them confirmed by the Cartographic staff of the Strategic Air Command at Westover Air Force Base in Massachusetts. …


    Let me congratulate you on the work you have done!


    


    Charles H. Hapgood


    A week later a copy of Maps of the Ancient Sea Kings arrived. Far from dampening our enthusiasm for the idea that Atlantis may have once been Antarctica, the book had the opposite effect. We concluded that the ancient maps of sub-glacial Antarctica provided stunning evidence in support of our theory.

  


  
    
Does the Earth’s Crust Shift? (1993)[35]


    Rand Flem-Ath


    On the 25th of December, 1990, geologists Barrie McKelvey and David Harwood were working 1,830 meters above sea-level and 400 kilometres (250 miles) from the South Pole on the lonely island continent of Antarctica. On this Christmas day, Santa really delivered. The geologists discovered fossils from a deciduous southern beech forest dating from between two and three million years ago. The geologists’ surprise was complete as it had always been assumed that Antarctica had been within the Antarctic Circle for as much as fifty million years.


    The former Antarctic beech forest suggests rates of change that are incompatible with the gradual movements of the earth’s crust assumed by plate tectonics. The movement of the earth’s crust in relation to its various plates is far too slow for Antarctica to move from the polar zone within three million years. We need an additional whole earth theory to solve this problem.


    The idea of “rapid polar wandering” is a whole earth theory that can makes sense of the Antarctic discoveries. Rapid polar wandering assumes a movement of the whole lithosphere (crust) relative to the earth’s axis. This kind of movement may be abrupt, thrusting different lands into and out of polar regions, temperate zones and the tropics. Such a movement could bring warmer climates to Antarctica within thousands rather than millions of years.


    In 1965, Stephen Jay Gould argued that we could not exclude the idea of rapid polar wandering simply by repeating gradualist assumptions: “Surely it is preferable to judge this proposal on its own merit rather than by reference to a preconceived idea of nature’s course.” Unexpectedly, Gould’s challenge was taken up by a scientist who discovered physical evidence for rapid polar wander on Mars.


    In the December 1985 issue of Scientific American, Peter H. Schultz explained a series of anomalies on the surface of Mars by assuming that the planet’s crust had undergone an abrupt displacement. “…the Martian equivalent of plate tectonics might simply be the movement of the entire lithosphere, the solid outer portion of the planet, as one plate.” This movement took place “… in rapid spurts followed by long pauses.”


    To support the idea of rapid polar wandering on Mars, Schultz examined the planet’s crater impacts. Impacts within the polar zones have characteristic crater signatures only at the poles. Schultz scanned the planet in search of craters exhibiting “polar” features outside the polar zones. Schultz found two such areas. “These zones are antipodal: they are on opposite faces of the planet. The deposits show many of the processes and characteristics of today’s poles, but they lie near the present-day equator.”


    Schultz’s “antipodal” argument for rapid polar wandering on Mars can also be used when we look at the Earth. The dominate feature of our planet’s poles is the lop-sided placement of the ice caps. In the northern hemisphere most of the ice lies in one area: central Greenland. On the other side of the planet, a great ice sheet rests on the eastern half of Antarctica. Central Greenland’s ice sheet is antipodal to the one on eastern Antarctica. Both ice sheets are lop-sided relative to the planet’s axis. How did this odd placement of the ice sheets come about? One simple idea is to assume that the earth’s crust, like its Martian cousin, may have abruptly shifted. If so, then the ice sheets on central Greenland and East Antarctica may represent those areas that remained in the polar zones both before and after the displacement of the earth’s crust. They may be remnants of former polar conditions.


    The idea of rapid polar wandering on Earth was extensively explored by one man in the 1950s through to 1970. Charles H. Hapgood (1904-1983) thought the term “rapid polar wandering” was awkward and unnecessarily wedded to the assumptions of the gradualists. He called the phenomena “earth crust displacement”. In 1953, he sent his preliminary findings to Albert Einstein (1879-1955). On the 8th of May, Einstein replied:


    “I thank you very much for the manuscript that you sent me on May 3rd. I find your arguments very impressive and have the impression that your hypothesis is correct. One can hardly doubt that significant shifts of the crust of the earth have taken place repeatedly and within a short time. The empirical material you have compiled would hardly permit another interpretation.”


    During the last years of his life, Einstein continued to be consulted by Hapgood. Hapgood’s two books on the subject have been largely ignored by the scientific community but the recent work on Martian crustal displacement coupled with the fossil finding on Antarctica breathes new life into the theory.


    Using geomagnetic evidence, Hapgood was able to determine the location of the earth’s crust as it was before the last displacement. This allows us to revisit the Earth as it was 11,600 years ago. The following maps reveal the climatic upheaval of the last earth crust displacement. (see Maps 1-2)


      [36]


    Map 1.


      [37]


    Map 2.


    The “Inter-Polar” zone (Blue) encapsulates the two areas of the Earth’s surface that were within the Arctic Circle and the Antarctic Circle both before and after the last earth crust displacement. These areas, central Greenland in the north and eastern Antarctica in the south, contain the bulk of our planet’s glaciation. The world’s largest ice sheets are antipodal and lop-sided relative to the Earth’s axis because the earth’s crust periodically is displaced. No other theory has yet been put forward which is capable of explaining the geography of our planet’s glaciation.


    The “Neo-Polar” (Green) region is, as the name implies, an area which has only recently been thrust into the icy confines of the Earth’s Polar regions. Not surprisingly, these regions contain the shallowest ice sheets with the Arctic and Antarctica Circles.


    In north eastern Siberia, Russian scientists have encountered the frozen remains of mammoths. One site in particular has a long and rich history. The New Siberian Islands are in the Arctic Ocean, north of Siberia and in the Neo-Polar zone. Charles H. Hapgood wrote of these now barren islands: “There the remains of mammoths and other animals are most numerous of all. There Baron Toll, the Arctic explorer, found the remains of a sabretooth-tiger, and a fruit tree that had been ninety feet tall when it was standing.”


    The “Paleo-Polar” (Turquoise)  region in the northern hemisphere is the area that was freed from the Arctic Circle following the last displacement. This area contains vast lakes, the melted remnants of the former ice sheet that once crowned North America. 


    ~ ~ ~


    In the southern hemisphere, the Paleo-Polar zone is in the South Indian Ocean and the remains of the ice sheet that once lay here can be found on Heard Island (53S 73E) with its dome of ice.


    The last earth crust displacement took place at the end of the last ice age, approximately 11,600 years ago. This period is highly significant in archaeology because it coincides with the sudden, global emergence of agriculture, late Pleistocene extinctions and the peopling of America. Like worldwide glaciation patterns, and the movement of vegetation formations, each of these long-standing problems becomes clearer when viewed through the lens of the crustal displacement idea.


    Throughout the earth’s history there have been a series of mass extinctions, the most recent of which are being caused by mankind’s eco-destruction. Eleven and a half thousand years ago, millions of animals perished in a grand circle of death that corresponds directly with the direction of the crust’s motion. The areas where there were great latitude changes, such as North and South America and Siberia, experience massive extinctions. Those lands which experience very little latitude change, such as Europe, Africa and New Zealand, escaped the worst of the mass extinctions. Elephants and rhinos vanished from North America but survived in Africa because of greater latitude changes in the New World. The grassy flora that once provided food for mammoths in Siberia disappeared when the Earth’s crust shifted. With them went the mammoths, cave lions and cave hyenas that once flourished there. It was the destruction of the ecology that brought about the extinction but it was the movement of the Earth’s crust which shattered the ecology.


    Like the problem of mass extinctions in palaeontology, the sudden, global rise of agriculture shortly after 9,600 B.C. is one of the oldest problems in archaeology. Why did different people, on different continents, and using different plants, suddenly begin to experiment with agriculture at the same time? Several theories have been advanced to explain this problem, with such factors as climatic change, population pressure and sea-level changes but none of the theories have been able to explain the timing and geography of agricultural origins. Both the “where” and the “when” aspects of agricultural origins becomes clear with the use of the crustal displacement hypothesis.


    First, it should be remembered that until 9,600 B.C., humanity was, for hundreds of thousands of years, dependent upon hunting and gathering for subsistence. Anthropologists have long held that the change to agriculture must have been caused by some kind of crisis. There are strong cultural and status motives for retaining hunting and gathering and for resisting the immobility that accompanies dependence on agriculture. Agriculture’s sudden and simultaneous emergence is a puzzle.


    The sudden shift of the Earth’s crust presented humanity (and all of life) with a crisis of monumental dimensions. In the “Inter-Temperate” region (Tan in Maps 1 and 3) climatic change was significant but hunters and gatherers could follow the migrating animals and retain their time-honoured hunting and gathering means of survival. The earth crust displacement theory of agricultural origins does not expect any early (11,600 to 9,000 B.P.) agricultural experiments to occur in the Inter-Temperate zone at all, despite the fact that today these lands supply the bulk of the world’s food supply.


    The situation in the “Neo-Temperate” zone, however, was extremely favourable to agricultural origins. Here, temperate-adapted plants and animals migrated into a formerly tropical region from an inter-temperate zone. As they crossed this ecological threshold, there must have been great abundance. This increased productivity for temperate adapted plants and animals allowed humans to become sedentary. The people settled down to enjoy the new abundance and by abandoning their mobility they were inadvertedly setting the stage for agriculture. The Sumerian (Mesopotamia), Egyptian, Namaza (Central Asia), the Harappan (Indus Valley), Minoan (Crete), and Chinese civilizations all emerged in the Neo-Temperate Zone. (see Orange Map 1)


    When we turn to tropical agricultural origins, we find that these began in areas of the globe that were midway between the current and former position of the equator. (Red on Map 2) The early experiments with potatoes in the highlands of the Andes near Lake Titicaca have their antipodal counterpart at Spirit Cave in the highlands of Thailand. Both developments occurred at approximately the same time using different plants. The highlands of Ethiopia were also midway between the current and former path of the equator (technically speaking it was the crust that move, not the equator). (Red Map 2)


    The situation in the “Neo-Tropical” area was entirely different from the Neo-Temperate. Movement from the Inter-Temperate zone into the Neo-Tropical region was restricted because what was needed was tropical not temperate plants. In one of the Neo-Tropical zones, Mexico (Yellow in Map 1) agriculture did finally develop but in the other, northern Australia it didn’t arrive until the colonization by Europeans. The presence of mountains may have been the deciding factor. A change of 1,500 feet can cool the temperature by 5 degrees F. In northern Mexico, mountains higher than this allowed plants that were at sea-level to migrate upwards as the temperature warmed. Plants from Arizona, for example, may have been able to migrate to higher elevations in northern Mexico once the Earth’s crust shifted but in Australia, there were no mountains and consequently no agriculture. The earth crust displacement theory allows for the possibility that agriculture could have emerged independently in southern Africa where mountains (like Mexico) could have supplied the necessary plants.


