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The Giza Discovery  voume:

By Peter Goodgame
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The Search for the Hidden Tomb

"I really personally believe that the secret chamber of Khufu is hidden inside the
pyramid.”
Zahi Hawass, from a lecture in Philadelphia, Penn sylvania, in early July of 2005

In October of 2005 the world will witness another serious effort to uncover some of the

mysteries that lay buried under the rock and sand at Giza. There is a very good possibility

that this effort will not be in vain, and that it will result in the greatest archaeological
discovery ever made in the history of mankind. This series of articles will explain what that
discovery might be and, more importantly, what that discovery could mean for the world

not only archaeologicall y and historically, but spiritually as well.

The major components of the Giza complex include the the three major pyramids and also
the enigmatic massive stone statue known as the Sphinx. The Great Pyramid, the largest of

the three main pyramids, was the first built and is also the last remaining of the Seven
Wonders  of the ancient world. It is a well -established fact that the Great Pyramid was built
by King Khufu, of Egypt's Fourth Dynasty, wh ose reign began around approximately 2500

BCE. What is not an established fact, although it is the common explanation, is that Khufu
built the Great Pyramid to be his own personal burial chamber. That was not the purpose of
the Great Pyramid & the truth is m uch more interesting.

Zahi Hawass himself explains that the Giza Plateau was known by the Egyptians as the

"House of Osiris, Lord of the Underground Tunnels." [1] So if we want to understand
Giza and the Great Pyramid we must understand the ancient Egyptia n god Osiris, rather
than focus on Khufu the king who was merely tasked with initiating the construction of this
enduring monument. To begin this story we will go back to 1998, when Dr. Hawass had just

made what he called his greatest discovery, a discover y that definitely  did concern the
Egyptian god Osiris.

You may be asking, 'Who is Dr. Zahi Hawass?' Well, his official titles are 'Secretary General
of the Supreme Council of Antiquities of Egypt' and 'Director of the Giza Pyramids
Excavation.' In other wo  rds, Dr. Zahi Hawass is the top man in charge of Egyptian
antiquities. Nothing happens archaeologically in Egypt without his approval and signature,
and nothing happens in Giza without him usually being physically present, either personally
directing the r esearch or excavation or else observing with a keen and critical eye.

The Hallway of Osiris

Back in November of 1998 Hawass made a discovery that he relates here in his own words,
as taken from a press release at the time [2]:
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"l have found a shaft, goin g 29 meters [95 feet approximately] vertically down into the
ground, exactly halfway between the Chefren Pyramid [the middle pyramid] and the Sphinx.
At the bottom, which was filled with water, we have found a burial chamber with four

pillars. In the middl e is a large granite sarcophagus which | expect to be the grave of

Osiris, the god... | have been digging in Egypt's sand for more than 30 years, and up to

date this is the most exciting discovery | have made... We found the shaft in November and

began pum ping up the water recently. So several years will pass before we have finished
investigating the find."

Zahi Hawass believed at the time that he had found the burial place of Osiris the god and
he referred to this as the greatest discovery of his entire ca reer. This discovery eventually
became known worldwide and the FOX television network broadcast a special program on

March 2, 1999, entitled "Opening the Lost Tombs: Live From Egypt." The special was a huge

success for FOX as far as ratings were concerned, but as far as the academic world was
concerned it was a travesty and an embarrassment both to archaeology and to Egyptology,

despite what appeared to be the good intentions of Zahi Hawass. [3]

The so -called grave and sarcophagus of Osiris was eventually e xplained by Hawass as being
"symbolic," probably having been used for initiatory and/or ritual purposes as a part of

Egyptian religion, and dating to 2000 years after the building of the pyramids (665 -525
BC).[4] In any case, the shaft in which it was loca ted did open up previously unexplored
tunnels, but the world is still waiting for Hawass to make a public presentation documenting

where these tunnels go, how extensive they are, and what they lead to.

This story is not dead but it has been quiet for some time now. To examine it further
readers may click to an excellent series of articles written by Nigel Skinner -Thompson called
"The Shaft, The Subway & The Causeway, " or they may click to an article entitted " Ananda

in the Hallway of Osiris " which contains a first  -person account of what the tunnels and
chambers contain and a number of color photographs.

From this adventure we can deduce that Zahi Hawass maintains a belief that Osiris was in
fact a historical figure and that his grave, and possibly his mummified body, must still exist
somewhere within the Giza complex. What is also clear is that, for some unknown reason,
Hawass wan ts to make sure that when this tomb is found the whole world will be able to
watch when its contents are revealed .

The French Initiative

From past excitement concerning the possible discovery of the tomb of Osiris we now direct
our attention to current e xcitement regarding the "tomb of Khufu."

From September 6 -12 of 2004 the 9th International Congress of Egyptologists met at

Grenoble, France. This conference included a presentation given by two French researchers

who publicized their theory (and book) th at structural anomalies suggested the existence of

a hidden chamber  within the Great Pyramid itself . Gilles Dormion and Jean  -Yves Verd'hurt
admit to being amateurs in areas such as Egyptian history, culture and religion, but their

specialty is in the field of architecture and their method has achieved success in the past

when they were able to locate two previously unknown chambers in the Meidum Pyramid to

the south of Giza.
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Dormion and Verd'hurt's theory is that this hidden chamber exists underneath the Qu een's
Chamber at a symbolic location at the very heart of the Great Pyramid. As evidence for it

they argue that the hole in the floor of the niche in the east wall of the Queen's Chamber

was used to pass ropes through to install what are called "portcullis blocks" which are used
primarily to block the entrances and exits of chambers or passageways.

Their theory appeared to have been confirmed in September of 2000 when ground probing

radar was used on the floor of the Queen's Chamber revealing a passageway or void 3.5
meters below. Dormion and Verd'hurt also provided evidence that the paving stones of the
Queen's Chamber had at one time been removed to gain access to this alleged passageway,
which is illustrated in an article located here . [5]

Dormion and Verd'hurt appear to have gained the support of much of the French

Egyptological establishment, including Jean -Pierre Corteggiani of the French Institute of
Oriental Archaeology in Cairo, and Nicolas Grimal the head of Egyptology at the College de
France. Grimal even wrote the preface to their book La Chambre de Chéops (The
Chamber of Cheops) , writing that their ideas may lead to "without doubt, one of the

greatest discoveries in Egyptology."” [6]

While this French initiative appears to have both sol id evidence and high  -level backing on its
side it will inevitably go nowhere without the support of Dr. Zahi Hawass. To test their

theory the French team has been lobbying for permission to drill through the floor of the

Queen's Chamber and Zahi Hawass, wh o attended the Grenoble conference and listened to

the presentation, refuses to allow this.

There are a couple of reasons why Hawass is opposed to the French initiative. In the first

place, Dormion's theory is based on the idea that the Egyptian builders o f the Great Pyramid
were incompetent and that the location of Khufu's Tomb had to be changed from the King's

Chamber to underneath the Queen's Chamber because the pyramid exhibited signs of

structural failure as it was being built. This possibility does no t appeal to Hawass, who
happens to be an Egyptian himself, and neither does it appeal to the other two individuals

consulted by Hawass, Mark Lehner of the USA and Rainer Stadelmann of Germany, who

Hawass considers to be the top experts on the Great Pyramid

The other reason that Hawass refuses to allow the French initiative to move forward is
because he wants to focus on his own theory of where this hidden "tomb of Khufu" might be
found within the Great Pyramid.

The Hawass Initiative

The current theory tha  t Hawass holds regarding the location of the "Hidden Chamber of

Khufu" traces back to the 1992 -93 UPUAUT PROJECT _ led by Rudolf Gantenbrink. This was
the project in which a robot was sent up the two anomalous shafts th at project up and out,
north and south, from the Queen's Chamber. On March 22, 1993, this robot made its way to

the end of the southern shaft, 210 feet up and 54 feet from the surface of the pyramid,

where it found what looked like a stone door fitted with metal handles. Subsequent testing
showed that this "door" was only about three inches thick.

The discovery of a "door" at the end of the southern "star -shaft" created a storm of media
attention and debate, but nothing was done about it until 2002. That wa s when another TV
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special was set up, funded by the National Geographic Society and broadcast live, as before,
by the FOX TV Network on September 16, 2002. The world watched as a robot ascended the

shaft to drill a tiny hole through "Gantenbrink's Door" af ter which a camera was inserted
offering pictures of the other side. What it showed _ was simply the end of the shaft in the
form of a rough hewn block, this time without metal handles. The robot was also able to

successfully ascend the northern shaft and it found another smooth stone "door" with metal
handles. However, in this case a decision was made not to drill through the "door."

To bring this story up to date we must go to the University of Penn sylvania's Museum of
Archaeology and Anthropology where Zahi Hawass gave a lecture in early July of 2005.
According to a report carried by The Daily Star , this was when Zahi Hawass voiced his
confidence that  "the secret chamber of Khufu is hidden inside th e pyramid." [7]

Hawass explained that his hopes lay in what is beyond the "end" of the Queen's Chamber's
southern shaft, and what is beyond the "door" of the northern shaft. According to Hawass,

in October of 2005 a robot built by the University of Singapo re will be sent up the shafts to
drill through both of these blocks. This time, to avoid any major disappointment as before,

Hawass says that the drilling will not be broadcast live, but the results will be announced in

a press release. However Hawass did explain that  "If something interesting is

discovered, we're going to show it to people all over the world."

At the same time that the drilling is taking place in the Great Pyramid there will also be a

team from Birmingham, England, performing radar mapping at select locations on the Giza
plateau. Perhaps this has to do with the new tunnels that were opened up with the

discovery of the so -called "Tomb of Osiris"?

The Giza Walll

Whatever may be in store for Giza this October, it appears that Zahi Hawass and the
Egyptian authorities have been preparing for something big. In 2002 construction began of

a massive concrete security wall to surround the Giza plateau which, for reasons unknown,

also extends into the empty desert to encompass a total area of about e ight square
kilometers. Egyptologist and mystic J.J. Hurtak comments on this wall saying that such a

wall was never needed for tourists, but can only be in preparation for a major discovery [8]:

"The psychological reality of guards stationed as sentries at intervals along the entire wall
carries the intrigue of a major feature film set, designed for the few experts who are to find

an underground sphinx or obelisk, or a connection between Osiris and the constellation of

Orion, rather than an open -door featur e for thousands of well  -behaved international
students of history and archaeology who have never needed to be extensively controlled."

It is now 2005 and this wall must now be almost certainly complete. What kind of event
could possibly be scheduled to dem and such a high level of security and safety? What kind
of discovery could possibly be expected?

It is interesting that Hurtak referred to the possibility of finding evidence connecting Osiris

with Orion. This connection is something that is well -known to many researchers of the
religion and history of ancient Egypt, but it is still unaccepted within the mainstream

academic community of Egyptology. In the next article we will examine why this connection

is important and we will argue that the Great Pyramid of Egypt, if it was indeed built as a
tomb, is more likely to contain the mummy of Osiris, rather than that of Khufu the builder of
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the pyramid.

Postscript:

2005 has passed and there has been little activity regarding the search for the hidden

chamber. However, in a December 12, 2005 interview Dr. Hawass remained unshaken in his
expectation that it will be found. Whether it exists near the top of the Great Pyramid or not

remains a mat ter of debate. Perhaps it exists in the heart of the pyramid as argued by

Dormion and Verd'hurt, or perhaps there is indeed a 250 -foot high chamber near the base
of the pyramid as alleged by independent researcher Larry Dean Hunter. Read on to learn

how th is discovery, whether it occurs as soon as 2006 or as late as 2012, will be

remembered as the greatest archaeological discovery ever made in the history of mankind.