    It was also possible for agriculture to develop in the Paleo-Polar region of North America but this would have to have taken place much later to allow for the melting of the ice. The earth crust displacement theory of agricultural origins can be seen in the following Table. (see Table 1.)


    


    Table 1.


    So far we have seen how the idea of a sudden shift in the Earth’s crust can account for anomalies in glaciation patterns, North American vegetation formations, worldwide extinction rates and agricultural origins. Now we can turn back the clock to 9,600 B.C. and see how humans may have entered the Americas. The peopling of America is the central archaeological problem of American prehistory.


    Prior to the earth crust displacement, North America was situated in a different relation to the Earth’s axis. From the perspective of Washington state, for instance, what it today east was then almost due north. Seen from Seattle, at 9,600 B.C., Alaska, Beringia and Siberia were to the west, California to the east and Hawaii to the south. The sun appeared to rise from the direction of Mexico and set in the direction of Alaska. The Pacific Northwest coast of America was, 11,600 years ago, the SOUTHERN coast of the continent. Given these orientations, the problem of the peopling of America can be seen in an entirely different light. (see Map 3).


      [38]


     Map 3.


    People could migrate from Siberia to Alaska across the Beringia sub-continent (Orange) while moving EAST. Most of this area was outside the Arctic Circle prior to 9,600 B.C. and this explains why all of Beringia, much of Alaska and parts of the British Columbian coast was ice-free, while, at the same time, New England lay under a thick blanket of ice. Seen in this light, arrival in America is not the complicated process assumed in most archaeological models.


    The ice-free corridor, (Tan) long regarded as the most favoured pathway to America, would seem to be a much less attractive route to America than the Alaskan and British Columbian coasts. To get to the ice-free corridor, people would have to travel towards the North Pole, a challenging operation. The Pacific coast route, in contrast, required little adaptation for cultures familiar with the coast waters of Siberia. The earth crust displacement theory of the peopling of America allows for entry into the new world long before 9,600 B.C. It is entirely consistent with Tom Dillehay’s discovery, in southern Chile, of an archaeological site dating at least a thousand (and possibly 23,000 years) prior to 9,600 B.C.


    Many scientific problems, in different fields of study, can be simply resolved using the idea of a sudden, catastrophic, displacement of the Earth’s crust. Each of these problems have been addressed with various assumptions. The beauty of the crustal displacement model is its simplicity. By treating one factor (the crust) as a periodical variable rather than a virtual constant, the theory can address each of these long-standing unsolved problems. Simply coincidence?


    The beech forest of ancient Antarctica has brought us a long way in understanding some of the most persistent problems in science. Hapgood’s theory cannot specifically account for these particular fossils but it does permit us to look on this unexpected finding as something not quite so unexpected after all. The problems we have discussed above are all related to one event 11,600 years ago. Within two or three million years, dozens of earth crust displacements may have occurred. Any one of these crustal displacement could have produced the beech forest on the highlands of Antarctica.
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When the Sky Fell (1995)


    Rand & Rose Flem-Ath


    ~


    [39]


     


    “With the help of 31 maps that span the centuries, this scholarly but readable text posits a geographical catastrophe about 9600 B.C. that may explain mysteries from the frozen mastodons of Siberia to the apparent water erosion of the Sphinx.” Toronto Sun


     


    “...even the most sceptical reader will admit after reading this book it is difficult to deny the existence of a lost continent, Atlantis, buried under the Antarctic ice...condense[s] centuries of Atlantis fact and myth into a landmark work of scholarship.” Ottawa Citizen


     


    “The Flem-Aths' contribution to Atlantis research is their rediscovery and interpretation to the 1665 Athanasius Kircher map of Atlantis, brought from Egypt by the Romans, which identifies Atlantis as being the present-day continent of Antarctica. The Flem-Aths point out that the map, which corresponds in remarkable detail to the present-day Antarctica, was published almost three centuries before scientists knew the true ice-free shape of the frozen continent. ...The book is a lively and topical Atlantis update, blending science, mythology, and ancient history to shed fresh light on this most enduring of mysteries.” Vancouver Sun


     


    “Written in a scholarly but easy to understand manner, if offers a simple hypothesis. Antarctica is Atlantis... This is more than just science. It is an entire history lesson dating to the dawn of man's ability to remember events.” Ocala Star-Banner


     


     


    [40]


     


    “... a convincing case for Atlantis... the Flem-Aths examine other mysteries such as mass extinctions in certain areas of the world, perfectly preserved mammoths discovered in the Siberian ice, the true age of the Sphinx and remarkably accurate maps of the Americas and ice-free Antarctica that date from long before European explorers ever reached those shores. ... It is a compelling argument...” Huddersfield Daily Examiner

  


  
    
The World Seen From Atlantis (1996) [41]


    Rand Flem-Ath (with ghost writer Rose Flem-Ath)


     


     [42]


    Plato’s account of Atlantis places the lost continent in what he calls the real ocean and we can see what he meant in this US Naval projection of the world as seen from Antarctica. Notice how all the oceans that we know today: Atlantic, Indian and Pacific are really one ocean. This is a geographic fact: a fact recorded in Plato’s account of Atlantis. And Plato expands on this description to say that the Mediterranean Sea is merely a basin of the ocean, separated from it by a narrow channel.


    Plato talks about “the whole opposite continent,” a phrase that makes sense once we view the world from Antarctica. This whole opposite continent has not been understood before. Most researchers into Atlantis treat it as gibberish or they imagine that it must refer to America. It refers to all the continents other than Antarctica.


    Plato acquired the record of Atlantis from his ancestor Solon. As I said, the ancient Greeks used words that have different geographic meanings today.


     [43]


    In Solon’s time the earth-island was divided politically into: Europe, Libya and Asia. “Libya” included all of North Africa. “Asia” was an area which covered what we would call the Middle East. I will be returning to the size of Libya and Asia in a moment but I want you to notice that surrounding this earth-island was a vast ocean that the Greeks called “the Atlantic” or simply “Ocean”. This body of water circled the earth-disk. Most researchers have mistaken the Atlantic to be the North Atlantic Ocean but for the Greeks of Solon’s time the Atlantic was a body of water that completely encircles the world. It lay to the west, yes, but it also lay to east, north and south. So, in its true historic sense the Atlantic was a much larger body of water than just the North Atlantic.


    At the westerly extreme of the ancient Greek world lay the “Pillars of Heracles”, what we know today as the Strait of Gibraltar. It is a narrow entrance which separates the Mediterranean Sea from the outer ocean. The Pillars of Heracles was the limit of the known world to the Greeks of Solon’s time. Land which lay outside this channel was unknown to the Greeks. To travel beyond the Pillars of Heracles was to travel beyond the known world. (This second meaning of the expression “the Pillars of Heracles” as the limit of the known world is ignored by all other theories of Atlantis).


    Plato describes Atlantis as a mountainous, high altitude island larger than Libya and Asia combined. 


    ~ ~ ~


     


     [44]


    Here are Plato’s words colored coded to the map above : 


    The island of Atlantis (Red) was:


    “… larger than Libya (Yellow) and Asia (Brown) combined; from it (Red) there was passage for the seafarers of those times to reach the other islands (Red), and from them (Red) to the whole opposite continent (Green) which surrounds what truly be called the ocean (Blue). For these regions that lie within the strait … seem to be but a bay having a narrow entrance (Turquoise); but the other ocean is the real ocean (Blue) and the land which entirely surround it may with the fullest truth and fitness be names a continent (Green).” – Plato, Timaeus

  


  
    
Earth Crust Displacement, Hapgood and Einstein (1996)


    Rand & Rose Flem-Ath 


     [45]


    Top: 11,600 years ago, before the earth's crust shifted, the Arctic Circle encapsulated most of North America and Greenland. Bottom: 11,600 years ago the Antarctic Circle covered about half of Antarctica. The former temperate areas of Antarctica [an area equal in size to Western Europe] may have been the site of the lost island continent of Atlantis.


    Charles Hutchins Hapgood (1904 – 1982) a graduate of Harvard College and the Harvard Graduate School of Arts and Sciences, was born in New York City. After graduating, Hapgood travelled to Germany where his studies at the University of Freiburg coincided with Adolf Hitler's rise to power. When the Second World War erupted, he returned to the United States and joined the Office of Strategic Studies (OSS, the forerunner of the CIA) as a civilian with inside knowledge of Nazi Germany. After the war, Hapgood became a professor of anthropology and the history of science at Keene State College in New Hampshire. In the early 1950s he began formulating his theory of earth crust displacement, a project that would occupy him for nearly twenty years.


    Einstein’s correspondence with Hapgood began in November 1952 and lasted until Einstein’s death in April 1955. Einstein wrote at least ten letters to Hapgood and conducted scientific correspondence with other interested parties about Hapgood’s theory. In 1954 Einstein approached the Guggenheim Memorial Foundation in support of Hapgood’s application. Einstein wrote that Hapgood’s idea of earth crust displacement was


    “fascinating”


    “justified”


    “promising”


    and


    “important”.


    He recommended Hapgood as one who had the “energy and patience” to pursue the theory.


    Despite the support of one of the greatest minds of the 20th century Hapgood did not receive a fellowship.


    One of Hapgood’s most rewarding experiences came in January 1955 when he and his friend, and co-theorist, James Hunter Campbell met with Einstein. Hapgood explained that his own contribution lay mainly in the fields of geology and paleontology.  He left to Campbell the issues of mechanics and geophysics. The conversation ranged over several topics, from the “elastic limit of the crustal rocks” to the value of the new tool of radio-carbon dating. As the men were about to leave, Einstein offered two pieces of advice:


    
      	He said that it was not “necessary to take the present state of knowledge very seriously” adding “what we regard as knowledge today may someday be regarded as error.”


      	And the “gradualist notions common in geology were … merely a habit of mind, and were not necessarily justified by the empirical data.”

    


    Earlier, in May, 1954 Einstein had written a foreword to Hapgood’s book, The Earth’s Shifting Crust: A Key to Some Basic Problems of Earth Science. Part of that quote reads:


    “A great many empirical data indicate that at each point of the earth’s surface that has been carefully studied, many climatic changes have taken place, apparently quite suddenly. This, according to Mr. Hapgood, is explicable if the virtually rigid outer crust of the earth undergoes, from time to time, extensive displacement…”


    The Einstein-Hapgood correspondence is a forgotten page in the history of science. Rose and I obtained these letters (ten from Einstein to Hapgood) from Albert Einstein's Archives in the Fall of 1995. They show, for the first time, just how extensively Albert Einstein was involved in assisting Charles Hapgood in the development of the theory. This correspondence is detailed in The Atlantis Blueprint. Here is a summary:


    In his second reply (24 November 1952) to Hapgood, Einstein wrote that the idea of earth crust displacement should not be ruled out "apriori" just because it didn't fit with what we wanted to believe about the earth's past. What was needed, Einstein claimed, was solid "geological and paleontological facts."


    For six months, Hapgood gathered geological evidence to support the idea of an earth crust displacement. On the 3rd of May 1953, he forwarded thirty-eight pages of this evidence to Einstein. Central to his argument was Hapgood's evidence that Lesser Antarctica was ice-free while North America lay smothered in ice. Einstein responded (8 May 1953):


    "I find your arguments very impressive and have the impression that your hypothesis is correct. One can hardly doubt that significant shifts of the crust have taken place repeatedly and within a short time."


    He urged Hapgood to follow up on evidence of "earth fractures". 


    A month later (11 June 1953) Hapgood sent Einstein forty-two pages of evidence on earth fractures and the evolution of the ice sheets.


    Einstein wrote (17 December 1953) Hapgood urging him to address the "centrifugal momentum" problem. Hapgood responded with four pages on this problem and thirty-seven pages of "paleontological evidence" including the frozen mammoths of Arctic Siberia. Einstein was now convinced. On the 18th of May 1954, Einstein wrote a very favorable foreword for Hapgood's book Earth’s Shifting Crust: A Key to Some Basic Problems of Earth Science (published in 1958 by Pantheon Books, New York). The Foreword [by Einstein] begins:


    "I frequently receive communications from people who wish to consult me concerning their unpublished ideas. It goes without saying that these ideas are very seldom possessed of scientific validity. The very first communication, however, that I received from Mr. Hapgood electrified me. His idea is original, of great simplicity, and - if it continues to prove itself of great importance to everything that is related to the history of the earth's surface. ... I think that this rather astonishing, even fascinating, idea deserves the serious attention of anyone who concerns himself with the theory of the earth's development."


    Hapgood and Einstein continued to correspond and finally met in January of 1955.


    Einstein's last letter was dated the 9th of March 1955 just weeks before the great physicist died on the 18th of April 1955.


    Einstein's Archives are held in Jerusalem (with copies at Princeton) where they hold the record of an unique and unheralded collaboration on the theory of earth crust displacement. We began corresponding with Hapgood in 1977.

  


  
    
Earth Crust Displacement & the Philosophy of Science (1997)


    Rand Flem-Ath


    On Christmas Day 1997, Ricard Solem from Oslo, Norway engaged me in a conversation about my philosophy of science.  Here is my response.


    “I would like to step back and give a little perspective on this issue by describing briefly how I view science.


    Science operates at several levels but the most fundamental unit is the unsolved problem. Problems can be anything that strikes us as odd or requiring explanation. There are solved problems, unsolved problems, ignored problems, unrecognized problems and anomalous problems and even false problems.


    Theories are the nets that scientists use to capture problems. Some problems are caught by theories and become solved, others escape capture by specific theories and remain unsolved or are solved by different theories.


    Research traditions are collections of theories that share presuppositions. Research traditions operate at a high theoretical level and are extremely slow to develop and even slower to change. Most scientists are unaware that they are operating within a research tradition and assume that what they are doing is the only way science can operate. Ignored and anomalous problems that cannot be solved within a research tradition are not addressed and are often labelled pseudo-problems. Atlantis and several of the problems captured by the theory of Earth-crust displacement are not currently considered to be real in the minds of scientists locked into the prevailing gradualist research tradition.


    Gradualism is an obsolete research tradition that continues to dominate thought. It will eventually be superseded by a research tradition that recognizes that not all change is slow. For gradualists, some problems simply do not exist. Atlantis, the ancient maps, sun-deluge-lost-paradise myths, are not considered real problems and are thus ignored as long as possible. Normally, this can go on for decades (even centuries – the problem of the origins of agriculture has been with us since the dawn of archaeology) but with such new powerful tools as the internet and cable television it is my hope that the usual 50 years (witness the reluctance to consider the theory of continental drift) of ignoring the problems might be shortened.


    In my 1981 article on the origins of agriculture in the Anthropological Journal of Canada (appendix to When the Sky Fell) I argued that the theory of Earth crust displacement is a revolution in science (a true shift in the paradigm to use Kuhn’s terms) because it not only explains long-standing unsolved problems (origins of agriculture, glaciation patterns, extinction patterns) but widens the scope of the scientific lens by addressing problems that are currently not considered scientific.


    In the language of the philosophy of science the theory of Earth crust displacement is an epistemological challenge to the prevailing paradigm. In normal English, I would say that Atlantis, the lost island paradise motif, the sun-deluge motif, the ancient maps are all real scientific problems that require explanation. They deserve serious investigation as much as the traditional problems (agricultural origins, glaciation patterns, extinctions, etc.) do.


    Most scientists do not yet consider the former problems to be real. Time will tell. 


    The problems that we are dealing with such as Ice Ages, late Pleistocene extinctions, agricultural origins, peopling of America and glaciation patterns on Antarctica, Greenland and ice age America continue to remain unsolved using the traditional theories being applied in universities. These problems aren’t going away. Likewise, other problems that are not considered to be scientific such as the ancient maps, Plato’s Atlantis, the lost island paradise motif, and the falling-sky-flood myths are simply ignored.  The value of the displacement theory is that by simply replacing the gradualist presupposition of a stable crust/mantle with a mobile crust/mantle all of these otherwise unsolved problems become solved. It seems to us that the logic of the situation favors the simple and elegant idea of a sudden movement of the Earth’s outer shell. The sociology of the science, however, favors ignoring problems that can’t be squeezed into the current paradigm. In the long run time favors logic because younger minds will always tamper with what is taboo.

  


  
    
The Atlantis Blueprint (2000 & 2001)


    Rand Flem-Ath & Colin Wilson


    ~


    [46]


    “Flem-Ath theorizes here that the North Pole was once situated in the Hudson Bay, that the Antarctic climate was then temperate, and that Atlantis flourished there until catastrophic movements occurred in the Earth’s crust around 9600 B.C. Observing the movements of the stars and planets, the Atlanteans had predicted and prepared for the upheaval and were able to flee, carrying their advanced knowledge to places as far flung as Egypt, Central America, and the Indus valley. To preserve their lore, they built monuments that became the sites of such sacred places as Machu Picchu, the pyramids, and Stonehenge.” Kirkus


     


    [47]


    “Flem-Ath and Wilson take us on a hectic roller-coaster ride…” Publishers Weekly


     


     


    

  


  
    
The Haida and the Sumerians [48]


    Rand & Rose Flem-Ath (2012)


     


     [49]


     


     [50]


     


      [51]


     


      [52]


     


    There’s an amazing place on the northwest coast of Canada that pulls us back to its fog-swept beauty as inevitably as iron to a magnet. This rugged area of 150 scattered islands cradles some of the oldest living forests in the New World. Europeans absurdly christened this mystical place the Queen Charlotte Islands after a long dead, bewigged, British aristocrat. Far more suitable was its original, and recently restored name, Haida Gwaii, ‘Islands of the Surface People,’ bestowed by the Haida who have lived there for at least ten thousand years and believe that their home is a sacred place delicately balanced between the powerful sky and the sea gods.

  


  
    


     Haida in the Sky [53]


    


     Haida beneath the Sea.[54]


    


     Haida on the Surface.[55]


    


     Haida Shaman.[56]


    These rain-drenched forests lie half a world away from the sun-baked deserts of ancient Sumeria yet, remarkably, their mythology and language share critical elements that push beyond the coincidental to break through accepted paradigms. Recent evidence suggests that these two peoples, now so distant from each other geographically, could have shared a common heritage passed down from a common motherland, a shared memory of a lost ‘Atlantis.’


    Like the mythology of the Sumerians, Egyptians, Greeks, and other ancient peoples, Haida mythology reflected an intense fear that earthquakes might violently rock the land. They placed their faith in a god, Sacred-One-Standing-and-Moving, the Earth Supporter who restrained the buckling earth and secured the sky from falling. A ‘Pillar of the Heavens’ rises from his breast and extends to the sky; when he moves, earthquakes jolt the land. If he were to lose control of the Pillar of the Heavens the ensuing catastrophic effects would mirror the events of an earth crust displacement: violent earthquakes, disastrous floods, and the terrifying illusion of a falling sky.


    Haida legend also depicts a time before the Great Flood when their ancestors lived in a magnificent city in a distant land: “the great chief of the heavens … decided to punish this great village … he caused the river waters to rise. Soon the rivers and creeks all over the country began to swell. Some of the people escaped to the hills, while others embarked in their large canoes. Still the waters were rising higher and higher until only the high mountain peaks showed above the swollen water … [the ancestors land on a mountain top] … When the Flood was over, the lost stone anchors were found there, at the place where they had anchored their canoes.”


    The Haida language, which they are making a heroic effort to preserve, has never been satisfactorily pigeon-holed by linguists. It most closely resembles the First Nation language known as Na-Dene (also spoken by the Navajo— alternately known as the Dine) and may be related to the language of the Sumerians who created the world’s first known civilization in the vicinity of Iraq six thousand years ago.


    The Sumerians domesticated wild rabbits, goats, sheep, wild wheat, rye, and barley. The remains of these early agricultural experiments were found in northern Syria on a mound overlooking the Euphrates River at one of the oldest agricultural sites in the world, Tell Abu Hureya. Radiocarbon dating at the site revealed that by 9500 BC, in addition to hunting and gathering, villagers’ efforts had expanded to include the radical innovation of farming. Radical, because for hundreds of thousands of years they had been sustained by hunting and gathering before, suddenly, within the same century as the fall of Atlantis, turning to agriculture.


    The Sumerian story of their origins is remarkably similar to the Haida account of their own emergence. Three gods were held in high esteem by the Sumerians. The first, Enlil, was known as the “Lord of the Air” and the King of Kings. He was the most worshipped and feared because he wielded the most destructive weapon of all, the power of the flood. “The word of Enlil is a breath of wind the eye sees it not. His word is a deluge which advances and has no rival.”


    The second great god was Enki the “Lord of the Earth” and god of waters. The Sumerians believed that Enki had saved them from the flood. After overhearing the flood-god, Enlil, and the third powerful god, sky-god “An,” conspiring to destroy mankind, Enki determined to save one man and his family from the coming disaster. He chose Ziusudra; a king and priest living on the island of Dilmun. A Babylonian myth records Enki’s words: “Destroy thy house, build a vessel. Leave thy riches, seek thy life. Store in thy vessel the seeds of all life.”