Footnotes

1. http://ww __w.towers -online.co.uk/pages/shaftosl.htm

2. From a newspaper article entitled "Sandpit of Royalty" by Dorte Quist taken from
http://phoenix.akasha.de/~aton/HO -OSIRIS.html

3. See this page f or two critical reviews:
http://www.csicop.org/cmi/reviews/opening -lost -tombs.html

4. Secret Chamber: The Quest for the Hall of Records , Robert Bauval, 1999, p.83

5."A Secret Chamber in the Great Pyramid?" :
http://www.cite -
sciences.fr/francais/ala_cite/science_actualites/sitesactu/question_actu.php?langue=an&so

mmaire=1&id_article=3343

6. "Secret Chambers of the Great Pyramid of Khufu" by Jimmy Dunn:
http://www.touregypt.net/featurestories/pyramidchambers.htm

7. "The Great Pyramid may still contain Khufu's intact pharaonic tomb" by Kyle Cassidy:
http://www.dailystar.com.lb/article.asp?edition_id=10&categ_id=4&article _id=16740

8."New Walls Encircle Pyramidal Complex at Giza" by Dr. J.J. Hurtak:
http://www.initiation.cc/Giza_Update/giza_update.html
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The Myth and Religion of Osiris
the God

"Glory be to thee, Osiris Un - nefer, the great god who dwellest within Abtu

(Abydos), thou king of eternity, thou lord of everlastingness, who passest through
millions of years in the course of thine existence. Thou art the eldest son of the

womb of Nut, and thou wast engendered by Seb, the Ancestor... Let thine heart, O
Osiris, who art in the Mountain of Amentet, be content, for thy son Ho rus is
stablished upon thy throne... He leadeth in his train that which is, and that which

is not yet... he is exceedingly mighty and most terrible in his name 'Osiris’; he

endureth for ever and for ever in his name of 'Un - nefer." Homage be to thee, O

Kin g of kings, Lord of lords, Ruler of princes, who from the womb of Nut hast ruled
the world and the Underworld. Praise be unto thee, Osiris, lord of eternity, Un -
nefer -Heru -Khuti, whose forms are manifold, and whose attributes are majestic...
thou guide of the Underworld, whom (the gods) glorify when thou settest in the
night sky of Nut... Those who have lain down [i.e., the dead] rise up to look upon
thee, they breathe the air and they look upon thy face when the disk riseth on the
horizon; their hearts are at peace inasmuch as they behold thee, O thou who art
Eternity and Everlastingness.”
"Hymn to Osiris" from the Eqgyptian Book of the Dead (c.1400 BC)

When the pyramids of Giza were built by p haraohs of the Fourth Dynasty (circa 2600 -2500
BC) the center of Egyptian religion was located at the city of Anu or lunu, later known to the

Greeks as Heliopolis the "City of the Sun." This religious capital was located on the opposite

side of the Nile fr om the Giza plateau about twelve miles to the northeast. The pyramids

were built as a religious monument and if we are to fully understand them we must first

have a basic understanding of Egyptian religious beliefs at the time.

Egyptian Religion

Accord ing to what is called the Ennead System _ of creation, which

was developed and promoted from Heliopolis, there were nine major

gods at the head of the Egyptian pantheon. The chief god was Atum
also known a s Ra or Re. It was he who emerged alone out of the

primordial nothingness and he was represented and worshiped as the

sun. The next stage was Atum's creation of the elements 'air' and

'water,' deified as the god Shu and goddess Tefnut . From this union
came the next generation of Egyptian divinities who were the god

Geb (also known as Keb or Seb) who represented the earth, and the goddess Nut or Nuit,
who was a deification of the sky and the heavens. This pair, the sky and the earth, were

eventually separate  d as the picture shows, with the canopy of the heavens arching over and
covering the prostrate earth.
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It was from the union of Geb and Nut that Egyptian history began, because prior to their

separation Nut became pregnant and gave birth to four children: t he brothers Osiris and
Set , and the sisters  Isis and Nephthys . According to ancient Egyptian accounts from every
era Osiris was the very first king of Egypt who ruled wisely and compassionately in a

primordial Golden Age referred to as Zep Tepi 0 the "First Time."

The Myth of Osiris

The story of the life and death of Osiris is related in the myth called "The Legend of Osiris

and Isis." This myth is recounted in bits and pieces throughout Egypt in hieroglyphic
inscriptions, in papyrus funerary texts, and in p aintings and sculptures, but it was not set
down in a complete modern literary form until the Greek writer Plutarch summarized it in

the first century AD. [1]

Briefly, according to this version of the myth, when Osiris appeared the land of Egypt was in

chaos and the people lived as ignorant barbarians. Osiris civilized the Egyptians and brought

order to the land by teaching them agriculture and writing, by giving them a code of laws,

and by instructing them in the proper worship of the gods. After his great success in the
land of Egypt Osiris set out on a journey to civilize and bring order to the entire earth. While

he was gone his sister/wife Isis ruled in his stead, while his jealous brother Set plotted how

to get rid of him and take over his throne.

During a return visit to Egypt Set held a banquet in Osiris' honor. He had secretly measured

Osiris' body and had fabricated a beautiful chest to his exact specifications. During the party

this chest was brought out and admired by all. As if in fun Set remark ed that he would give
this beautiful object to whomever could fit perfectly inside it. Everyone at the party tried to

fit inside, but only Osiris fit perfectly, and then when he was inside Set, along with

seventy -two fellow conspirators , Slammed the door o  f the chest shut and fastened it
with nails and molten lead. They then carried the chest out and tossed it into the river,

whereupon Osiris drowned and the chest was carried out to sea.

Eventually this chest came to the shore near Byblos, where the ocean -side shrubbery grew
up around it and covered it. This shrubbery grew thicker and thicker so that it appeared as

a tree trunk, after which it was cut down, with the chest hidden inside, and installed as a

pillar in the court of the local king. After a series of miraculous events Isis eventually found
the chest, recovered the body of Osiris and brought it back to Egypt where she hid it.
Unfortunately, while out hunting one night the evil Set came upon this chest, discovered the

body of Osiris, cut it up into f ourteen pieces and scattered them throughout the land. Isis
then went throughout the land to recover these pieces, setting up a shrine or tomb for

Osiris at each place. She found every piece of Osiris except for the phallus and magically
put him back toge ther again. In place of the phallus she created an artificial one and
consecrated it to the gods, after which she copulated with Osiris and became pregnant. The

body of Osiris was then mummified and buried at an undisclosed location, which is the first

his torical or mythological reference to the practice of mummification. Osiris was the world's

very first mummy, which is an important fact to remember.

The son born to Isis from Osiris was named Horus and he was raised to adulthood in secret.
The spirit of Os iris would often visit his son, instructing him in warfare and in the proper
way to rule as a king. Horus gradually became skilled and knowledgeable enough to
challenge his uncle Set, and faced off against him in a number of epic battles. Horus
eventually overcame Set militarily and then also legally, when the Council of the Gods gave



Horus the authority to rule over the whole land of Egypt. Osiris was also rewarded for the

virtue that he displayed in his life by being transformed into a god and given autho rity as
the Judge of the Dead and Ruler of the Underworld. From then on every king of Egypt was

known as a descendent of both Horus and Osiris.

The Symbols of Osiris

In Egyptian art Osiris is almost always depicted as

a figure who is  mummified in white linen from his
neck down, with only his arms or hands unbound.

He is usually shown wearing the white crown d the
hedjet , which is the crown that always refers to

Upper Egypt (southern Egypt). There was also a

red crown 9 the deshret , which was usually

reserved for Lower Egypt, and there was also a
double crown & the pschent , which symbolized the
wearer's authority over both Upper and Lower

Egypt. Osiris almost always wore the White Crown,

and rarely the Red Crown, but Horus was often

pictured wearing the Double C rown.

Osiris is also depicted with green skin, which
Egyptologists explain as a reference to the fact
that he is dead, or as an allusion to his role as an
agricultural god. Osiris is often shown holding a
crook or hooked staff and a flail. The crook was a
shepherd's tool, while the flail was used as a
threshing tool in agriculture. These became
symbols of royalty and were adopted by pharaohs
down through the ages, including King
Tutankhamen. [2]

Images of Osiris are also often accompanied by the hieroglyphi ¢ symbol known as the ankh ,
which looks like a cross with a loop at the top, as shown at the bottom right of the picture.

This hieroglyph is the ancient Egyptian symbol meaning "life," and it was used in the case of

Osiris, as with the Cross of Christianit y, to refer to life after death and eternal life. Another

symbol used in connection with Osiris that had the same connotation was the Bennu bird, or
phoenix, the legendary bird of prey that dies a fiery death but is always reborn from the

ashes. Some accou nts state that this bird first emerged from the heart of Osiris, while

others equate the  Bennu bird with the soul of Ra - Atum. As we will continue to show, the

theme of "Resurrection” is a constant companion to the figure of Osiris.

Another important symbo | for Osiris is the constellation Orion. As Part 1 explained, this is a
connection still debated within the field of Egyptology, yet the evidence seems to be clear.
Below are translations of several inscriptions that date to approximately 2175 -2350 BC.

They are the earliest references to Osiris in existence and they clearly connect the god with
the constellation Orion:

Utterance 219:
"In your name of Dweller in Orion, with a season in the sky and a season on earth. O Osiris,
turn your face and look on this King, for your seed which issued from you is effective."
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Utterance 442:

"This Great One has fallen on his side, he who is in Nedit is felled. Your hand is taken by Ra,
your head is lifted up by the Two Enneads. Behold he has come as Orion, behold, Osiris has
come as Orion... O King, the sky conceives you with Orion, the dawn -light bears you with
Orion. He who lives, lives by the command of the gods, and you live. You will regularly

ascend wit h Orion from the eastern region of the sky, you will regularly descend with Orion

into the western region of the sky..."

Utterance 466:

"O King, you are this great star, the companion of Orion, who traverses the sky with Orion,

who navigates the Netherworl d with Osiris; you ascend from the east of the sky, being

renewed at your due season and rejuvenated at your due time. The sky has born you with

Orion, the year has put a fillet on you with Osiris, hands have been given to you, the dance

has gone downtoy ou, afood -offering is given to you, the Great Mooring - post cries out to
you as (to) Osiris in his suffering." [3]

These inscriptions are part of the Pyramid Texts which are an important key to unlocking
the mysteries of Egyptian religion, the origin of Dy nastic Egypt, and the historical identity of
Osiris 0 the man who became a god.

The Pyramid Texts

The three main pyramids of Giza were built during Egypt's Fourth Dynasty (c.2600 -2500
BC) and they are curiously devoid of any kind of ritualistic hieroglyphic inscriptions. Less
than two hundred years later another major pyramid complex began to be built at Saqqgara,

about ten miles southeast of Giza. Altogether five kings from the Fifth and Sixth

Dynasties  erected five main pyramids at this new cult location. T hese pyramids were much
smaller than those of Giza and they were also different by the fact that the halls and

chambers within these pyramids were completely covered with the inscriptions that are

known today as the 'Pyramid Texts.'

There are over seven hu  ndred groups of inscriptions, known as 'utterances,' carved
throughout these five pyramids, and the majority of them are spells or ritualistic verses
whose purpose is to "ensure the welfare of the dead king in the hereafter."[4] Strangely,

the very first o f these utterances appear to have much in common with the early pages of
the New Testament:

Utterance 1:
"The King is my eldest son... he is my beloved, with whom | am well pleased."”

Utterance 2:
"Recitation by Geb: 'The king is my bodily son..."

Utteran ce 3:

"...The King is my beloved son, my first -born upon the throne of Geb, with whom he is well
pleased, and he has given to him his heritage in the presence of the Great Ennead. All the

gods are in joy, and they say: 'How goodly is the King! His father G eb is pleased with him."

[5]

Throughout the Pyramid Texts the king is the focus and his relationship with the gods is
explained. He is referred to often as Osiris or as Horus, and he is referred to repeatedly as



the son of Ra & the chief god of the Ennead, or as the son of Geb & the earth god of the
Ennead. During his life the king was viewed as a sort of living or reincarnated Osiris/Horus

and then at his death he took his place in the Netherworld among the gods and stars after
undergoing a judgment presided over by Osiris. One of the most important doctrines of
Egyptian religion is thus developed, as the French Egyptologist Ledrain explains,

"Osiris was the god through whose sufferings and death the Egyptian hoped that his body
might rise again in some transf ormed or glorified shape, and to him who had conquered
death and had become the king of the other world the Egyptian appealed in prayer for
eternal life through his victory and power. In every funeral inscription known to us, from the
pyramid texts down to the roughly written prayers upon coffins of the Roman period, what
is done for Osiris is done also for the deceased, the state and condition of Osiris are the
state and condition of the deceased; in a word, the deceased is identified with Osiris. If

Osiri s liveth for ever, the deceased will live for ever; if Osiris dieth, then will the deceased
perish." [6]

Giza and the Cult of Osiris

Evidence that Giza was built as a magnificent memorial to Osiris can be found throughout
Egyptian history. In his book Secret Chamber _ (1999), author and researcher Robert Bauval
gathers much of this evidence and organizes it into a formidable argument.