    The original Sumerian tale describes the fate of Ziusudra’s ark: “When for seven days and seven nights, the Flood had raged over the land, and the huge boat had been tossed on the great water by the storms, the Sun-god arose shedding light in Heaven and Earth. Ziusudra made an opening in the side of the great ship. He let the light of the hero Sun-god enter into the great ship. Before the Sun-god he bowed his face to the ground.” The vessel was swept to a mountain top in the Middle East. Like Noah, Ziusudra and his family must begin life anew.


    In 1899 a team of American archaeologists unearthed a treasure-trove of 35,000 tablets in Nippur, the ancient Sumerian city dedicated to the flood-god, Enlil. It was a rich discovery that promised to reveal the very roots of civilization. According to the tablets, those roots were to be found in Dilmun, a mountainous island in the ocean. Most of Dilmun’s people had perished when the sky-god conspired with Enlil to destroy humankind but some survivors escaped the flood in a great ship (in which they stored “the seeds of all life”) to a mountain near Nippur. The island paradise from which they had fled lay across the Indian Ocean towards the south—towards Antarctica.


    When we first visited Haida Gwaii years ago we took with us a keen curiosity about the similarities between the Haida and the Sumerians’ language and mythology—and the sense of an exciting possibility that they could be connected through mutual memories of a lost island paradise that lay far to the south.


    The Haida carver and master jeweller, Gwaai (“Gwaai” translates to “first son” - not to be confused with Gwaii which means “islands”) was intrigued by the similarities between his people and those of ancient Sumer and Greece. He shared his knowledge of the many Haida myths celebrating plants and animals, sea and earth, so precious to those who have occupied these islands since the time of the Great Flood.


    Gwaai told Rand about Foam-Woman, the great goddess who emerged from the sea to establish a dry home for those who lived beneath the ocean. She became possessive of the newly discovered land and prevented the other beings, confined to their increasingly overcrowded ocean, from joining her. The sea dwellers were too afraid to challenge Foam-Woman even though they longed to rise from the water and become earthlings.


    A carving tradition that dates from these ancient times revolves around one of the smallest, humblest of animals. “Only Mouse-Woman dared to challenge Foam-Woman. Mouse- Woman, who at this time was of normal size, rose from the ocean and scolded Foam-Woman for not sharing the new land with all the people. As she advanced on Foam-Woman the goddess cast a spell over her. With each step she took Mouse-Woman shrank. Until finally, she was transformed into the tiny creature we know today. But Foam-Woman was so impressed by Mouse-Woman’s bravery that she yielded to the wishes of the sea people to join her on land.” 


    To honor the courage of Mouse-Woman, Gwaai and other Haida artists sometimes conceal an image of a mouse in their carvings. Rand was struck by the story and in turn shared the Sumerian myth which also tells of a seminal creature who emerges from the ocean to transform into the first human.


    Both the Haida and Sumerians have had a long love affair with the sea. The Sumerians’ vocabulary contains hundreds of nautical terms. They also share with the Haida unique stories about amphibious god ancestors with tails. The god Oannes was half man, half fish. During the day Oannes taught the Sumerians how to write and many of the other arts of civilization before returning to the sea as night fell.


    Rand was further intrigued when Gwaai volunteered that there is a genetic trait uniquely prevalent among the Haida that results in a high incidence of ankylosing spondylitis, a form of inflammatory arthritis; intrigued, because he knew that the disease is rare and that Egypt’s powerful pharaoh, Ramses the Great, also suffered from AS; a painful and potentially debilitating condition that attacks the skeleton, particularly the neck, pelvis, and spinal column.


    Medical scientists, seeking an answer to the mystery of the prevalence of the condition in this remote northwest corner of Canada, had tested the Haida by taking hair samples for DNA analysis. (The Haida Nation eventually stopped the undertaking when it was learned that the scientists had introduced an undeclared anthropological agenda into their tests. They discovered that the Haida blood samples were to be DNA compared with other tribes for different research purposes. The Haida felt tricked and withdrew their cooperation.)


    The severity of AS’s symptoms reminded us of Robert Brinchurst’s description of Skaay, the blind Haida myth teller who was “an old man with a crippled back and a beautiful mind” from A Story as Sharp as a Knife: The ClassicalHaida Myth-Tellers and Their World. It seems likely that the blind poet also suffered from AS.


    Ninety-three percent of people with ankylosing spondylitis carry the antigen HLA-B27, including half of the Haida—among the highest percentage in the world. Significantly, thirty-six percent of the Navajo (also known as the Dine)—the largest tribe of First Nations in North America—are also burdened with the antigen.


    As we’ve seen, the Haida and Dine are usually grouped together linguistically into the “Na-Dene” language group. What are the chances that these two North American peoples would share a rare medical condition with a powerful dynasty from halfway around the world?


    “Among the pharaohs of the Eighteenth and Nineteenth dynasty of Old Egypt, at least three had ankylosing spondylitis: Amenhotep (Amenophis) II, Ramses II (‘The Great’) and his son Merenptah.” Egypt’s geographic proximity to the Sumerians, whose language and myth match so well with the distant Haida, suggests a painful physical link between the three cultures.


    Both Egyptian and Sumerian civilization were largely dependent upon the same crops: wheat and barley. These critical founding crops came to Egypt via Sumer and helped launch the powerhouse that became Egyptian civilization.


    Ramses the Great, (Ramses II) one of the most famous of all the pharaohs, is often featured in the story of Moses and the Exodus. He suffered from AS and was so badly crippled that, gruesomely, before his corpse could be lowered into the sarcophagus, the mummifiers were forced to break his neck so that his body would lie flat.


    Merenptah was Ramses the Great’s thirteenth son. Like his father, his remains exhibit all the unique hallmarks of ankylosing spondylitis. That father and son should bend beneath the same affliction is not unusual since AS is assumed to be primarily genetic. What is curious is the fact that a third mummy, that of Amenhotep II, also exhibits signs of AS, even though he was not a direct ancestor of either Ramses the Great or his son, Merenptah. Since Ramses the Great’s father had ascended the throne through a military coup—not through inheritance—AS must have entered separate Egyptian dynasties through divergent bloodlines. As Gwaai pointed out, for three pharaohs to have developed full-blown AS, its prevalence must have been high within the royal family of the New Kingdom of Egypt.


    Gwaai’s idea made sense. What didn’t make sense was the fact that counter intuitively, Egypt’s closest neighbors, the Ethiopians to the south and the Berbers to the west exhibit extremely low rates of HLA-B27. Although another potential contamination route, the Mediterranean Sea, lies to the north there was no successful sea invasion of Egypt by which the affliction could have been introduced until the Roman period.


    So how did the HLA-B27 antigen arrive in ancient Egypt? 


    The answer, it seems, might be found in the bloodlines of the foreign pharaohs who ruled immediately before the eighteenth and nineteenth dynasties.


    For centuries no intruder dared invade Egypt. The Egyptians grew smug in their security and independence. This blind spot offered a clear opportunity for imaginative invaders wielding a revolutionary new weapon. So it was that the Hyksos descended from the east in horse-drawn chariots that moved so swiftly that the Egyptians had no time to marshal a defence. The Hyksos, according to the ancient Egyptian historian, Manetho, came from the Persian Gulf, the homeland of the Sumerians.


    With their grand victory they brought the seeds of ankylosing spondylitis. The damage the disease ultimately inflicted on the Egyptian royal families and the curious trail it followed to 150 isolated islands on the other side of the world would only be revealed many ages later by a late nineteenth century device, the X-ray, when its uncompromising eye revealed the pharaohs’ crippled skeletons.


    Bryan Stykes, author of The Seven Daughters of Eve has developed a technique by which DNA can be extracted from ancient bones. This new science could prove the radical theory of an ancient link between the Haida and the Sumerians. The discovery of such a link would open the door to the idea that these people, who are today separated by such a great distance but remain connected by a rich mutual legacy of myth and language could have shared a common motherland — a lost island paradise — an Atlantis. The possibility is as haunting as the mist that drifts across the water and around the totems of Haida Gwaii, obscuring the ancient legends inscribed there.

  


  
    
[57]


     


    Today, the Haida Heritage Centre at Kay Llnaqaay is recapturing the stolen heritage of the Surface People. 

  


  
    
Atlantis Beneath the Ice (2012) 


    Rand & Rose Flem-Ath


     


    [58]


     


    (2012 new and expanded edition of WHEN THE SKY FELL)


     


    “Rand and Rose Flem-Ath’s Atlantis Beneath the Ice is a fascinating and compelling read. Piling tantalizing amounts of ancient history, along with modern scientific theories, into the mix with the ancient idea of Atlantis, is sure to draw in the new reader – and the Atlantis know-it-alls will come away with a few surprises.


     


    The melding of myth, science and the endearing legend of Atlantis, proves to be one tasty brew for the mind and the soul.” New Dawn

  


  
    
Killing Moses (2014)


    Rand & Rose Flem-Ath


     


    [59]


     


    “This is an exciting journey through the life of Moses from the perspective of a C.S.I. investigator. As an avid reader of all things historical in the pursuit of truth, this book is a pure joy to read, with Egyptian Magic, Biblical analysis, Templars, Freud, and well- structured historical data. The most unique point about this work is that you feel you are with the author, as you look through the investigative lens at this remarkable episode in history. Compelling with its revelations!” E.A. James Swagger, author of THE NEWGRANGE SIRIUS MYSTERY

  


  
    
Who was Moses’s father? (2014) [60]


    Rand & Rose Flem-Ath


    ~


    In the Torah, the artificial family tree constructed by the Levite scribes contradicts common sense. (Table 1.)


    Abraham’s wives and their descendants:


    


    Table 1: According to the Levite scribes, Moses married a woman (Zipporah) from his grandfather’s generation.


    According to the Priests, Moses was born six generations after Abraham and married Reuel’s daughter, Zipporah, from the fourth generation. Not likely. Even by biblical standards. Nor can the simple insertion of two additional generations account for the extra 430 years of Egyptian bondage that the Levite scribes claim that their ancestor’s endured. In their account Moses’ father lived centuries before the prophet was born.


    In contrast to this artificial family tree; if Moses was the son of Joseph he would then be a naturalcontemporary of his wife, Zipporah. (Table 2.)


    Abraham’s wives and their descendants:


    


    Table 2: According to ancient Egyptian and Roman sources, Moses married a woman (Zipporah) from his own generation.