For instance, inthe  Book of the Two Ways , which dates to ¢.2000 BC, Bauval cites a
reference to the "Highland of Aker, which is the dwelling place of Osiris,” and another that

states: "Osiris who is in the Highland of Aker." Bauval then refers to Egyptolog ist Selim
Hassan whose research has concluded that Aker, a lion -figured deity pictured often in
connection with Osiris and the Netherworld, is most likely symbolized by the Great Sphinx,

and that the "Highlands of Aker" must then refer to the raised Giza p lateau upon which the
Sphinx and the Pyramids were built. In other words, Giza is the dwelling place of Osiris. [7]

Another reference comes from the inscription on the Shabaka Stone which dates to ¢.700
BC. However, the scribe who carved the text states th at the inscription is a copy from an
earlier original, one that scholars believe may date as far back as the Pyramid Age:

This is the land ///// the burial of Osiris in the House of Sokar. ////// 1sis and Nephthys

without delay, for Osiris had drowned in his water. Isis [and Nephthys] looked out, [beheld
him and attended to him]. Horus speaks to Isis and Nephthys: "Hurry, grasp him ///."

Isis and Nephthys speak to Osiris: "We come, we take you ///."

/Il [They heeded in time] and brought him to [land. H e entered the hidden portals in the
glory of the lords of eternity]. /////l. [Thus Osiris came into] the earth at the royal fortress,

to the north of [the land to which he had come...] [8]

According to this text Osiris was buried in the "House of Sokar" af ter his body had been
taken by Isis and Nephthys and brought to the land, whereafter he entered the "hidden
portals" and "came into the earth at the royal fortress," which was in the north of the land

of Egypt.

The Pyramid Texts explain that Sokar is merel y another name for Osiris. Some current
researchers believe that Sokar was an ancient deity originally distinct from Osiris but their
evidence is thin and based primarily on conjecture and supposition [9]. Sokar may have
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been a name by which the Egyptians originally knew Osiris, and one of his many aspects,
but Sokar was never completely distinct from Osiris.

In Utterance 300 of the Pyramid Texts the king, who is often identified as Osiris, states, "...|

am Sokar of Rostau , I am bound for the place where d wells Sokar..." In Utterance 532 the
connection is made more explicit: "...they have found Osiris, his brother Seth having laid

him low in Nedit; when Osiris said 'Get away from me,' when his hame became Sokar

The "House of Sokar" is therefore the very s ame as the "House of Osiris."

The next question is, what and where is Rostau? Remember that in Part 1 Zahi Hawass was
guoted as referring to Osiris as the "Lord of the Underground Tunnels"? Well the word
Rostau means underground tunnels , and "Lord of Rostau" is one of the many titles held by
Osiris.[10] "Rostau” was simply another name for the Giza plateau and the many tunnels

underneath it.

This understanding is clarified by a stela that o nce stood between the paws of the Sphinx
that is attributed to Thutmose IV (c.1400 BC). Line seven of this stela states that the
Sphinx lies "beside the House of Sokar ... in Rostau.” [11]

Bauval finds further proof that Rostau refers to Giza in the so -called Coffin Texts which were
inscribed in burial chambers near the end of the Old Kingdom (c.1800 -2000 BC):

"I am Osiris, | have come to Rostau in order to know the secret of the Duat ... | have come
equipped with magic, | have quenched my thirst with it, | live on white emmer, filling the
Winding Waterway..."

"...on the day of concealing the mysteries of the deep place in Rostau ... | am he (Osiris)
who sees the secret things in Rostau... O you who opens up ways and open up paths for the
perfected souls in  the House of Osiris..."

"...Sokar... (is) happy and content when (he) sees that this mansion of mine is founded
among the waters... while Sokar belongs to Rostau..."

"I have travelled by the roads of Rostau on water and on land... these are the roads of
Osiris and they are in the sky..."

"l have passed over the paths of Rostau, whether on water or on land, and these are the
paths of Osiris; they are at the limit of the sky..."

"I shall not be turned back to the gates of the Duat. | ascend to the sky with Or ion...  am
one who collects for himself his efflux in front of Rostau..." [12]

Robert Bauval first made his mark internationally with the book The Orion Mystery , co -
written with Adrian Gilbert in 1995. This volume put forth the hypothesis, which has steadily

gained popular support, that the three pyramids of Giza were laid out and built as a

deliberate represe ntation of the three belt stars of Orion on earth. Rostau, Giza, the

"Highland of Aker," the "House of Sokar" or "House of Osiris," by whatever name it is

known, was built to be a picture of the heavens on the earth. Bauval explains,

"Giza, the earthly Ros tau, is located on the west bank of the River Nile. Thus by
transposition, we can deduce that the celestial Rostau is a region of the starry sky on the


http://www.redmoonrising.com/Giza/OsirisTomb1.htm
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/tg/detail/-/0517884542/qid=1126431256/sr=2-1/ref=pd_bbs_b_2_1/102-2403886-1320925?v=glance&s=books

west 'bank’ of the Milky Way. Furthermore Giza... is a counterpart of a portion of the sky
near the Milk y Way which contains Orion, Sirius and the constellation of Taurus and Leo.
Everything thus strongly points to the idea that we are invited to consider this celestial
region as a sort of 'guide map' I one, perhaps, that may lead us to the ‘tomb’ or 'burial
place' of Osiris." [13]

Many researchers believe that the Tomb of Osiris, as well as his bodily remains or "efflux,"”
will be found and publicized in the very near future. However, there are other references
among the Coffin Texts that appear to stat e that the remains of Osiris may in fact be
supernaturally protected:

"This is the sealed thing which is in darkness, with fire about it, which contains the
efflux of Osiris, and it was put in Rostau. It has been hidden there since it fell from him,
and it is what came down from him onto the desert sand; it means that what belongs to him
(his body) was put in Rostau..." Coffin Texts Spell 1080

"This is the word which is in darkness. As for any spirit who knows it, he will live among the

living. Fireis abou tit, which contains the efflux of Osiris. As for any man who shall
know it, he will never perish there, since he knows what shall be in Rostau. Rostau is hidden
since he fell there... Rostau is (another name) for Osiris..." Coffin Texts Spell 1087 [14]

Perhaps it is not up to us to find it, but up to something or someone else to allow it to be
found, when the time is right.
The Mysteries of Osiris

Here is what the celebrated Egyptologist E. A. Wallis Budge had to say about Osiris "the
single most importan  t Egyptian deity" at the beginning of his book Osiris and the Egyptian
Resurrection , first published in 1911 (and dedicated to Lionel Walter Rothschild):

"The religious literature of all the great periods of Egyptian history is filled with allusions to
incidents connected with the life, death, and resurrection of Osiris, the god and judge of the



Egyptian dead; and from first to last the authors of religious texts took it for granted that

their readers were well acquainted with such incidents in all their de tails. In no text do we
find any connected history of the god, and nowhere are stated in detail the reasons why he
assumed his exalted position as the judge of souls, or why, for about four thousand years,

he remained the great type and symbol of the Resur rection. No funerary inscription exists,
however early, in which evidence cannot be found proving that the deceased had set his
hope of immortality in Osiris, and at no time in Egypt's long history do we find that the

position of Osiris was usurped by any other god. On the contrary, it is Osiris who is made to
usurp the attributes and powers of other gods, and in tracing his history... we shall find that

the importance of the cult of this god grew in proportion to the growth of the power and

wealth of Egypt , and that finally its influence filled both the national and private life of her
inhabitants, from the Mediterranean Sea to the Sixth Cataract at ShablUkah. The fame of

Osiris extended to the nations around, and it is to the hands of foreigners that we ar e
indebted for connected, though short, narratives of his history." [15] ( emphasis mine)

Osiris became one of the most revered gods in Egypt and even throughout the civilized

world in the millennia before the appearance of Christianity, but his origins sti Il remain
obscure. Was he a historical figure, or was he a product of man's imagination? The ancient
Egyptians would emphatically argue that he was once a flesh -and -blood man before he died
and became a god.

Robert Bauval agrees with the ancient Egyptian u nderstanding of Osiris. He believes that
Osiris once walked the earth, but like Budge he is mystified by many of the unknowns that
surround this figure. Bauval writes,

"There is a great paradox in Egyptology that so far has not been properly explained.

Although the earliest reference to Osiris is found in the Pyramid Texts which date from

€.2300 BC, a cursory study reveals that the mythology, doctrines, liturgy and rituals which

they contain could not possibly have developed overnight, but would have requir ed a long
process of intellectual and religious evolution long before that date. Although all

Egyptologists seem to agree to this, none can agree, however, on how long before that date

this process would have begun. A tentative date of around 6000 BC was s uggested by Jane
B. Sellers on astronomical grounds, but an even earlier date of around 10,500 BC also

based on astronomical considerations is, in my opinion, more likely. Furthermore, the

Egyptologists are also at a loss to explain why in the large quanti ties of inscriptions that
predate the Pyramid Texts, not one single mention of Osiris has been found. It is as if the

cult of Osiris, with its rituals, doctrines, liturgies and mythology, suddenly materialised out

of nowhere and, almost overnight, was read ily adopted as the principle religion of the
pharaonic state." [16]

In the quote from Budge above he theorized that the origins of the Osiris cult trace back to

about 4000 BC. Bauval's quote refers to Sellers who believes that the cult goes as far back

as 6000 BC, while Bauval personally believes that the Osiris cult traces back even further to

10,500 BC. These are all interesting conjectures yet the fact remains, as Bauval concedes,

that prior to 2300 BC among the large quantities of inscriptions that have been found,
absolutely none of them mention or refer to Osiris or to his alter -ego Sokar. With this fact in
mind it is far more likely then that the historical figure of Osiris is to be found only a few

hundred vyears, rather than a few thousand years, bef ore his appearance, fully  -evolved
and fully -functional, at the heart of Egyptian religion.

The search for the historical Osiris will continue in the next installment.
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The Saviors of the Ancient World

"The central figure of the ancient Egyptian Religion was Osiris, and the chief
fundamentals of his cult were the belief in his divinity, death, resurrection, and
absolute contr ol of the destinies of the bodies and souls of men. The central point
of each Osirian's Religion was his hope of resurrection in a transformed body and
of immortality, which could only be realized by him through the death and
resurrection of Osiris."
E. A. Wallace Budge, Osiris & the Egyptian Resurrection , 1973 (1911), Preface

"The philosophers of the ancient world were the spiritual masters of the Inner
Mysteries... At the heart of the Mysteries were myths concerning a dying and
resurrecting godma n, who was known by many different names. In Egypt he was
Osiris, in Greece Dionysus, in Asia Minor Attis, In Syria Adonis, in Italy Bacchus, in
Persia Mithras. Fundamentally all these godmen are the same mythical being."
Timothy Freke and Peter Ga  ndy, The Jesus Mysteries - Was the Original Jesus a Pagan
God?, 1999, p.4

Prior to the birth of Christianity the ancient world was full of mythology, rituals, ceremonies,

and religious beliefs that conformed on many levels with what later became the

fund amental doctrines of Christianity. This fact may be unknown to most practicing

Christians today, or at least ignored, but it has been a common understanding in the secular

intellectual world since at least 1890. That was the year in which Sir James G. Fraz er's book
The Golden Bough  was first published. In this volume, now universally recognized as a

classic, Frazer became the first mainstream scholar to highlight the common themes found

throughout the myths and legends of many different cultures, themes tha t predated
Christianity but which were still very similar o the most important of these being the story of

a dying and rising god.

The implications of Frazer's analysis were quickly grasped by his
contemporaries who were already in the process of dismantlin g
the Judeo - Christian worldview, aided and abetted by the

materialistic preconceptions of Darwin, Freud, Marx and

Nietzsche. Frazer's role is probably under -appreciated, but his
influence greatly contributed to the emergence of today's modern
secular philo sophical outlook, especially as it exists within

academia.

Since the publication of =~ The Golden Bough many scholars have
taken Frazer's thesis, built upon it, and proclaimed much more
bolder and more explicit conclusions regarding the connection that
must s urely exist between Jesus of Nazareth and paganism's

Dying God. Below is a sampling of some of the books that have

been published over the years that have offered answers to this
curious question:

James G. Frazer (1854-1941)



The Historical Jesus and the Mythical Christ , Gerald Massey , 1900

Christianity Before Christ __, John G. Jackson, 1985

The Book Your Church Doesn't Want You To Read , edited by Tim C. Leedom, 1993

The Christ Conspiracy - The Greatest Story Ever Sold _, Acharya S, 1999

The Jesus Mysteries , Timothy Freke and Peter Gandy, 1999

The Jesus Puzzle , Earl Doherty, 1999

That Old -Time Religion , Jordan Maxwell, 2000

The Truth Behind the Christ Myth , Mark Amaru Pinkham, 2002

The Pagan Christ - Recovering the Lost Light , Tom Harpur, 2005

The Messiah Myth , Thomas L. Thompson, 2005

The books listed above represent the work of a minority of scholars who are motivated often
by their own religious beliefs and with an axe to grind against Christianity. Their books are
aimed at a general audience and they do not hesitate to promote sensa tional or
controversial theories that often do not stand up against rigorous critical scrutiny. However,
the above list represents only one side, the radical side, of the academic debate that
eventually sprang up after Frazer's publication of The Golden Bo ugh.