    ~


    Joseph’s son 


    The idea that Moses was the son of Joseph comes with an ancient pedigree. The Roman historian Marcus Junianus Justinus (3rd century AD) declares it as a well-known fact in his Epitome; anabridgment of a lost book written by Pompeius Trogus.[61] Four centuries earlier (in the 1st century BC) Trogus had recorded Joseph’s time in Egypt during which he “gave his mind eagerly to the magic arts of the place”[62] and “made himself master of the arts of magic.”[63] And he adds a rare reference to his son’s physical appearance; he was handsome like his father, “His son was Moses, who in addition to the inheritance of his father’s wisdom, received also great beauty of person.”[64]


    Where did Trogus get the idea that Moses was Joseph’s son? It seems probable that the Roman scholar had come across the works of Egypt’s most famous historian, Manetho. Writing three centuries before the birth of Christ, Manetho’s book, Aegyptiaca, was a primary source for all ancient scholars studying in Egypt. Unfortunately, only fragments of the document have survived. The short passages relating to Moses come to us from a scholar who was hostile to its contents – the Jewish historian, Josephus (c.37-100 AD). 


    It seems that Josephus disapproved of elements of the Egyptian story and had no compunction in censoring them. For example, he was hostile to the idea that Moses and Joseph lived at about the same time and criticized the Egyptian librarian, Cheremon (fl. 1st century AD) for holding this belief.[65] This is a critical point. The entire foundation of the Hebrew Priests’ account of Moses’ life rests upon the assumption that the prophet and Joseph lived in different centuries and were not related to each other. The Priests desperately wished to suppress the truth of Moses’ paternity because they wanted to claim the famous prophet as one of their own; a Levite, a descendant of Levi. 


    Manetho’s account of Moses is the only Egyptian story about him that survives. The Romans who read it concluded that Moses was Joseph’s son. Unlike us, they had the benefit of access to the entire text of Aegyptiaca. We can dream that the complete text of Aegyptiaca may one day be recovered but for now, we can only rely upon the fragments that Josephus reproduced to understand the Egyptian’s view of Moses. Even these remnants reveal evidence that strongly suggests that the Romans got it right when they concluded that Moses was Joseph’s son. 


    Manetho was a priest of Heliopolis (City of the Sun) where Joseph’s wife and stepfather had lived centuries earlier. His legacy to Egyptology is his idea of dividing Egyptian history into thirty dynasties beginning with a mythical past full of gods and goddesses and continuing until 323 B.C. These dynastic divisions, with minor modifications, have become the standard timescale used by modern Egyptologists. 


    Manetho depicted Moses as the leader of a band of lepers who revolted against the Egyptian authorities. If Manetho was fabricating lies about Moses, as Josephus accuses, it seems unlikely that he would claim Moses as a priest of his own order (Heliopolis). If he was creating fiction he would not cast Moses in such an unflattering light. We are confronting a slice of history here, not myth. 


    Belittling the Egyptian historian, Josephus says that Manetho, “…introduces incredible narrations, as if he would have the Egyptian multitude, that had the leprosy and other distempers, to have mixed with us, as he says they were, and that they were condemned to fly out of Egypt together…”[66] Manetho relates that Moses led the lepers, who were forced to flee, out of Egypt – a very different scene from the biblical account in which Moses pleads with the Pharaoh to let his people go. 


    At the time the word “leper” held other connotations besides medical. It also denoted ancient beliefs that were considered corrupted or infected. The charge of leprosy against the followers of Moses could well have been rhetorical; referring to their unacceptable beliefs rather than their health. From Mantheo’s Egyptian perspective, the Jewish exodus was not a noble journey of former slaves seeking justice and freedom in a new land but rather an ignoble expulsion of unruly rebels who held dangerous views. One belief in particular was considered particularly dangerous – monotheism. The belief that there was only one God was associated with the unpopular reign of the Pharaoh Akhenaten. 


    Moses was raised as a priest in his mother’s city of Heliopolis where centuries later Manetho also practiced as a priest and scribe. It was under the influence of the priests of Heliopolis that the Pharaoh Akhenaten developed the idea of a single god who was symbolized by the rays of the Sun. Freud believed that Akhenaten’s monotheism had been preserved by the priests of Heliopolis and passed to Moses who in turn became the agent who spread this radical concept to the Jews. Freud wrote that the “kernel” of his thesis was, “…the dependence of Jewish monotheism on the monotheistic episode in Egyptian history…”[67] It seems likely that Moses adopted monotheism because of his Egyptian education in the very Temple where the idea originated – Heliopolis (identified as “On” in the Bible). If Freud had recognized that Moses was Asenath’s son then his idea is supported.


    Conscious of the fact that the Egyptians had repudiated Akhenaten’s monotheism and made every attempt to stamp it out Freud theorized that the idea was driven underground. Monotheism survived, possibly for centuries, amongst the “…School of Priests at On from which it emanated…” In the Egyptian account, Moses was born into this priesthood. His grandfather, Potipherah, was the high priest of On. 


    The prophet-to-be hadn’t known his father, Joseph, or his paternal grandfather, Israel. This left his maternal grandfather, Potipherah, as his only male role model. Freud thought that his theory that Moses had adopted monotheism from his Egyptian experience would be verified if there were evidence that Moses was “…simply an adherent or merely a member of the school of On…”[68] He never discovered any proof connecting Moses with On. But we have uncovered Egyptian and Roman sources who claim Moses was not only a member of the school of On but was raised by its high priest, his grandfather. This places Moses firmly at the center of the birthplace of monotheism.


    The death of Potipherah might have precipitated Moses’ flight from Egypt or a change in leadership could have threatened his status. The Torah informs us, “Now there arose up a new king over Egypt, which knew not Joseph.”[69] The new king might not have accepted a Hebrew son enjoying the privileges of the Egyptian priesthood. Whatever the reason, Moses no longer felt welcome. 


    Despite his exalted position, Moses had always sympathized with the common Hebrew workers. His father, after all, was a Hebrew.[70] In the Egyptian account, the lepers who worked the quarries revolted and, “…appointed themselves a ruler out of the priests of Heliopolis, whose name was Osarsiph, and they took their oaths that they would be obedient to him in all things.”[71]


    Osarsiph was a great lawgiver who “…was by birth of Heliopolis, and his name Osarsiph from Osiris, who was the god of Heliopolis; but that when he was gone over to these people, his name was changed, and he was called Moses.”[72]


    Osarisph “was by birth of Heliopolis” just as Moses would be if, as we propose, Asenath was his mother. 


    The name Osarseph[73] combined the name of the Egyptian god, Osiris (Osar) and the Hebrew suffix (seph) of Joseph which would translate to “the Hebrew son of Osiris.” Osiris, in Egyptian mythology, was murdered by his brother. By naming her son after both Osiris and Joseph, Asenath was pointing an accusing finger at Levi; the man who had murdered her husband. She could hope that her son would one day avenge his father’s death. 


    Manetho wrote that when Osarseph became the leader of the Jews, “… his name was changed, and he was called Moses.”[74] “Moses” meant “son of” in the Egyptian language; much like ‘MacDonald’ in English means ‘son of Donald.’ Perhaps it was his striking resemblance to his father, Joseph, which inspired the people to call their new leader by the unusual title of ‘the son’. 


    The Priests invented the four centuries of bondage in Egypt and perpetuated the myth that Moses and Joseph lived in different eras. They deployed this clever smokescreen to hide a determined agenda. Clear away the smoke and a new timeline emerges that exposes the true character of two powerful men, Reuel and Levi, who both had plenty of opportunity and more than enough will to murder Moses.

  


  
    
Levi and Aaron, Dinah and Miriam (2014) [75]


    Rand & Rose Flem-Ath


    ~


    For centuries biblical scholars have puzzled over the relationship between Levi and Aaron. Julius Wellhausen (1844-1918) one of the founders of the ‘documentary hypothesis’ was confounded by the relationship between the two.[76] Levi showed none of the honourable characteristics expected to be displayed by a founder of the priesthood. “There is not the faintest idea of Levi’s sacred calling” Wellhausen wrote, for such “an extremely secular and blood-thirsty character.”[77] And this is not the only deep mystery surrounding Levi and Aaron. 


    The Priests were obsessed with genealogy. They inserted long lists of descendants’ names into the Torah, even if it meant breaking the natural flow of the stories.[78] According to these lists, Aaron was Levi’s great grandson. One of Levi’ssons, Kohath, had a son named Amram, father of Aaron, Moses and Miriam. But this artificial family tree doesn’t hold up to scrutiny.[79] In Numbers the Priests abruptly stop recording Aaron’s descendants while continuing on with Levi’s family tree. Aaron was an honoured ancestor and high priest. Of all the people, the Priests should have wanted to record his descendants. “The failure to mention the clan of the descendants of Aaron,” writes Harvard Professor Frank Moore Cross, is “most curious.”[80]


    The reason for this convenient lapse is that Levi and Aaron are not two different people. They are the same person using different names.


    Humiliated and disgraced by his father, Levi was an outcast; the children of Israel having been ordered to shun him.[81] How could he ever be a leader or enjoy priestly privileges under the auspices of his original, now disgraced, name? So, ever the pragmatist, Levi adopted a new identity as the high priest, Aaron. In taking this bold move he ripped a page from the book of his most hated enemy, Joseph. Levi had witnessed Joseph transform himself from an adolescent dreamer into an esteemed Egyptian leader – even relinquishing his Hebrew name in the process. The Egyptians knew him as “Zaphnath-paaneah”[82] a name bestowed by the Pharaoh meaning “revealer of secrets”.[83] Joseph’s change of name and identity had been successfully concealed from his brothers until the last possible moment. His identity change had given him total control over his destiny. And that of his enemies.


    Levi not only reinvented himself, he took the lesson of Joseph’s triumph a step so much further that it changed the historical record. While Joseph’s role as an Egyptian governor had only a relatively short run, Levi remained in disguise as the High Priest Aaron for the rest of his life. 


    Identity change is one of the subterranean themes of the Torah. “Changing names was an Israeli custom, and still is to some extent. New settlers quickly Hebraize their names, and others select new names almost at will signifying qualities they admire or wish to possess. One joke suggests that the Israeli social register should be called ‘Who Was Who’.”[84]A change in name may be just as simple as that: the same person is called by another name. Jacob changed his to Israel. There is nothing suspicious or even unusual about it. What is more sinister is when the same character’s identity change is hidden. Aaron was such a case. But he was not Israel’s only child in desperate need of a new identity.


    ~


    Dinah and Miriam


    In line with the barbaric custom of the time, Levi’s sister Dinah had been disgraced when she was raped by Shechem. She isn’t mentioned by Israel when he reveals his last will and testament despite the fact that, as his only daughter, she was entitled to a dowry. She then disappears from the pages of the Torah. 