The Real Debate

The most recent full  -scale scholarly analysis of the ancient mythological/religious

phenomenon of dying and rising gods is an academic manuscript by Tryggve N. D.

Mettinger, Professor of Hebrew Bible at Lund University, Sweden, entitl ed The Riddle of
Resurrection 9 "Dying and Rising Gods" in the Ancient Near East , published in 2001.

According to Mettinger, Frazer's thesis d that dying and rising gods were a major element of
Near Eastern pagan religion & stood relatively unchallenged for a number of years until it
suffered a "severe attack” from a French scholar named R. de Vaux in 1933. Then from that

point it led a "somewhat precarious life" until it apparently "died the death of a thousand
wounds" through a listing in Eliade's Encyclopedia of Religion  (1987). That listing, under the
heading "Dying and rising gods" written by scholar Jonathan Z. Smith, claimed to

summarize the current academic conse nsus on the issue, and what it had to say was far

from favorable for Frazer's thesis.

According to J.Z. Smith, the entire category of "Dying and Rising" gods was a fabrication,

and all of the deities placed in this category, upon close inspection, proved t 0 be either gods
who disappeared and then returned, but did not die, or deities who died and then never

rose. For Smith it was either one or the other, but never both, as Frazer had claimed for a

multitude of pagan deities and which happened in the case of Jesus Christ. Smith even

stated that in some cases it appeared that Frazer was "strongly influenced by the wish to
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demonstrate that Christianity was not an innovation, but that all its essential features are to
be found in earlier religions." [1]

If J. Z. Smith's 1987 article was the death of Frazer's thesis, then Mark S. Smith's

subsequent paper entitled "The Death of 'Dying and Rising Gods' in the Biblical World,"
published in 1998, was an attempt to bury it once and for all. In this paper M.S. Smith

focused on all of the alleged dying and rising deities and was able to find discrepancies with

each and every one of them as they related to Frazer's thesis. According to Smith's

interpretation of the data, either they were not fully divine, or they did not a ctually die, or
they did not rise after death. The twentieth century ended with Frazer's thesis in a very

abused condition.

But what if the reaction against Frazer has swung too far in the opposite direction? That is

what Tryggve Mettinger concludes at the end of his analysis of the current status of "Dying
and Rising God" scholarship, which is a state of affairs that prompted him to write his book

The Riddle of Resurrection in the first place.

In his book Mettinger makes a meticulous examination of the Ne ar Eastern gods that have
been placed at one time or another under the heading of "Dying and Rising" gods. These

include Ugaritic Baal, Melgart - Heracles, Adonis, Eshmun - Asclepius, Dumuzi -Tammuz, and
Osiris. For Mettinger the question is simple: is there an y evidence 0 literary or inscriptional,
ritual or mythological 0 that any of these gods were ever understood by the people that
worshiped them as having actually died and then returned to life again? It is a simple

guestion but Mettinger does not believe that the scholars who have reacted against Frazer's
thesis have been completely honest. In his book Mettinger sets the record straight and gives

his own even -handed interpretation of the evidence.

We will now move forward and examine each of these deities and a ddress some of the
issues that influence whether or not they should be viewed as "Dying and Rising Gods." We

will also see how closely inter -related they all are, despite the fact that one of them is
Canaanite (Baal), three of them are Phoenician (Melqart, Adonis and Eshmun), one is
Sumerian -Assyrian (Dumuzi), and one is Egyptian (Osiris). Is it indeed the case, as Tim

Freke alleges within the quote at the head of this study that "Fundamentally all these
godmen are the same mythical being" ?

Ugaritic Baal

In approximately 1200 BC the Temple complex of Ras Shamra, in the ancient north Syrian

port of Ugarit, was catastrophically destroyed and buried. When this site was finally

excavated by archaeologists in 1929 a treasure trove of ancient texts was unearthed which
have become a primary source for historians studying the religion of the ancient Canaanites

and Phoenicians. What they have found is that Canaanite culture had a highly structured

view of the universe, of the gods, and of mankind's relationship with both.

The Canaanite pantheon was a four -level hierarchical structure. At the top there was the

great ancient god El, with his consort the mother goddess Asherah. El was described as the

father of the gods, yet he did not play a very active role in world affairs and scholars have
labeled him an "otiose" deity. He was a figurehead only and remained far removed and

inactive.



The second level was made up of the seventy sons of El and Asherah. These were the great
gods that did play an active role in human aff airs. They each had their allotted areas of
activity and they constantly fought each other directly as well as indirectly through their
manipulation of human beings.

The third level consisted of the lesser deities, the angels, who acted as servants,
messen gers and foot -soldiers of the gods, and every god had a huge retinue of these.

The fourth level was the level on which human beings existed. We were the slaves and
property of the gods. Human society was also organized in a hierarchical structure, with a
priesthood dictating the will of the gods, a monarchy making sure that it was obeyed, and a
complicated civil -service network of officers and scribes ensuring organization, efficiency
and piety.

In Canaanite religion El was honored and worshiped but he was not recognized as the
principal divine figure that ruled directly over the gods and over mankind. That principal

divine figure was the god Baal, and it is the myth known as the Baal Cycle that explains how
Baal rose to become the universally acknowledged " King of the Gods." It is also within this

myth that evidence exists for placing Baal within the category of "Dying and Rising Gods."

The Baal Cycle begins with the world in a transition period. El is looking fondly towards
retirement and so he appoints the god Yam, his son, as his successor to act as the King of
the Gods. Yam takes over as the head of the pantheon but he rules the world as a tyrant.
Asherah the Queen Mother attempts to appease Yam by offering herself as a sacrifice but

she is prevented by B aal, who then confronts Yam and defeats him in battle after a
complicated series of events.

Baal takes over as the King of the Gods but then he is confronted by El's new favorite who

is Mot the god of the Underworld. What happens next is disputed by schola rs. The ancient
texts are clear that Mot is victorious and that Baal disappears for a period of time, but was

Baal actually killed and was his period of disappearance spent in the Underworld? After

considering evidence from many different sources Mettinger makes a very convincing
argument that Baal was indeed killed and that he did exist in the Underworld before being
resurrected. For Mettinger, Ugaritic Baal is indeed a "Dying and Rising" god.

Another major question that scholars grapple with is the source and evolution of the Baal
myth. How did the worship of Baal evolve and why did the Canaanites create a story of a
usurper god who rose to a position as the King of the Gods?

Modern scholars have concluded that Baal has much in common with the Babylonian god
Marduk whose ascendancy to divine kingship is related in the Babylonian creation epic the

Enuma Elish , which predates the  Baal Cycle of Ugarit. Inthe  Enuma Elish Marduk is the son
of Ea/Enki who is one of the primary Sumerian gods that we will examine in a future article.
Ancient historians such as Philo of Byblos, Plutarch of Delphi, and Berossus of Babylon all

agreed that Baal and Marduk were in fact the very same god.

Melgart of Tyre

The Canaanites were the inhabitants of the Levant at the time of the Hebrew Exodus from
Egypt and their settlements stretched from what is now southern Israel all the way up to



northern Syria. There are many parallels between the Phoenicians and the Canaanites and

often they appear to be the very same culture. However the following distinction can be
made: The Canaanites were primarily the inland inhabitants who were more influenced from

the Babylonians and the Assyrians, while the Phoenicians were the coastal dwellers of the

port cities of Tyre, Sidon, Byblos and Aradu s, known for their skill as seafarers and for their
activities as colonizers of the entire Mediterranean basin. The Phoenicians were therefore

more influenced by Egypt, as opposed to Babylon or Assyria, and they in turn were a great
influence upon the Gree  ks.

The Phoenicians appear to have recognized the god Baal as the chief deity of their

pantheon, yet each Phoenician city also worshiped a unique city -god that they especially
revered. In Tyre the name of that god was Melgart. The Greeks knew him as Heracl es (the
Roman Hercules ) and from their Phoenician contacts they absorbed Heracles into their own

pantheon early on and created a separate identity for him over the centuries. Ancient

historians were therefore always careful to make the distinction between the Greek Heracles
and the Tyrian Heracles who was Melqart.

The history of Melgart is much more mysterious than that of Baal, Marduk or Osiris, because

there are no full  -length mythological narratives of his career and all we have are bits and

pieces. In his analysis Mettinger refers to Philo of Byblos who wrote that, "Demarous had a
son Melkarthos, who is also known as Heracles." In Ugarit Baal is referred to as Dmrn ,
which means "The Warrior" and from this Mettinger concludes that we may have a tradition

here that Melgart was once known as a son of Baal. [2]

What is important for this study, however, is whether or not Melgart was viewed as a "Dying
and Rising" god. Mettinger refers to two different traditions that describe the "death" of
Melqart. He first  offers the following quote from Eudoxus of Cnidus from an inscription
dating to around 200 BC,

"...the Phoenicians sacrifice quails to Heracles, because Heracles, the son of Asteria and
Zeus, went into Libya and was killed by Typhon; but lolaus brought a quail to him, and
having put it close to him, he smelt it and came to life again."

The reference is to the Phoenicians, and this, plus evidence from other ancient sources,

makes it clear that this tradition refers to the Tyrian Heracles who is Melgart. His death is
given as having been inflicted by Typhon which parallels the traditions of Osiris being killed

by Set and Baal being killed by Mot. Typhon was a Greek god who was viewed by the

ancient historians as the very same as the Egyptian god Set, while th ere are parallels
between Typhon and Mot as well.

The second tradition regarding the death of Melgart seems to have developed from the
Phoenician practice of cremation and Mettinger gives a number of sources that describe a
death by fire as the final end o f Melgart. In summation it is very well attested that Melgart
was understood as at least a "Dying" god.

The evidence that Melgart was also understood as a "Rising" god is very interesting but
somewhat controversial, although not for Mettinger. It has to do with a ritual tradition
known to the Phoenicians as the "Awakening of Heracles." This tradition is related by the
Jewish historian Josephus in one of the different translations of a passage from his book
Antiquities of the Jews . It refers to the time of K ing Solomon and the activities of King
Hiram of Tyre,




"He (Hiram) built the temple of Hercules and that of Astarte, and he was the first to
celebrate the awakening of Heracles in the month of Peritius."” [3]

In support of this translation Mettinger also ref ers to other various inscriptions that allude to
the cult of Heracles and mention a specific person known as the "Awakener" or
"Resuscitator" of Heracles. Mettinger sums it up this way,

"Our conclusion so far is that there are certain reasons to believe th at there was, in the
Phoenician mainland and in Palestine, in Hellenistic times, a cultic celebration referred to as

the (awakening) of the god, a celebration in which some agent was referred to as the
(awakener), 'the resuscitator of Heracles'." [4]

The O Id Testament also offers evidence that the Phoenicians worshiped a god that was

known to be asleep and in need of awakening. In 1 Kings 18:19 -46 the prophet Elijah faced
off against King Ahab, who was married to Jezebel, a princess of Tyre. Ahab and Jezebe [
had led Israel into idolatry through the worship of Baal and Elijah was called to demonstrate

that the Lord God of Israel was indeed Israel's true God.

Elijah was able to convince Ahab to agree to a divine showdown on the top of Mt. Carmel

near the sea to the south of Tyre. Two altars were prepared, one for Baal and one for the

God of Israel, and Elijah challenged the 450 prophets of Baal to call fire down from heaven

in the name of Baal to burn up their sacrifices. After the prophets of Baal had prayed and
leaped around all morning, unsuccessfully appealing to Baal for a miracle of fire, Elijah

began to mock them saying,

"Call out with a loud voice, for he is a god; either he is occupied or gone aside, or he is on a
journey, or perhaps he is asleep and n eeds to be awakened. " 5]

Elijah's final remark was an insult directed specifically towards the Tyrian worship of
Melgart/Heracles, who was known to be "asleep" and who was ritually "awakened" during

the city of Tyre's annual cultic ceremony. At this parti cular event on the top of Mt. Carmel
neither Melgart nor Baal (perhaps Melgart was Tyre's Baal) responded to the efforts of their
priests, but fire did come down from heaven for Elijah after he offered a quick word of

prayer, which burned up the sacrifices , the stones of the altar, and the surrounding water
filled trench.

Adonis of Byblos

Adonis is the second Phoenician city -god that we will
examine. His original cult center was in Byblos, located
about 20 miles north of the modern city of Beirut,

Lebano n.