    But did she? 


    We suggest it is far more likely that Dinah followed her brother’s example and changed her identity after the Israelites left Egypt. She eagerly shed her role of shamed victim and became “Miriam.” As Miriam she was a “prophetess”[85] and adopted the persona of older sister to Moses. In fact, she was related to Moses. She just wasn’t his sister – she was his aunt. 


    The Israelite women knew her real identity and accepted “Miriam” as the leader of “all the women”. They felt sympathy and respect for her. She had suffered and might never marry because of her rape. As the prophetess, she plays an active role in the story of the exodus. In the Priest’s fantasy, told in the second book of Exodus, Miriam is the caring sister who watches over the infant Moses as he drifts down the Nile in a woven basket. She intervenes with the Pharaoh’s daughter, assuring that Moses’ Levite mother is hired as the baby’s wet nurse. 


    After the children of Israel cross the sea, escaping the Egyptian armies, “Miriam, the prophetess, the sister of Aaron, took a timbrel in her hand; and all the women went out after her with timbrels and with dances.”[86]


    Later in the Torah, “Miriam and Aaron spake against Moses because of the Ethiopian woman whom he had married.”[87] As punishment for this daring opposition, “Miriam was shut out from the camp seven days: and the people journeyed not till Miriam was brought in again.”[88] The people loved their prophetess so much that they refused to leave camp until she returned safely from her desert banishment.


    The eminent Israeli authority on biblical history, Elias Auerback (1882-1972) was sceptical about the relationship between Miriam and Moses. He notes that Miriam “is mentioned only in connection with Aaron.” She “is called Aaron’s sister, a curious designation. It eliminates not only the possibility that she was Moses’ sister but also that Aaron was Moses’ brother.”[89]


    Like Auerback, we don’t accept that Aaron and Miriam were Moses’ brother and sister. That is a further fiction created by the Priests and designed to erase any evidence of Moses’ lineage from the House of Joseph and place him firmly in their own House of Levi. The battle between these two houses continued long after the main characters were dead. The Priests tampered with the Torah – amongst other things designating new names for characters that would better fit their agenda; an agenda that would ensure glory was showered on their ancestors.

  


  
    
Coming Upon the Story (2014)


    Rand Flem-Ath


    ~


    While researching a project on mythology I (Rand) came across the terrible biblical story of Aaron’s two eldest sons who were burned alive as punishment for daring to approach Yahweh. It seemed to me that the only real crime committed by the two young men was curiosity. Since that has always been the driving force behind my own research - to call this an act of cruelty by the omnipotent Creator of the Universe seemed a major understatement. I was further disturbed by the ruthless reaction of the prophet Moses to the painful death of his nephews. Immediately following this horrific moment, Moses warns Aaron not to mourn for his sons because he might be incinerated since his body was also covered in “the anointing oil of the Lord”. This reference to flammable oil raised my suspicions. Were the boys’ deaths the result of a supernatural act as depicted?  Or was there something more sinister going on here?


    I was well aware that anomalies in science often lead to breakthroughs. But I soon discovered that anomalies in the religious record are more often ignored. This was a challenge that I couldn’t resist.


    Decades of studying world mythology had given me a close familiarity with its various schools of thought. As a result, I’d developed a strong scepticism of supernatural explanations for historical events. Instead, I took the attitude that ‘miraculous’ stories could usually be explained rationally. I also knew that many cultures have been manipulated by shamans and priests practicing their colourful and mesmerizing arts of illusion in the pursuit of political ends.


    Nadab and Abihu were Aaron’s oldest sons. Along with two other brothers they were responsible for the maintenance of the Ark and the sacred tent which the Levites called the tabernacle. They alone were unafraid of handling the sacred chest. Josephus reveals an intriguing detail about the garments Aaron’s sons wore while performing their rituals – tiny gold bells had been sown into the hem of their robes[90] so that there would be no mistaking the direction of their movements.


    A limited number of people were permitted inside the tent. Moses, Joshua, Aaron, and his four sons were amongst those select few. As Miriam’s husband Reuel was allowed to enter and permitted private access to the ark. The nature of the surrounding veil allowed Reuel to see out while concealing his own activities. Such secure privacy permitted quick costume changes, application of make-up (including the essential gold dust) and the fitting of his mask. 


    Not even Aaron’s sons could see what Reuel was up to. Inevitably, Nadab and Abihu grew curious about what was inside the Ark of the Covenant. One day, believing themselves to be alone the boys entered the sacred tent. They paid a high price for that teenage curiosity. Fulfilling the ritualistic requirements they had purified themselves by washing and applying a special ointment to their bodies before acting on their private dare. “And Nadab and Abihu, the sons of Aaron, took either of them his censer, and put fire therein, and the incense thereon, and offered strange fire before the LORD, which he commanded them not. And there went out fire from the LORD, and devoured them, and they died before the LORD."[91]


    The two young men were incinerated. Moses instructed Aaron’s younger sons, Eleazar and Ithamar, to remove the corpses. In the midst of his grief Aaron is threatened by Moses.  “And Moses said unto Aaron, and unto Eleazar and unto Ithamar, his sons, Uncover your heads, neither rend your clothes; lest ye die, and lest wrath come upon all the people: but let your brethern, the whole house of Israel, bewail the burning which the LORD had kindled. And ye shall not go out from the door of the tabernacle of the congregation, lest ye die: for the anointing oil of the LORD is upon you.”


    Moses warns that the men were covered by the same combustible “anointing oil of the Lord” that had killed Nadab and Abihu. When it came to protecting his secrets Reuel’s ruthlessness knew no bounds.


    We suggest that from his hidden position behind the veil Reuel heard the warning jingle of the bells sewn into the boys’ clothes. He watched while they washed and applied the combustible “anointing oil” before they entered the intriguing forbidden territory. Egyptian magicians were expert in handling fire. The sun god, Re, placed upon his brow “…a protective cobra to spit fire at his enemies.”[92] Utilizing his pyrotechnic skills Reuel had set a fatal, painful trap for Nadab and Abihu. But why did he want them dead?


    The answer takes us back to the mountain of God on the day that Moses was murdered. Nadab and Abihu were present when Moses ascended the mountain to receive the tablets engraved with the Ten Commandments. Also present were Aaron, Hur (Reuel) and Joshua. As part of the tight inner circle Nadab and Abihu would already know too much for Reuel’s liking. And now, by trying to access the Ark of the Covenant they had proven themselves reckless. They might stumble over the magician’s secrets. They had to die.


    Nadab and Abihu’s agonizing deaths made it clear to all the children of Israel that the Ark was strictly off limits – dangerously so. If the high priest’s sons could be burned to death simply for trying to enter the holy of holies then who would dare to lift the lid on the Ark of the Covenant?


    Terror ensured that Reuel’s chest of magic tricks was safe from scrutiny.

  


  
    
The Magician Balaam  (2014)


    Rand & Rose Flem-Ath


    No sooner has the magician Reuel disappeared than a new conjurer, Balaam, enters the story. Balaam’s prophetic powers were superior to Moses. He knew exactly when Yahweh was going to speak to him and he could even initiate such a conversation. Reuel also seems to possess such profound prophetic powers. This, we suggest, is no coincidence. Jewish folklore claims that Reuel and Balaam were both magicians serving the Egyptian pharaoh around the same period. Reuel would have been familiar with Balaam’s appearance, character and magical skills. Like a modern-day pseudo guru or fifteen-minute celebrity reinventing himself after squeezing all use from his current identity it was time for Reuel to move on from his masked Moses persona. It was time to assume the cloak of the magician Balaam.


    It is suspicious that Balaam becomes such a vociferous proponent of the god, Yahweh. Why? He wasn’t associated with the Mountain of God where Yahweh was the presiding deity. Why would he want to claim a mountain god who hailed from Edom as the ultimate deity? Because Reuel, an Edomite, was playing Balaam.


    The Israelites were camped outside Moab, the territory which lay east of the Jordan River. It was critical that they gain passage through Moab in order to enter the Promised Land. The king of Moab, Balak, who was entertaining a delegation of noblemen from Midian, was afraid that the Israelites might conquer his land. He sought advice from the magician, Balaam, and sent princes of Moab to beseech Balaam to curse the Israelites. “Come now therefore, I pray thee, curse me this people; for they are too mighty for me: peradventure I shall prevail, that we may smite them, and that I may drive them out of the land: for I wot that he whom thou blessest is blessed, and he whom thou cursest is cursed.”[93]


    But Balaam (Reuel in disguise) did not respond immediately. Instead, he invites the princes of Moab to spend the night under his roof while he consults with Yahweh. “And Balaam rose up in the morning, and said unto the princes of Balak, Get you into your land: for the LORD refuseth to give me leave to go with you. And the princes of Moab rose up, and they went unto Balak, and said, Balaam refuseth to come with us.”[94]


    When Balak learned that Balaam was not willing to curse the Israelites he was distraught. He sends more esteemed princes to beg Balaam’s assistance. Even with the promise of great riches, Balaam (Reuel) once again refuses to go to Moab and again asks the noble messengers to stay overnight while he consults with Yahweh. This time, however, Balaam (Reuel) performs an elaborate act of ventriloquism for the benefit of the noble messengers:  “And Balaam rose up in the morning, and saddled his ass, and went with the princes of Moab. And God's anger was kindled because he went: and the angel of the LORD stood in the way for an adversary against him. Now he was riding upon his ass, and his two servants were with him. And the ass saw the angel of the LORD standing in the way, and his sword drawn in his hand: and the ass turned aside out of the way, and went into the field: and Balaam smote the ass, to turn her into the way. But the angel of the LORD stood in a path of the vineyards, a wall being on this side, and a wall on that side. And when the ass saw the angel of the LORD, she thrust herself unto the wall, and crushed Balaam's foot against the wall: and he smote her again.”[95]


    Ventriloquists know that setting their puppet up as a foil further creates the illusion that the puppet is real. In his history of ventriloquism, Steve Connor points out that Balaam’s donkey is worked like a puppet.[96] The hapless animal’s“conflict” with Balaam is only the beginning of a grand illusion:


    “And the angel of the LORD went further, and stood in a narrow place, where was no way to turn either to the right hand or to the left. And when the ass saw the angel of the LORD, she fell down under Balaam: and Balaam's anger was kindled, and he smote the ass with a staff. And the LORD opened the mouth of the ass, and she said unto Balaam, What have I done unto thee, that thou hast smitten me these three times?”[97]


    So now the donkey speaks! Reuel has created an enticing performance for his audience, the noble princes of Moab. Soon the stakes are raised. They witness a “conversation” between the animal and the magician: 


    “And Balaam said unto the ass, Because thou hast mocked me: I would there were a sword in mine hand, for now would I kill thee. And the ass said unto Balaam, Am not I thine ass, upon which thou hast ridden ever since I was thine unto this day? was I ever wont to do so unto thee? And he said, Nay. Then the LORD opened the eyes of Balaam, and he saw the angel of the LORD standing in the way, and his sword drawn in his hand: and he bowed down his head, and fell flat on his face.”[98]


    Balaam’s puppet has played his role. The donkey is no longer needed. Instead, the magician Balaam addresses an angel that only he can see and the “conversation” continues: 


    “And the angel of the LORD said unto him, Wherefore hast thou smitten thine ass these three times? behold, I went out to withstand thee, because thy way is perverse before me: And the ass saw me, and turned from me these three times: unless she had turned from me, surely now also I had slain thee, and saved her alive. And Balaam said unto the angel of the LORD, I have sinned; for I knew not that thou stoodest in the way against me: now therefore, if it displease thee, I will get me back again. And the angel of the LORD said unto Balaam, Go with the men: but only the word that I shall speak unto thee, that thou shalt speak. So Balaam went with the princes of Balak.”[99]


    So what are we to make of this strange episode? Why didn’t Balaam accompany the first messengers sent by Balak? Why this elaborate delaying tactic? What was the purpose of the ventriloquism?