Mettinger explains that there are two different versions

of the myth of Adonis that explain his relation to the
Underworld and to the "Dying and Rising" category. One
version simply states that Adonis was a young hunter

who was killed by a boar and thi s version of the myth is
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elaborated upon in Lucian's second century AD work, De Dea Syria,

"l did see... in Byblos a great sanctuary... in which they perform the rites of Adonis... They

say... that what the boar did to Adonis occurred in their territory. As a memorial of his
suffering each year they beat their breasts, mourn, and celebrate the rites... they first

sacrifice to Adonis as if to a dead person, but then, on the next day, they proclaim that he

lives and send him into the air. ...There is also a nother marvel in the land of Byblos. A river
from Mount Lebanon empties into the sea. Adonis is the name given to the river. Each year

the river becomes blood red and, having changed its color, flows into the sea and reddens a

large part of it, giving a si gnal for lamentations to the inhabitants of Byblos. They tell the

story that on these days Adonis is being wounded up on Mt. Lebanon..." [6]

The other version is much older and a summary of it comes from the fifth century BC
author, Panyassis:

Some say tha twhen Adonis was still an infant Aphrodite, for the sake of his beauty, hid him

in a chest unknown to the gods and entrusted it to Persephone. But when Persephone

beheld him, she would not give him back. The case being tried before Zeus, the year was

divi ded into three parts, so that Adonis should stay by himself for one part of the year, with
Persephone for one part, and with Aphrodite for the remainder. However Adonis made over

to Aphrodite his own share in addition. For this reason Adonis may be counted among those
who were in the Underworld and came back to be among the living. [7]

Persephone was the wife of Hades, the Greek god of the Underworld, which is why Adonis

was said to spend one third of the year there. Mettinger quotes from the Christian writ er
Cyril of Alexandria who refers to an Alexandrian pagan festival that was based upon this

myth. It began with weeping and wailing on behalf of Aphrodite for the loss of her son and

then ended with rejoicing after she returned from the Underworld having f ound him.

Origen and Jerome are two other early Christian writers who took notice of the Adonis myth

and ritual and both of them, in their commentaries on Ezekiel 8:14, equated Adonis with the
Sumerian god Tammuz. They also both clearly identified Adonis/ Tammuz as a "Dying and
Rising" deity. Despite the apparent certainty of both Origen and Jerome, Mettinger points

out that the twin elements of both "Dying" and "Rising" seem to appear rather late in the

Adonis cult. This prompts his following comments,

"We must realize that the Adonis cults were exposed to strong competition from the
Christian church. Could the notion of the resurrection of Adonis perhaps be a feature
‘confiscated' from Christianity? To ask that question is to ask whether or not we have
rea sons to think that Adonis was a dying and rising god already in pre - Christian times." [8]

At the end of his analysis Mettinger concludes that there is simply not enough data on the
early Adonis cult to give a conclusive answer to this last question.

Eshm un of Sidon

Eshmun is the third Phoenician city -god that we will examine who is alleged by many
scholars to belong to the category of "Dying and Rising" gods. His primary cult headquarters
was in the city of Sidon, but he was revered throughout the Near Ea st. He was known by



the Greeks as the god Asclepius, a god noted for healing. A useful short narrative of his life
comes from Damascius, a fifth century AD Neo -platonic philosopher,

"Asclepius of Berytus, he says, is neither a Greek nor an Egyptian buta n ative Phoenician.
For to Sadykos sons were born, who are explained as Dioscouri and Kabeiri. Then as the

eighth child, Esmounos was born [to him]; and Esmounos is interpreted as Asclepius. He

was of very good appearance, a young man of admirable looks, and therefore became,
according to the myth, the darling of Astronoe, a Phoenician goddess, the mother of the

gods. He used to go hunting in these valleys. It then once happened that he discovered the
goddess pursuing him. He fled, but when he saw that she co ntinued to chase him and was
just about to seize him, he cut off his own genitals with an axe. Greatly distressed at what

had happened, she called Paian and rekindled [the life of] the young man by means of life

bringing heat and made him into a god. The P hoenicians call him Esmounos because of the
warmth of life. Others, again, interpret Esmounos as "the eighth", explaining that he was

the eighth child of Sadykos." [9]

Mettinger is wary of accepting too much of the account from Damascius at face value.
Perhaps the "rekindling" of the "life" of Asclepius was merely a successful nursing of his
wounds? Other sources must be brought forth if we are to conclude that Eshmun is indeed a
"Dying" as well as "Rising" god, which Mettinger immediately provides.

The fir st reference is simply to that of a Lebanese place hame that must certainly date back

to ancient times, known as the Qabr Smun , located about 15 km southeast of Beirut. The
name translates as "Tomb of Eshmun." If Eshmun once had a tomb, then he must have

once died.

Mettinger finds a second reference in the writings of a medieval Islamic scholar who quotes
from the second century work of Galenus. These short lines attest to Eshmun's resurrection,

"It is generally known that Asclepius was raised to the angels in a column of fire, the like of
which is also related with regard to Dionysos, Heracles, and others..." [10]

Mettinger concedes that the information on Eshmun is very limited and that it is probably

not enough to offer firm conclusions. However, our unde rstanding of Eshmun can be
supplemented if we accept that Eshmun was probably very closely related to Baal and also
to Melgart. Concerning Melgart Mettinger offers the following,

"...the formulation may indeed be a result of the close relationship between Eshmun and
Melgart. Thus, in two treaties between Assyria ... and cities to the west we find Melgart and

Eshmun together. What is probably a genitive relation, smn migrt , is found on Cyprus
(Kition) during the fourth century B.C.E. This double name may be understood in different

ways. In any case, it seems to testify to a cultic proximity or even fusion of the gods

Eshmun and Melqart. This cultic proximity could indicate that the two gods are of broadly

the same type. The fact that both have Ashtart as thei I spouse supports this assumption.
What we know of Melgart as a dying and rising deity might then shed light on Eshmun. But,
admittedly, this last possibility is highly hypothetical." [11]

Dumuzi of Sumeria



We now turn to one of the far older alleged "Dy ing and Rising" gods of the ancient Near

Eastd Dumuzi of Sumeria. The earliest text that relates the story of Dumuzi and his

connection with the Underworld comes from a Sumerian poem called Inanna's Descent
which has been dated to the twenty -first century  BC. This story involves Sumerian figures

that will become much more familiar in future articles, but for now here is the basic story
[12]:

Inanna the goddess and Queen of Sumeria one day determined to take over the

Underworld. She gathered everything she n eeded and abandoned her responsibilities on

earth and in heaven and she set out, making her way past the seven gates. At each gate
she was required to leave something behind and when she finally stood in front of her twin

sister Ereshkigal, the Queen of th e Underworld, she was completely naked. Inanna forced

her sister off of her Underworld throne and then took her place.

Then seven Anunnaki judges appeared and they rendered a harsh decision against Inanna,
accusing her of abusing her power. They gave her the look of death and then hung her
corpse up on a hook, giving the throne back to Ereshkigal.

Upon learning that Inanna was being held lifeless in the Underworld her minister Nincubura

approached the Sumerian gods Enlil and Nanna for help, but they refuse d. Only after

approaching Enki at his holy city of Eridu did Nincubura find hope.

After listening to Nincubura Enki created two rescuers from the dirt under his fingernails,

giving one of them the water of life and the other the food of life. They were th en sent out

and they successfully penetrated the Underworld, finding Inanna, and giving her the life
giving food and water, after which she was brought back to the surface.

After escaping from the Underworld Inanna found that she was being chased by demons
who demanded to take Inanna back. Inanna bargained with them and found that they would
be willing to accept a substitute, but she balked at the thought of the demons taking
someone she loved. However, she finally agreed to allow them to take her husband D

the human King of Sumeria, back to the Underworld in her place.

Soon after giving up Dumuzi Inanna felt guilty and mournful at the loss of her husband, so
she then decreed that Dumuzi's sister Geshtinanna should be a second substitute and they
would each serve half of every year in the Underworld.

In Inanna's Descent Dumuzi appears only as a secondary figure, but the important thing is
the end result and how this was reflected in Sumerian religion and in the Assyrian and
Babylonian religions thatfo  llowed after. It is clear from the later texts, as well as from the
Old Testament, that Dumuzi, later known as Tammuz, was mourned every year upon the
anniversary of his entrance to the Underworld (his death), and then celebrated every year
upon his reappe arance from the Underworld (his resurrection). This is enough for many
scholars to classify him as a "Dying and Rising" god.

Mettinger is more careful to come to a conclusion and he first considers the question of

whether or not Dumuzi was even truly a god . The texts are clear that Dumuzi, although a

mythical king, was still just a human being. His name even appears on the Sumerian King
List as an early ruler after the Flood who immediately preceded the hero Gilgamesh:

umuzi,



1) Meskiagkasher, son of Utu, became h igh priestand king - reigned 324 years...

2) Enmerkar, son of Meskiagkasher, king of Uruk, the one who built Uruk - reigned 420
years

3) Lugalbanda, a shepherd - reigned 1,200 years

4) Dumuzi, the [...], his city was Kua[ra] - reigned 100 years

5) Gilgame sh, his father was a lillu ~ -demon, a high priest of Kullab - reigned 126 years

Even though Dumuzi was clearly a human being Mettinger argues that he was still
recognized as a god by the Sumerians and later groups. The Sumerian distinction between
human and divine was not always clear, plus we have the case of Gilgamesh who was born
partially divine but still fully worshiped as a god. Mettinger concludes that Dumuzi's cult had
to have given him the recognition of a god.

Dumuzi/Tammuz also possessed a number o f characteristics that parallel the other "Dying
and Rising" gods that we have analyzed. For instance, both Dumuzi and Adonis were said to
live a portion of their lives in the Underworld. With Dumuzi it was half the year and with

Adonis it was a third. Als 0, the ritual of the mourning of Tammuz was held in the summer,
which was the same time that the annual mourning/celebrating of Adonis took place, while

the raising of Tammuz must have taken place in the winter, near the month of Peritius
(February -March) when the celebration of the "Awakening of Heracles" took place. Recall as
well that Origen and Jerome (see Adonis above) both clearly believed that Adonis and
Tammuz were the very same figure.

Osiris of Egypt

Osiris is clearly the oldest (from prior to 2 500 BC) and probably the most -understood of all
of the alleged "Dying and Rising" gods of the ancient Near East. His myth was related in

Part Two , so we do not need to cover it again here. B ecause Osiris was the oldest of this
class of gods then we can expect that his cult was also the most influential, which is what

we find when we compare Osiris with members of the rest of the group.

Regarding Adonis of Byblos we find that there are connect ions between Byblos and Egypt

that reach back deep into antiquity. Mettinger writes that "we should calculate with the

possible presence of a  cult of Osiris at Byblos from the Late Bronze Age and onward,

perhaps even earlier." Mettinger also refers again t o Damascius' work  De Dea Syria in which
was written that there "are some inhabitants of Byblos who say that the Egyptian Osiris is

buried among them and that all the laments and the rites are performed not for Adonis but

for Osiris." Damascius also writes that the worshipers of Adonis shaved their heads for the

annual ceremony in the same manner that they did in Egypt.

There are several connections between the myths of Osiris and Adonis that exist. In the first
place, according to Plutarch's version, the ca sket of Osiris after leaving Egypt washed up in
Byblos, and it was there that Isis recovered the body of Osiris. Also, the very name 'Byblos’
means papyrus in Greek, and the city probably received that name because in ancient times

it was the main distribu  tor of Egyptian papyrus in the region. There is also evidence that
Byblos was once perhaps a colony or even property of Egypt. Mettinger explains that in

Byblos "the local ruler uses Egyptian language and writing, recognizes Pharaoh as his right

lord, and carries the title of an Egyptian official... In the Amarna letters, the ruler of Byblos

says that Byblos is like Memphis to the king (Pharaoh)." [13]


http://www.redmoonrising.com/Giza/OsirisMyth2.htm

To say then, that Osiris and Adonis are figures that developed separately but from the same
ancient source is certainly a reasonable conclusion. The Phoenician city of Byblos was

located north of its sister cities of Sidon and Tyre, and all three of these primary city -gods:

Adonis, Eshmun and Melqgart, were closely related if not originally the same. Furthermor
all of them appear to link with Osiris.

The connection between Osiris and Eshmun exists on the mythic level and is perhaps the
least obvious of the three. After the body of Osiris was brought back from Byblos to Egypt it
was discovered by Set who cut it up into many pieces that were then scattered throughout
the land. All of these pieces were then found by Isis except for the phallus. In the myth of
Eshmun we also find an emphasis on the phallus, where Eshmun cuts off his own genitals
upon being captured by his pursuer the goddess Astronoe, who is Ashtart who then
becomes the wife of Eshmun, who is simply the Phoenician version of Isis the wife of Osiris.