    The answers are straightforward once we realize the perilous position that Reuel was in at this stage of the story. First, he did not want to travel to Moab and risk that the visiting elders of Midian might recognize him and reveal his act as the magician, Balaam. So he delayed the trip by twice refusing to accompany messengers which allowed time for the elders of Midian to leave Moab.


    The ventriloquism act ensured his safety while he was with the King of Moab. The princes would testify that Balaam was only a spokesman for Yahweh. He was merely Yahweh’s puppet and could not be held responsible for not acquiescing to the king’s wish that the magician curse the Israelites.


    Balaam’s interactions with King Balak repeatedly saw the magician “falling into a trance, but having his eyes open.”[100] During these “trances” Reuel made ominous predictions that the Israelites would be victorious in all their battles against the Moabites. Not what King Balak wanted to hear: “And Balak's anger was kindled against Balaam, and he smote his hands together: and Balak said unto Balaam, I called thee to curse mine enemies, and, behold, thou hast altogether blessed them ...”[101] But Balaam continued relaying grim prophecies of defeat awaiting Balak and his allies at the hands of the Israelites.


    Through these insidious messages Reuel demoralized the Moabites which eventually allowed the Israelites to gain safe passage through their land. By a simple act of ventriloquism Reuel was able to pave the way for them to cross what otherwise would have been the dangerous land of Moab. It was one of his last acts and he played it out consummately. 

  


  
    
The Most Enigmatic Ice Sheet (2017) 


    Rand & Rose Flem-Ath


    Geologists rarely tire of repeating the phrase first coined by James Hutton (1726–1797) that ‘the present is the key to the past’. It remains a central concept in geology.”[102] But it’s not usually mentioned that Hutton was attempting to prove that the ‘purpose’ of our planet was to provide a harmonious environment designed for humans.


    Hutton was an ‘agnostic theist’, someone who believed that the Earth was designed by God for humans. But he was skeptical about religious texts. The geology of the Earth, in Hutton’s view, held a far more accurate record of the past than the scriptures. He rejected catastrophic events (such as the biblical Deluge) as being the driving force behind geological change even though the prevailing notion was that Catastrophism - the Great Flood or Deluge of Genesis - could explain everything we need to know about the earth’s physical history. He argued instead that the same conditions operating over the ages had created all the crevices, mountains, deserts and jungles of the planet. It was his profound insight that given enough time every day forces, like rain, wind, and snow could have profound geological effects.


    Hutton’s notion that the Earth was much older than the Bible presumed was a central feature in the research tradition – eventually called ‘Uniformitarianism’ - that he created. 


    In 1965, Stephen Jay Gould (1941-2002) launched the next great step in geology’s evolution by illustrating that Uniformitarianism was really two ideas masquerading as one. While Gould accepted the idea that universal physical laws are invariant, he rejected that all change was necessarily gradual. By his time, the notion that the dinosaurs may have been destroyed in a catastrophic collision of an asteroid with our planet was widely accepted. Here was a theory that flew in the face of “the present is the key to the past” mantra since it assumed abrupt change without invoking a supernatural source. This insistence on only gradual change was, for Gould, the fatal flaw in uniformitarianism. He believed that catastrophic events could occur abruptly when unexpected dramatic physical forces were unleashed. 


    Which brings us to that most enigmatic of ice sheets. 


    If the ‘present is the key to past’, as Hutton believed, then how is it possible that one of the largest ice sheets on our planet lies not only outside the polar zone – in a temperate zone - but even more surprisingly, in a region where it rarely snows at all?


    We’re talking about southern Greenland.


      [103]


    The southern ice sheet (purple) of Greenland lies outside the Arctic Circle (Turquoise). Its existence cannot be accounted for by current snowfall patterns. This anomaly has never been explained. 


      [104]


    Greenland’s glaciation and annual snowfall.


    Notice how the Greenland ice sheet contains two pronounced areas of glaciation.


    The black area (top map) is over 3,000 meters (1.86 miles) thick.


    The next deepest part of the Greenland Ice Sheet is between 2,500 (1.55 miles) and 3,000 meters thick and appears in two locations. One surrounding the deepest (black) area and a second ice sheet to the south of it.


    This second ice sheet (inside Red Circle) lies outside our current polar zone and receives very little annual snowfall. Annual snowfall is under 25 cm [9.84 inches] per year. (Lower map.) This places the ‘most enigmatic ice sheet’ solidly within a polar desert. Uniformitarianism and the present geological and climatic influences on the earth certainly do not provide the key to this mystery. 


    However, the displacement theory provides the key to the mystery of Greenland’s puzzling ice sheet.


    Greenland has been encapsulated within the polar zone longer than any other part of the northern hemisphere.


    [105]


    The + represents today’s North Pole.


    The blue arc represents today’s Arctic Circle.


    The Red arc represents the outer rim of the Arctic Circle during the Greenland Sea Pole (73N 10E).


    The Yellow arc represents the outer rim of the Arctic Circle during the Hudson Bay Pole (60N 83W).


    Today, no vast ice sheets are forming outside the polar zones. 


    Hapgood’s breakthrough was the realization that ice ages grip the earth not because the polar zones expand but because the earth’s crust/mantle shifts into those polar zones. 


    Hutton’s tidy formula (‘the present is the key to past’) holds a massive blind spot. It can’t explain the existence of this ‘most enigmatic ice sheet’.


    Every map displays Greenland’s mysterious temperate zone ice sheet sitting in a place it shouldn’t be - a polar desert. 


    Earth crust/mantel displacement can explain this geological mystery. The critical missing piece of this great puzzle that is perpetually ignored can be slid into place to complete the big picture.

  


  
    
Ancient Highways (2017)


    Rand & Rose Flem-Ath 


    The Inca Trail winds its rough way along slippery stone paths and across swaying rope bridges from Peru’s Cuzco in the southern Andes to Quito, the ancient Inca capital which lies at the Equator. It is a monument to the perseverance and skill of a people determined to create a roadway to their chosen destination. But the story of the grand design of this legendary road starts long before the first stones were lodged into place or the first rope was thrown across its yawning chasms. It features a momentous journey undertaken by the sun-god, Inti, and his small family.


    After the Great Flood, Inti came from the south and landed with his son and daughter on the shores of Lake Titicaca in the central Andes. Inti gave his son, Manco Cápac, a mysterious gold gadget. Variously described as ‘a wedge’, ‘a sacred emblem’, ‘a staff’, or a ‘royal scepter,’ it was known as “the tapac-yauri”. More accurately called a ‘homing device’ it possessed extremely accurate geographic knowledge of the entire globe. Inti instructed his children in its use. 


    As they roam the devastated landscape of the post-flood world the Children of the Sun are instructed by Inti to settle at the place where the sacred emblem sinks without effort into the ground. “They proceeded … as far as the valley of Cuzco, the spot indicated by the performance of the miracle, since there the wedge speedily sank into the earth and disappeared forever. Here the children of the Sun established their residence.’”[106]


    The tapac-yauri had served its sacred purpose as a literal homing device by leading them to Cuzco.


    But the question as to why Cuzco was the ultimate destination has so far remained unanswered.


    One suggestive clue found along the Inca Trail is the lookout, ‘Tampu Runkuraqay.’ The viewpoint offers a breathtaking prospect as is expected in our tourist-orientated times. But ancient people had more pragmatic concerns than the selfie possibilities of a magnificent view. Their concern may well have been more about Tampa Runkuraqay’s unique altitude above ocean level. Remarkably, this outlook stands exactly 2 nautical miles above sea level, suggesting that the nautical mile was known in ancient times. Such knowledge can only be acquired through an understanding of the earth’s true dimensions.


    Standing at 1.5 nautical miles above sea level the six monolithic blocks at Ollantaytambo are the largest stones used in construction in the New World. How these great weights were moved and placed so precisely together remains a mystery.[107]


    Let’s look at a couple of other sites in what we will call the ‘Cuzco Cluster’ - several important megaliths located on the outskirts of Cuzco.


    Sacsayhuaman is one of the most magnificent building projects in the Cluster; a site that has baffled scholars from around the world, including the son of a Spanish conquistador who married an Incan princess. 


    Inca Garcilaso de la Vega (1539-1616) was one of the first to describe Sacsayhuaman:


    “Its proportions are inconceivable when one has not actually seen it; and when one looked at it closely and examined it attentively, they appear to be so extraordinary that it seems as though some magic had presided over its construction … How can we explain the fact that these Peruvian Indians were able to split, carve, lift, carry, hoist and lower such enormous blocks of stone, which are more like pieces of a mountain than building stones, and that they accomplished this, as I said before, without the help of a single machine or instrument? An enigma such as this one cannot be easily solved without the help of magic.” [108]


    Where did this ‘magic’ come from? From the survivors of Atlantis?


    Much of our work has explored the earth’s traumatic experience of earth crust/mantle displacements, and the subsequent destruction of Atlantis and the rich mythology born from survivors who scattered across the world. Cuzco’s position relative to the past three tumultuous earth crust/mantle displacements may explain its great importance to the ancient dwellers of the Andes.