In Greek myth Eshmun is known as Asclepius and, as we will explore later, a strange
connection betw een Asclepius and Giza is given in the Hermetic writings that date to the
second and third centuries AD.

When it comes to Melgart/Heracles there is also extensive evidence linking him with Osiris.

We have already seen that there was a high cult functionar y in Tyre who was known as the
"Awakener" or "Resuscitator" of Melgart. Mettinger points to fourth century BC inscriptions

from Tyre in which this cult leader refers specifically to the god Osiris as "my lord Osiris."

Mettinger also considers whether ther e may be a connection between the Tyrian rituals of
the "awakening of Melqart/Heracles" and the numerous "raise yourself" litanies found in the
cult of Osiris, especially within the Pyramid Texts. Below are just a few examples: [14]

Utterance 498
"Awake, O siris! awake, O King! Stand up and sit down, throw off the earth which is on you!
I come and give you [the eye of] Horus... Go up and take this bread of yours from me."

Utterance 532

"Raise yourself, O Osiris, first -born son of Geb, at whom the Two Enneads tremble... Your
hand is taken by the Souls of On, your hand is grasped by Ra, your head is raised by the

Two Enneads, and they have set you, O Osiris, at the head of the Conclave of the Souls of

On. Live, live and raise yourself!"

Utterance 603
"Raise yo urself, O my father the King, knit on your head, gather together your members, lift
yourself up on your feet, that your will may guide you..."

Utterance 628
"Rouse yourself, O King! Turn yourself about O King! | am Nephthys, and | have come that |
may lay hold of you and give to you your heart for your body."

One of the major cult centers of Melgart/Heracles was located at Gades in Spain, near the
ancient location of the Pillars of Hercules monument. The second century AD writer
Philostratus, in his  Life of Appolonius , comments on this place and gives support for the
notion that Melgart was simply Tyre's version of Osiris. Mettinger explains,

€,



"Philostratus' description of the Melgart/Heracles cult at Gades contains a feature that could

perhaps be seeninthe light of a connection between Melgart and Osiris. Apollonius speaks

of a dual cult at Gades of "both one and the other Hercules" and goes on to distinguish

between "the Egyptian Hercules" and "the Theban." The latter is the Greek Heracles. De
Dea Syria speaks of the sanctuary of Heracles at Tyre, who is not "the Heracles whom the

Greeks celebrate." The Egyptian Hercules at Gades is then, presumably, the Tyrian Melgart.

If so, there must be some reason for describing the Tyrian Melgart as the Egyptian

Hercu les. If he had become associated with Osiris, we would understand this way of

referring to him." [15]

The association becomes even more solid if we recall again that the myth of

Melgart/Heracles says that he was killed by the god Typhon, who is the Greek e quivalent of
the Egyptian god Set, the murderer of Osiris. Furthermore, the murder of Heracles took

place in Libya, and in a future article we will explain how this could possibly be a reference

to ancient Egypt and  not to modern -day Libya.

The connection that exists between Osiris and the other ancient Near Eastern "Dying and

Rising" gods appears to be real and it appears to be solid. The case would be closed if not

for one major problem. It is the fact that of all of these gods it is Osiris who is actuall y the
least -suited to be a member of the category. It has to do with the "Rising" aspect of Osiris

and is something that any amateur student of Egyptology can easily point out. Mettinger

looks to Egyptologist Henri Frankfort to bring it to our attention:

"Osiris, in fact, was not a "dying" god at all but a "dead" god. He never returned among the

living; he was not liberated from the world of the dead, ... On the contrary, Osiris altogether
belonged to the world of the dead; it was from there that he bestowe d his blessings upon
Egypt. He was always depicted as a mummy, a dead king..." [16]

To put it bluntly, Osiris was not a "Dying and Rising" god, but a "Dead and Gone" god! The

so-called "Resurrection” of Osiris was not to this world, but to the next, which is why he was
known as the Lord of the Underworld, and why the Greeks also equated him with their god

Hades. If Osiris was the initial creator of the "Dying and Rising" category, from whom all of

the others originated, then what can explain this glaring di screpancy?

The Osiris Agenda

In mid - October of 2005 the most recent complete scholarly analysis of Osiris and his cult is

due to be released. The book is written by the highly -credentialed and well  -respected
Egyptologist Bojana Mojsov and the title is Osiris: Death and Afterlife of a God . It may be a
coincidence, but it must be noted that the release of this volum e will occur near the very
same time that new investigations at Giza are scheduled to take place under Zahi Hawass,

as noted in Part One . If anything is found relating to Osiris then Mojsov' s book will probably
receive international attention and acclaim. Strangely, one of the main thrusts of Mojsov's

book appears not to be cultural or archaeological, but rather spiritual . Here is the book
description as given at Amazon.com:

"Osiris, ruler of  the netherworld, played a central part in the religious life of the ancient

Egyptians, and his cult grew in popularity down the ages, resonating in all the cultures of

the ancient Mediterranean. This is the first book to tell the story of the cult of Osir is from
beginning to end. Drawing together the numerous records about Osiris from the third

millennium BC to the Roman conquest of Egypt, Bojana Mojsov sketches the development of
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the cult throughout 3,000 years of Egyptian history.

The author proves tha t the cult of Osiris was the most popular and enduring in any ancient

religion. She shows how it provided direct antecedents for many ideas, traits, and

customs in Christianity, including the resurrection after three days, the concept of

god as trinity, ba ptism in the sacred river, and the sacrament of the Eucharist. She

al so reveals the cultoés influence on other Western mys!H
the Alchemists, Rosicrucians, and Freemasons."

Again, we have an emphasis on the relationship betw een Osiris and his cult and Jesus and
the doctrines of Christianity. We have seen in this article, as well as in Part Two , that this
strange connection is real and that it is not something t hat was artificially created merely to

discredit Christianity. The phenomenon exists. We must deal with it. To ignore it or to
explain it away as so many Christians do would be either cowardly or dishonest.

Near the end of his book Mettinger concedes that a strange connection does exist between
Christianity and the "Dying and Rising" gods of paganism. However, he does not believe

that the existence of this pre - Christian phenomenon must necessarily mean the non -
existence of the Jesus Christ of New Testament Christianity. Here is what he writes,

"There is, as far as | am aware, no prima facie evidence that the death and resurrection of
Jesus is a mythological construct, drawing on the myths and rites of the dying and rising

gods of the surrounding world. While studied with profit against the background of Jewish
resurrection belief, the faith in the death and resurrection of Jesus retains its unique

character in the history of religions. The riddle remains." [17]

Part Four  will continue with an investigation in to the origin of Egyptian civilization and of
Osiris their most important god. An answer to the riddle exists, but will the world be willing
to accept it?
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Egypt's Forgotten Origins

"The origins of pharaonic civilisation have always been shrouded in mystery. What
caused dynastic culture to burst forth in the Nile valley within such a relatively
short period of time? ... Th ere is little evidence of kingship and its rituals very
much before the beginning of the 1st Dynasty; no signs of the gradual
development of metal working, art, monumental architecture and writing i the
defining criteria of early civilisation. Much of what we know about the pharaohs
and their complex culture seems to come into existence in a flash of inspiration."
David Rohl, Legend i the Genesis of Civilisation , 1998, p.265

One of the most controversial questions in the entire field of Egyptology is also its most

basic: Where did the advanced pharaonic Egyptian civilization come from? At the very

beginning of the first dynasties the Egyptian st ate appeared to be fully developed, intricately
structured, technologically advanced and economically vibrant. How could something so

complete appear so suddenly and seemingly out of nowhere? Today the answer that you will

most often hear is that it just happened that way,” that Egypt was built by African
Egyptians, that they did it on their own using their own knowledge and resources, and that

to argue for any other answer is an insult to Egypt and to Africans everywhere!

This "politically correct” tone t hat is so pervasive within mainstream academia today was,
however, not always so influential in the past. When the study of ancient Egypt was turning
into a science near the end of the nineteenth century the scholars involved in the field had
much more fre edom to advocate their own unique ideas, no matter how controversial or
ridiculous they might appear to be. It was in this open marketplace of ideas that some of

the most important facts about ancient Egypt were uncovered and when some of the most
importan t methods for studying and excavating ancient Egypt were developed.

Flinders Petrie

One cannot begin to describe the origin and evolution of the

science of Egyptology without referring to William Matthew

Flinders Petrie. Other than Jean Francois Champoll ion, who first
deciphered the Rosetta Stone and Egyptian hieroglyphics,

Petrie's influence over the field is largely unmatched.

Petrie began his excavations in Egypt in 1884, as a director of

the British -based Egypt Exploration Fund and his experiences le
him to be very critical of the methods of those excavators who

had preceded him, who were more concerned with uncovering
and plundering major sensational treasures than with learning

the real history of Egypt. He wrote,

0. M. Flinders Petrie (1853-1942)

"Nothing seems to be done with any uniform or regular plan,
work is begun and left unfinished; no regard is paid to future requirements of exploration,
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and no civilized or labor saving devices are used. It is sickening to see the rate at which
everything is being destroyed and the little r egard paid to preservation."

Petrie's methods went entirely against the grain of his contemporaries. They were

completely scientific, very meticulous, and in the end very fruitful, and today he is regarded

as a 'Father of Egyptology' as well as perhaps the 'Father of Archaeology'. According to

author James Baikie who wrote A Century of Excavation in the Land of the Pharaohs , "if the
name of any one man must be associated with modern excavation as that of the chief

begetter of its principles and methods, it must be the name of Professor Sir W.M. Flinders
Petrie." [1]

Flinders Petrie was an inspired genius and his views on the origin of dynastic Egypt should
not be rejected lightly, even though, as his detractors allege, they may have been
subconsciously suppo rted or developed in line with his own colonial biases.

The Dynastic Race

Petrie came to address the problem of the origin of dynastic Egypt as a result of his
excavation of the massive ancient burial site near the village of Nakada about 20 miles
north of Luxor in Upper Egypt. In the winter of 1894 -95 Petrie's team methodically
excavated and recorded the contents of over 2000 graves, which turned out to date to a
period in Egypt's history just prior to the emergence of the First Dynasty.

From the data ga thered from the excavations Petrie realized that the Nakada gravesite

contained burials of two entirely different groups of people. One group was characterized by

bodies placed in simple pits, laid out in fetal positions and covered with palm branches. Thi

group, designated Nakada I, was buried with simple everyday objects including the basic

Egyptian pottery that was found in numerous other digs that dated to this time period. The

other group, Nakada I, was markedly different. The bodies were buried in p its that were
lined with bricks, which were then covered over with palm logs. These pits contained

valuable objects such as lapis lazuli jewelry, and also pottery of new types and functions.

The bodies were not buried intact, but only after being dismember ed, with the skull buried
apart from the torso and members. There were also signs of ritual cannibalism having taken

place within the Nakada Il group which was completely absent within Nakada I.

The Nakada dig provided much of the evidence that led Flinder s Petrie to put forth his
theory of the origin of the magnificent and long -lived civilization of Egypt. It became known
as the 'Dynastic Race' theory and it alleges that in the pre -dynastic era Egypt was invaded
by a technologically superior group of elite foreigners (Nakada 1) who came originally
from Mesopotamia . This 'Dynastic Race' invaded and conquered Upper Egypt and settled

in their city of Nekhen, also known as Hierakonpolis, near where the important cult centers

of Abydos, Thebes, Luxor and Edfu w ould later emerge. Petrie referred to this invading force
as the "Falcon Tribe," and the name of their capital of Nekhen means "City of the Falcon."

Their descendents became the Horus Kings of Egypt with the First Dynasty being

established under the king n amed Horus -Aha, or "Horus the Fighter," after his tribe finally
subdued and unified the entire land of Egypt.

The Rise, Fall and Resurrection of a Theory



The idea that the splendor of ancient Egypt came from a culture that was originally foreign

to Egypt was at first not so unpalatable for the academic world to accept. In fact, for many

decades it was viewed as the most likely solution to the problem. Well respected and highly
credentialed Egyptologists adopted the theory and continued to gather additional evidence
to support it. Up until about World War Il it was the dominant academic viewpoint.

And then Hitler came on the scene and after his disastrous legacy any talk of a "master

race" began to be viewed in a negative light. The end of World War 1l also signaled the end
of European colonialism and with it came the rise of Third World nationalism when newly

independent countries began to emphasize and celebrate their cultural identities. Suddenly

the fields of archaeology and ancient history became very m uch influenced by politics,
especially in Egypt which was led by Nasser, who successfully fought the British and the

French in the 1956 Suez War.

In the early 1960s a last major academic push in support of the 'Dynastic Race' theory was
made by Bryan Emery  the Professor of Egyptology of the University College of London.
Unfortunately his choice of terms was even more politically incorrect than those used by
Petrie & Emery referred to the invaders of Egypt as a 'super race.' The backlash against
Emery was pred ictable and devastating, and ambitious scholars were smart enough to
realize that the academic establishment would no longer seriously consider any talk of an
invading 'Dynastic Race' having built Egypt's civilization. This situation remained the same
for about thirty years, during which time many scholars were much rewarded for their
attempts to show how Egyptian civilization sprang up all by itself and all of a sudden
through internal innovations alone.

The question of the origin of Egypt's dynastic foun ders would have
remained ignored into the twenty -first century if not for the remarkable

work of David Rohl. In 1998 he published his second major study on

i ancient history entitled Legend 1 the Genesis of Civilisation . With this
best - selling volume the validity of the Dynastic Race theory was extensively
documented and presented to the public, much to the consternation of the

| academic world.

DAVID ROHI

David Rohl is a professional Egyptologist with a degree from the University
College of London (UCF), the same college affiliated with Flinders Petrie and Bryan Emery.
The main focus of Rohl's career has been to re -work the commonly accepted chronology
which artificiall y extends dates from ancient history back an extra three hundred or so

years. Because of this flawed chronology most academics feel safe in saying that the history

of the Old Testament is a myth and that events such as the Exodus, the Israelite conquest

of Canaan, and the United Monarchies of David and Solomon, never really happened. In his
first book A Test of Time: The Bible i_From My th to History _, published in 1995, David
Rohl showed that archaeologists have been looking in the right place for evidence of Biblical
events, but they have not been looking at the right time . David Rohl offers a number of
possible explanations for why the commonly -accepted chronology of ancient history is
flawed, and then he shows how Biblical history comes alive and how all of the pieces fit the
puzzle if viewed from the perspective of his proposed New Chronology (NC). Needless to

say, his work has been g  reatly appreciated by much of the general public, but roundly
criticized by the academic world that is not eager to accept the fact that all of their ancient
history textbooks need to be recalled and rewritten.

In his first book David Rohl focused on the h istory of the Israelites and how Old Testament
events fit into the record of ancient history, while in his second book, Legend i the Genesis
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of Civilisat ion, he turned to ancient Egypt and showed how its history was intimately
connected with many of the events described in the book of Genesis. What follows is a short
list and explanation of some of the data that supports the theory that invaders from

Meso potamia were responsible for creating the glories of dynastic Egypt.

Data: The Nakada Artifacts

The discovery of the massive burial site at Nakada by Flinders Petrie was briefly mentioned

above, yet more needs to be said. What Petrie found was conclusive evidence of a group of
invaders who were associated with artifacts whose origin was clearly traceable back to

Mesopotamia. Among these artifacts was pottery made in styles similar to Sumerian ware.

Ronhl refers to the appearance of both lug -handled and til ted -spout pottery among the
Nakada Il burials and he quotes from respected scholar Helene Kantor,

"Among the decorated pot shapes are relatively large jars with three or four triangular lug

handles on the shoulder. These lugs are reminiscent of those which were already in use on
Mesopotamian pottery in the Ubaid Period and which became particularly typical and

frequent on protoliterate pottery."

"More convincing are the vessels with tilted spouts... Although made in the old, indigenous
polished red ware, t  he spouts are completely un  -Egyptian; as a whole these jugs resemble
Mesopotamian ones of the earlier part of the Protoliterate Period." [2]

Included among the many artifacts uniquely associated with the Nakada Il
burials were jewelry and ornaments made f rom the precious blue stone lapis
lazuli . Rohl explains how modern scholars address this important fact:

"Amazing as it may sound, this stone is presumed by scholars to have come
from the only known source location in the region i the mountains of
Badakshan in Afghanistan, over 3,700 kilometers from Egypt... lapis lazuli
was highly prized in Sumer (Mesopotamia) and was imported all the way
from Meluhha (I ndus Valley) via Dilmun (Bahrain). ...the pattern of
distribution is the same: a product or material first appears in Sumer and
Susiana before it arrives in Egypt." [3]

Another important item present in the Nakada Il burials was the pear -shaped mace.
Suppo rters of the 'Dynastic Race' theory argue that the introduction of this weapon (from
Mesopotamia) gave a technological edge to the Nakada Il invaders, who used it effectively

to overwhelm the indigenous Egyptians who were armed with flimsier and less effec tive
weaponry. The pear -shaped mace then became an important part of the legendary

symbolism and imagery associated with the invaders.

The final unique artifact that we will discuss from the Nakada Il burials is the cylinder seal.
This ceremonial tool was  used to leave a pattern when rolled over wet clay and its origin is
most certainly Mesopotamian. Rohl provides the obvious conclusion:

"It is no coincidence that the cylinder seal first appears in Egypt at the same time as the

pear -shaped mace and lapis la  zuli. The cylinder seal was not an invention of the Nile valley
people for, as we have seen, these remarkable little objects were already being employed

for the same purpose in the city of Uruk during the Late Ubaid Period. The cylinder seal was
therefore another Sumerian invention." [4]
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An analysis of the artifacts associated with the alleged 'Dynastic Invaders' may appear to be
conclusive in and of itself, yet the evidence from the Nakada Il gravesites goes much

deeper than that. How can we conclusively p rove that these were people who came from
outside Egypt? We can look at the people themselves. Rohl quotes from anthropologist
Douglas Derry who studied the physical remains of the bodies buried at Nakada and found
obvious differences between the Nakada | and Il groups,

"The predynastic people are seen to have had narrow skulls with a height measurement
exceeding the breadth, a condition common also in negroes. The reverse is the case in the
Dynastic Race, who not only had broader skulls but the height of t hese skulls, while
exceeding that in the Predynastic Race, is still less than the breadth.”

"It is also very suggestive of the presence of a dominant race, perhaps relatively few in

numbers but greatly exceeding the original inhabitants in intelligence; a race which brought
into Egypt the knowledge of building in stone, of sculpture, painting, reliefs, and above all

writing; hence the enormous jump from the primitive predynastic Egyptian to the advanced

civilization of the Old Empire." [5]

Since Derry's tim e the practice of using cranial measurements to determine the level of
"intelligence" has been debunked, however the data that proves the physical differences
between the two groups still stands. It is clear that the invaders of Egypt were Asiatic in

origi n and they were at least much better motivated and organized than the indigenous

African inhabitants. The final result is that this group eventually conquered Egypt and

emerged as the dominant social class that produced the Horus Kings and the Iry -Pat
aris tocracy of the Old Kingdom.

Data: Writing

One of the most mysterious achievements of early Egyptian civilization is their almost
instantaneous development and perfection of a complex system of writing . Was Egypt's
writing developed completely independent from outside influence and from the ingenuity of
the indigenous Egyptians themselves, or was there an outside influence that paved the

way? Rohl quotes from UCL Egyptologist Henri Frankfort who gave the following explanation

in his book The Birth of Civil _isation in the Near East

"It has been customary to postulate prehistoric antecedents for the Egyptian script, but this
hypothesis has nothing in its favour. ... the writing which first appeared without antecedents

at the beginning of the First Dynasty was by no means primitive. It has, in fact, a complex
structure. It includes three different classes of signs: ideograms, phonetic signs, and
determinatives. This is precisely the same state of complexity as had been reached in
Mesopotamia at an advanced stag e of the Protoliterate Period. There, however, a more
primitive stage is known in the earlier tablets, which used only ideograms. To deny,

therefore, that Egyptian and Mesopotamian systems of writing are related amounts to
maintaining that Egypt invented i ndependently a complex and not very consistent system at
the very moment of being influenced in its art and architecture by Mesopotamia where a
precisely similar system had just been developed from a more primitive stage." [6]

For Frankfort the answer was obvious. Egyptian hieroglyphics first appeared with the same
level of sophistication as found in Sumer because the idea behind the art was brought to

Egypt from Sumer. However, as Rohl points out, after its initial appearance Egyptian writing
took a differ ent path of development because of the writing materials that were available.



Egypt possessed papyrus and ink, whereas Sumer had only mud and reeds. Egypt therefore
developed a much more flowing and pictorially impressive style, while Sumer continued to
develop the writing known as cuneiform which used the cut tip of a reed to etch impressions
into wet mud, which were then baked and preserved as brick tablets and cylinder seals.

Data: Architecture

For many Egyptologists, regardless of how they interpret t he data, one of the most obvious
areas of Mesopotamian influence in ancient Egypt came in the field of architecture. We have
already seen how the Nakada Il burial pits were lined with mudbrick, and soon after the

initial use of this Mesopotamian innovation (for Sumer had no readily available stone), there
appeared the first monumental architecture in Egypt, also made of Sumerian -style
mudbrick.

These initial constructions were massive tombs built for the invaders' most important

leaders. They appeared near the city of Tjenu (Gr. Thinis ) near the cult -site of Abydos,
where the body of Osiris was originally thought to have been buried. The Egyptian historian

Manetho writes that Tjenu was the capital of the First Dynasty begun by Menes 8 who was
probably Horus -Aha. (By the time of the First Dynasty the capital had been moved down the

Nile a number of miles north from the original capital of Nekhen). Along with these great

tombs built for the Falcon Tribe's first leaders there were also subsidiary gravesites of

scores of individuals who were most likely ritually sacrificed at the same time that the

primary individual was buried. Human sacrifice as well as cannibalism both appear to be

important aspects of the Falcon Tribe's religion and ritual system, although thes e elements
are decidedly downplayed by most modern scholars.

A further architectural innovation that had obvious parallels with Mesopotamia came with

the Egyptian utilization of 'niched fagades ,' which simply means the use of alternating
projecting and rec  essed walls around the perimeter of a building. On this point Rohl is able
to quote from a number of scholars who agree that it is one of the most important in

proving a link between the Dynastic Race and their origin in Sumer.

Niched facades were used thr  oughout Mesopotamia and they were the architectural method
that preceded the appearance of the great stepped ziggurats that sprang up in the city -
states as Sumerian culture reached its zenith. In Egypt, once again, this Mesopotamian

parallel appears sudden ly and fully developed. This method is used in Upper Egypt for

tombs located in Abydos and in Nakada, and then it appears again later for construction

done at Saqgara in Lower Egypt in the First and Second Dynasties after Egypt was unified

under the Horus  Kings.

Mesopotamian influence is again seen in the Third Dynasty with the

creation of the great step - pyramid of Djoser at Saqqara which is

recognized as Egypt's first pyramid and obviously modeled after a

Sumerian ziggurat. This monument is also one of th e first instances when
the builders began to utilize the stone that was readily available, rather L
than depending on the mudbrick that they had been used to. The

achievements and innovations at Saqqgara then paved the way for the pyramids and temples
erected during the Fourth Dynasty, typified by the Giza complex.

Pyramid of Djoser

The Square Boat Invasion



If we accept the premise that a highly resourceful and technologically advanced group

invaded and subdued Egypt prior to the first dynasties we do not have to look very fa r for
evidence of how and where they did it. For many years this evidence has existed yet it has

not been very well explained by the mainstream scholars, who deny such an invasion even

took place.

The invasion of Egypt came into the Nile valley from the Re d Sea through the valleys of the
Eastern Desert. These valleys are known as "wadis" and there are three wadis (Hammamat,

Abad and Barramiya), opposite the settlements of Nakada and Nekhen, where evidence of

this invasion was left in the form of primitive g raffiti.

The most common pictures etched into the rock walls of the valleys are pictures of large
Mesopotamian -style square boats with high prows and sterns that are braced back, which

often display horns, antlers or streamers. These boats are often fille d with people,
sometimes with a chieftain -figure carrying a pear  -shaped mace standing tall in the center.
The wadis run east -west and the prows of the ships always face west towards the Nile.

Many of the depictions show the boats being pulled with ropes by members of the crew.

What happened when this group of invaders finally reached the Nile itself after dragging
their boats through the desert from the Red Sea? David Rohl refers to several of the most
important ancient Egyptian artifacts for an answer, inc luding the following two.