    [109]


    To get your bearings - here are the locations of the crust relative to the Arctic and Antarctic Circles from the Yukon Pole (63N 135W in green dating from before 91,600 BC.), The Greenland Sea Pole (73N 10E in red dating from 91,600 to 50,600 BC), and the Hudson Bay Pole (60N 83W in blue dating from 50,600 to 9,600 BC). They are shown chronologically from left to right - each one separated by 41,000 years.


    Unlike today, during the Hudson Bay Pole (blue) Cuzco was in the northern hemisphere at 10фᵒN. During the Greenland Sea Pole (red) Cuzco was at 10ᵒS and during the Yukon Pole (green) the Cuzco cluster was on the equator with Ollantaytambo located at precisely 00:00ᵒ (i.e. the exact equator!).


    The Cuzco Cluster was at a 10фᵒN latitude during the Hudson Bay Pole. 


    Today, Cuzco’s latitude is 13:32ᵒS, a latitude that is unremarkable. 


    So, stop the press. What would be a remarkable latitude?


    In the ATLANTIS BLUEPRINT, we designated the following latitudes ‘sacred’: 0, 5, 10, 12, 15, 20, 30, 45 and the ф latitudes (16:18, 21:15, 34:23, 55:37) because they all divide evenly into 360 degrees or are derivatives of a ф division of the distance from the poles to the equator.


    Inti’s mysterious device was utilized by the Children of the Sun to found important centers not only in the Andes but even as far as North America. This is demonstrated by how many of the sacred sites are linked to the Giza Prime Meridian.


    [110]


    Before the last displacement, Cuzco had been in the northern hemisphere at 10фᵒN. The closest position in the southern hemisphere that could be used to honor their former location lay at 10фᵒS - where we started this journey, Lake Titicaca. The site, Tiahuanaco, is within half a degree of 10фᵒS and lies 100ᵒ West of the Great Pyramid (WGP).


    Next stop. The northern terminus of the Inca Trail. Quito.


    A crust/mantle displacement creates tremendous tidal waves, destroying life along the coasts. The only survivors are those who manage to escape to higher ground or who already live at higher altitudes. Their first urgent requirement is food and water.


    It is perhaps no coincidence that Quito has fresh water, is located at a high altitude and is on the Equator.  It’s advantageous to be at the Equator if another displacement should occur. No matter how far the crust/mantle shifts you are still likely to end up near the tropics. Although the destruction can take anyone anywhere, significantly, you are extremely unlikely to end up in a polar zone, which is the worst-case scenario. Atlantis slid into the worst-case scenario!


    [111]


    During the Hudson Bay Pole, Quito was at 30ᵒN (the same latitude as Giza today). 


    Quito is 110ᵒ West of the Great Pyramid. Another great claim to fame for the city is that it layon the Equator during the Greenland Sea Pole. So twice on the equator.


    The choice of Quito seems to be a deliberate, preplanned part of a larger blueprint. As the northern terminus of the Inca Trail, Quito linked to Cuzco. Cuzco’s 10фᵒN location during the Hudson Bay Pole was duplicated after the Flood at Lubaantum. The Children of the Sun may have been compelled by astronomical reasons to select Lubaantum. Astronomical observations depend upon the latitude where an observatory is built. Significantly, the ancient monuments at Lubaantum are at the same latitude that Cuzco was before the displacement. This meant than any observations undertaken at Cuzco before the displacement would work perfectly at Lubaantum after the displacement.  


    [112]


    It’s an intriguing fact that Lubaantum lies 120ᵒ West of the Great Pyramid - suggesting that it was sited with a knowledge of the Giza Prime Meridian. Knowledge that came from Atlantis.


    Atlantean scientists undertook a vast geodesic project sometime before 9,600 B.C. Their study of previous displacements led them to Cuzco as the perfect spot to plant a knowledge-cache. After the Flood, survivors of Atlantis landed on Lake Titicaca and a homing device directed them to Cuzco where they found the knowledge-cache. The subsequent establishment of Giza Prime Meridian sites at Tiahuanaco, Quito and Lubaantum demonstrate a sophisticated knowledge of the earth’s geography. 


    A knowledge-cache was buried at Cuzco.


    The fascinating pattern defined by the Inca Trail in the Andes as it travels through the southern/western hemispheres is duplicated in the northern/eastern hemisphere by the Silk Road that stretches across the Himalayan Mountains. 


    Where is Asia’s Cuzco? 


    Xi’an, the oldest of the four ancient capitals of China, is often considered the starting point of the Silk Road. Today. It houses the Chinese space exploration program and is a center for national security, research and development. 


     


     [113]


    Like Cuzco, the Xi’an, the most ancient capital of China, is part of a cluster of megalithic monuments that lay at sacred latitudes through three displacements. During the Yukon Pole (Yellow) Xi’an was at latitude 20ᵒN. During the Greenland Sea Pole (Purple) it was at latitude 30ᵒN (as Giza is today). And during the Hudson Bay Pole (Turquoise) the Xi’an Cluster was at latitude 5ᵒS. 


    Today, the Xi’an Cluster lies at a ф (0.6180 x 5400) distance from the North Pole to the Equator (PEфᵒN – the light blue pyramid in map above). This positioning implies an extremely sophisticated understanding of geometry, geology and geography. This is the revelation that lies at the heart of THE ATLANTIS BLUEPRINT, namely that our planet’s geography was known with satellite-level accuracy thousands of years before any explorer set sail from Europe or China. 


    The Silk Road is a timeworn highway replete with history. From a European perspective, its eastern terminus was Xi’an; as far east as they needed to travel to attain the treasures of silk, spice and other rare trading goods to feed the hungry home market for luxury. But in China another, more easterly city, is considered the real terminus of the Silk Road - Pyongyang, the capital of present-day North Korea.


    Prevailing archeological opinion assumes that Xi’an was established as China’s most ancient city and Pyongyang was merely an eastern tributary of the Silk Road. But it seems more probable that Pyongyang is older. 


    During the Hudson Bay Pole Pyongyang was at 12ᵒN, a sacred latitude. During the Greenland Sea both Pyongyang and Xi’an were at 30ᵒN. And during the Yukon Pole Pyongyang was also at 30ᵒN, the same latitude that Giza and Lhasa occupy today.


    The Inca Trail and the Silk Road lie as far apart as is possible. These sophisticated projects were built by the survivors of the earth’s greatest cataclysms. People with a highly-evolved understanding of the earth’s geography and the consequences of the shifting geology unleashed by the violence of earth crust/mantle displacements. This profound knowledge of catastrophic geology spanning nearly 100,000 years is expressed in the precision with which they placed their sacred sites.

  


  
    
The Speed of Light Code


    Rand Flem-Ath (2017)


    Scientists at the Search for Extraterrestrial Intelligence (SETI) comb the heavens in a quest to find universal constants like ф (1.618…) and π (3.1415…). These ‘Civilization Signature Constants’ (CSC) are fundamental to SETI because such numbers are highly unlikely to occur at random. If a message came from a distant star system printing out ф, or π digits, then SETI would cry Eureka! If that message contained two universal constants, then SETI might even declare contact!


    But what if we look at the problem from another angle? What if we back-engineer SETI’s strategy? Rather than pointing our instruments at the sky maybe we should be looking at our own planet to determine if a Super-Intelligent-Entity-or-Entities (SIEE) has/have already left ф (1.618…) and π (3.1415…) footprints upon Earth.  


    The idea that the speed of light might contain a code seems odd at first. But that’s only because we are accustomed to measuring c (the speed of light) using the metric system. In 1975, the speed of light was determined at 299,792,458 meters per second with a measurement uncertainty of 4 parts per billion. 1983, the measurement uncertainty was corrected by redefining the meter as being 1/299,792,458 of the distance light travels in one second. The number 299,792,458 has nothing special about it. It seems random, but look what happens when we measure c (speed of light) with a different measuring tool, nautical miles (M). The speed of light travels at 161,874.977 nautical miles per second. We call this c/M.


    The first four digits ofc/M are 1618 which is ф (phi) packed right intoc. Two universal constants in one set of numbers. Coincidence? Maybe? But what if this same message (ф combined with c) was coming from outer space? How would we react?


    The ф in cis not the only part of this ancient cryptogram. Let’s look at the next three digits (749). When we divide 21600 nautical miles (the circumference of the Earth) into c/M we get 7.494211898148148. In other words, in one second light travels approximately 7.49 times the circumference of the Earth. So, the 749 in c/M maybe a confirmation (redundancy) that we’re dealing with the speed of light as measured by our planet’s circumference.


    So, if 1618 is ф and 7.49 are consistent with a cryptogram, what then of the 77? I suggest it is a check digit, something that has only recently become a part of 21st century civilization. We use check digits because we use computers. For inventory purposes,[114] numbers like 4977, suggest a confirmation that c/M is not random. The 4977 in c/M is a check digit because 7 times 7 is 49. I suggest that the 77 in c/M is a kind of exclamation mark meaning: it’s real. You’re on the right track to cracking the cryptogram.

  


  
    


     


    So how did this come about? I suggest that SIEE has/have tuned the velocity of the Earth’s spin to print out an ancient cryptogram using nautical miles as the key. SIEE left us a message in the very spin of our planet. SIEE then set about the task of insuring that humanity would use a specific time system otherwise the code would never be broken. SIEE did this, I suggest, by imparting to the Sumerians a time system (24 hours, 60 minutes and 60 seconds) that ultimately would provide the suitable measurement of one second. 


    In THE ATLANTIS BLUEPRINT, I paid special attention to the 10фᵒ latitude[115], noting that Ollantaytambo, and Baalbek were at this latitude during the Hudson Bay Pole. 


    [116]


     


    


     


    During the Yukon Pole, Baalbek lay at latitude 7:00N and Ollantaytambo at 00:00 which was precisely on the equator. 


    The largest stones in Old World are at Baalbek. The largest stones in the New World are at Ollantaytambo. Both sites lay at significant latitudes during the Yukon and Hudson Bay Pole. 


    Ollantaytambo is part of the Cuzco Cluster. Cuzco’s exact latitude was 16:07N. It may be no coincidence that this same number shows up in Earth’s orbital velocity (16.07M/s see below).


     


    


     


    Each year, the Earth’s orbital velocity varies from a low of 15.85M/s to a high of 16.35M/s. There are days when our orbital velocity produces the universal constant ф (10фM/s). And other days when our planet’s speed passes through 1/10,000th of c(16.1875977M/s). 


    An Earth that has been “tuned” to produce universal constants challenges the prevailing paradigm that our planet’s spin and orbital velocity are simply the residue effects of the creation of our solar system. In that model, the Earth’s orbital and spin velocity should be a random number, not ordered, and especially not ordered by universal constants like cand ф.


    This is where my curiosity has led me. As to the ultimate meaning of all this – that is for you to explore.
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