The first is known as the Gebel el -Arak knife . This ivory artifact was found near the

western end of Wadi Hammamat and is important for the images found on its intrica tely
carved handle which specialists conclude give it a firm pre -dynastic date. On one side the
carved images point unmistakably to a Sumerian source, from the "Master of Animals"

scene wearing a Sumerian hairstyle and long un - Egyptian coat, to the stocky, muscled,
short -snouted Mesopotamian dogs pictured underneath. On the other side we find the end

result of the invaders' appearance on the Nile. David Rohl calls it "History's First Battle."”
There are two battle scenes, a land battle at the top and a naval battle at the bottom. In the
land battle we find that a short -haired group carrying pear  -shaped maces and clubs is
defeating a long -haired group that fights back but appears unarmed. In the naval battle the

very same type of square boats that are pictured on the rock walls of the eastern wadis are

shown defeating a row of crescent -shaped boats that are typical of the Nile.
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Another major pre  -dynastic artifact that explains the result of the square boat invasion is

known as the Narmer Palette , found in Nekhen in 1897 and now held in the Cairo
Museum. Narmer was the Upper Egyptian king who immediately preceded Horus -Aha, the
conqueror of Egypt. One side of this palette shows a | arge picture of the king holding a

pear -shaped mace in a smiting pose, while his other hand holds the hair of a cringing

victim. Beneath his feet two other enemies flee in terror. On the other side the major

depiction is that of two dinosaur -like beasts wi th heads intertwined in the typical Sumerian
fashion, controlled with ropes held by two bearded men. Below this the king is depicted as a

bull crushing an enemy and invading a town, while above there is what appears to be a

victory procession. Narmer is th e main figure and he again holds his mace. He is attended

by a servant, his queen, and four figures carrying standards. Against this procession there
are the figures of ten beheaded bodies, over which is portrayed the very same high -prowed
square boat as found on the Gebel el -Arak knife handle and in the eastern desert graffiti.
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From its earliest beginnings Egyptian culture has held the boat to be sacred, as evidenced

by the huge so -called "solar -boats" that were unearthed next to the southern face of the

Great Pyramid in 1954. These boats were buried when the pyramid was built and scholars

believe that they were ceremonial renditions of the mythological ship that transported Ra

across the sky each day. However boats were not revered merely for their useful ness on the
Nile, or for their mythological traditions, but also because the conquerors of Egypt came to
Egypt from across the sea by boat. In fact, the boats unearthed at the Great Pyramid, with

their high prows, flat bottoms and central cabins, look more like the boats that were pulled
across the desert to the Nile than the boats traditionally used on the Nile . Perhaps the boats
buried at Giza were not "ceremonial” at all.

The Great Migration

In Genesis chapter ten there is a long list of the many diffe rent tribes of the earth that
existed after mankind emerged from Noah's flood. This passage is known as the Table of
Nations and the list is organized under the three sons of Noah: Shem, Ham and Japheth. It

is to this list that David Rohl is drawn after he brings his readers to accept the inevitable
conclusion that dynastic Egypt was founded by invaders from Mesopotamia.

According to the Table of Nations account there were four children of Ham, and three of

them settled in Africa, specifically Cush, Mizraim and Put. The land of Cush is known
throughout the Old Testament as the region of modern -day Sudan/Ethiopia to the south of
Egypt; the land to the west of Egypt, modern -day Libya, is believed to be the land of Put;
and the land of Egypt itself is named thr oughout the Old Testament as Mizraim

Josephus the Jewish historian supports and elaborates upon the Genesis account,

"...time has not at all hurt the name of Chush (Cush); for the Ethiopians, over whom he

reigned, are even at this day, both by themselves and by all men in Asia, called Chushites.
The memory also of the Mesraites is preserved in their name; for all we who inhabit this

country [of Judea] call Egypt Mestre, and the Egyptians Mestreans. Phut (Put) also was the
founder of Libya, and called the i nhabitants Phutites, from himself: there is also a river in

the country of the Moors which bears that name... but the name it has now has been by

change given it from one of the sons of Mesraim, who was called Lybyos." [7]

David Rohl believes that Cush, th e oldest son of Ham, appears within the Sumerian King
List as the first ruler of the post -flood Dynasty of Uruk, where his departure from Sumer
and journey to A frica is noted,

"Meskiagkashar, son of Utu, became high priest and king - reigned 324 years.

Meskiagkashar went down into the sea and came out at the mountains " (SKL column
iii, lines 4 -6) [8]

If this ancient king and his brothers journeyed away from anci ent Sumer by sea, then their

route had to have been through the Persian Gulf and around the Arabian Peninsula, sailing
the bitumen -coated reed square boats that were typical of the Persian Gulf at this ancient
date.

This brings us to the fourth son of Ham , who was Canaan. According to Genesis 10:19, the
Canaanites settled the lands on the eastern shore of the Mediterranean. They were also

known as the Phoenicians. How they got there was noted by the fifth century BC Greek

historian Herodotus, and also Stra bo, the first century AD Greek geographer,
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Herodotus: "The Persian learned men say the Phoenicians were the cause of the feud

(between the Greeks and Persians). These (they say) came to our seas (i.e. the Eastern
Mediterranean) from the Erythraean Sea, and having settled in the country which they still
occupy (i.e.Phoenica/Lebanon), at once began to make long voyages." [9]

Strabo: "On sailing farther (down the Erythraean Sea), one comes to the other islands, |

mean Tyre and Aradus, which have temples like t hose of the Phoenicians. It is asserted, at
least by the inhabitants of those islands, that the islands and cities of the Phoenicians which

bear the same name are their own colonies." [10]

David Rohl explains where the Erythraean Sea was and also how this understanding of the
origin of the ancient Phoenicians has been passed down to the modern day over the
centuries,

"Go to visit a Lebanese school and sit in on a history class. There you will hear the teacher
explain to the children that the modern Lebanese are descended from the ancient
Phoenicians who, in turn, originated from the islands of the Persian Gulf. The legendary

origins of the Phoenicians are not an invention of the Lebanese Christian community purely

to provide a separate ethnic tradition from their Muslim neighbors. The idea that the
ancestors of the Phoenicians came from far -off Bahrain to found the new cities of Canaan on
the Eastern Mediterranean coast was well known to the classical writers. Justin, Pliny,

Ptolemy and Strabo all regarded th e original homeland of the Phoenicians in the Gulf as an
historical fact. ... The Tyrians (citizens of Tyre) proclaimed their original homeland as the

island of Tylos in the Erythraean Sea. Now the Erythraean or 'Red' Sea was not in ancient
times what we k now as the Red Sea today... The original Red Sea was what we today call
the Persian or Arabian Gulf and the Indian Ocean beyond. It was hamed as such after
Erythraeas who, according to legend, was buried within a great mound on the island of

Tylos." [11]

Rohl goes on to explain that the name Tylos is a Greek rendition of the Akkadian word

Tilmun , and the legendary "Paradise Island" of Dilmun, well -known in Sumerian myth, is in
fact the island of Bahrain. This was proven in 1970 through the scholarship of Ge offrey
Bibby in his classic book, Looking For Dilmun , an account of his twelve  -year excavation of
Bahrain and his research into its origins.

Bahrain was the very first stepping stone from ancient Mesopotamia when the sons of Ham
were dispersed after the Flood. One of the most impressive natural symbols of this region is

the falcon, the swift and noble bird of prey th at is prized today by the sheikhs of the Arab
Gulf. Perhaps that is what explains the tribal symbol that was adopted by the invaders of

Egypt.

Rohl quotes from Flinders Petrie to summarize the exploits of this powerful warlike group,

"This Falcon tribe ha d certainly originated in Elam (Susiana), as indicated by the hero and
lions on the Araq knife handle . They went down the Persian Gulf and settled in ‘the horn
of Africa.'  There they named the 'Land of Punt,' sacred to later Egyptians as the source of

the race. The Pun people founded the island fortress of Ha-fun which commands the whole
of the coast, and hence came the Punic or Phenic peoples of classical antiquity. ... Those

who went up the Red Sea formed the dynastic invaders of Egypt entering by the Kus eir -
Koptos road. Others went on to Syria and founded Tyre, Sidon and Aradus, named

after their home islands in the Persian Gulf. "[12]
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[Map from Rohl's Legend p.293]

If the Egyptians and the Phoenicians shared common ancestors and a common sea -borne
path of migration out of Mesopotamia, then these facts go a long way towards explaining
their similar religious beliefs revolving around the worship of a primordial Dying God.

We are one step closer to identifying this Dying God as a historical figure.
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The Spirit World and Civilization

"Once upon a time, ... there was no fear, no terror. Man had no rival.
... the whole universe, the people in unison ... to Enlil in one tongue gave praise."

Enmerkar and the Lord of Aratta , Sumerian Epic, ¢.2000 BC

Human beings are unique among all living creatures by the fact that we have a capacity and
a need for religious expression. This element of human activity has been understood as
rational, nec essary and basic from our earliest beginnings up until about the middle of the

nineteenth century. It was at this point, guided by materialistic -based philosophy, that
religion started to become viewed as irrational and "unscientific." Gradually secular
materialism infiltrated the academic world and eventually replaced the Judeo - Christian ethic

as the dominant worldview.

It was from this new perspective that James G. Frazer developed his theories on how

religion could have evolved into such an essential pa rt of human life. What was "religion”
and where did it come from? Like Sigmund Freud, Frazer believed that the answer would

not be found in the world of spirit, but rather in the world of matter 0 in terms that can be
perceived by the five senses. From this perspective Frazer concluded that mankind's earliest
religious beliefs were merely attempts to understand and bring order to  the physical world
of nature. This new hypothesis fit in well with the current philosophical trends and it quickly

became the accep ted academic consensus. It was the idea that religion, even though it has
evolved into different complicated forms in many different cultures, was at its root simply

"Nature Worship." As the twentieth century progressed this theory grew stronger and was
adopted and promoted on a mass scale by influential experts like Joseph Campbell and Bill
Moyers, among others.

Alongside the "Nature Worship" component of early religion it was also understood that as

primitive man advanced, a tendency arose to deify some o f the more influential human
ancestors that had left behind significant or meaningful legacies. This practice of "Ancestor
Worship"  was acknowledged by the ancient cultures themselves and widely written about

by the Greeks. For instance, in Plato's Euthyde mus, Socrates refers to the ancient gods as



his "lords and ancestors,"  while Euhemerus (c.300 BC) was another Greek philosopher who
argued that "Ancestor Worship" was the primary source of religion. Today modern scholars
recognize this element as playing a major role in pagan religion and it is a primary
component of the  historicist approach used by scholars such as David Rohl.

In addition to these two major components that were a part of man's early religious beliefs

there is another component. It was name d by the ancients themselves as the original basis
of their beliefs, yet it is usually minimized or ignored within mainstream academia. Today it

is readily acknowledged in Eastern, alternative, or "New Age" circles, but it is also

something that has been u  nderstood within the Judeo - Christian tradition right from the
beginning. This most important and foundational component of religion is "Spirit

Worship."

To understand how mankind has been influenced and directed from the very beginning by

spiritual entiti es from other dimensions we will go back in time as far as we can go. We
will go to where this study has been leading all along 8 to the records of the ancient
Sumerians of Mesopotamia. This ancient civilization was the very first to invent the art of

writin g, and what they had to say early on about their own history and beliefs will help to

provide the answers that we seek.

The Sumerian Perspective

Before we investigate the belief -system found in Sumerian religion we should first give a
general overview o f Sumerian history. Modern scholars date the origin of this civilization to
around 4500 BC, and its disappearance to about 1750 BC, when it was finally extinguished
and absorbed by the conquests of Hammurabi.[1] In addition to inventing writing the
Sumeria ns are also credited with a number of historical ‘firsts' including the wheel,
metalworking, pottery, and beer brewing. This last invention perhaps allowed the world's

first monarchy to take power, which promptly set up the world's first known system of

ta xation.

The earliest Sumerian history is related in the Sumerian
King List , copies of which have been found on several
cuneiform tablets or blocks dating to different periods. It
begins like this [2]:

After the kingship descended from heaven, the

kingship was in Eridug.

In Eridug, Alulim became king; he ruled for 28800 years.
Alaljar ruled for 36000 years.

2 kings; they ruled for 64800 years.

Then Eridug fell and the kingship was taken to Bad -tibira.
In Bad -tibira, En -men -lu-ana ruled for 43200 years.
En-men -gal -ana ruled for 28800 years.

Dumuzid, the shepherd, ruled for 36000 years.

3 kings; they ruled for 108000 years.

Then Bad -tibira fell (?) and the kingship was taken to
Larag.

In Larag, En -sipad -zid-ana ruled for 28800 years.

1 king; he ruled for 28800 years.

Sumerian King List (SKL)
Cuneiform tablet ¢.2100 BC
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Then Larag fell (?) and the kingship was taken to Zimbir.

In Zimbir, En  -men -dur -ana became king; he ruled for 21000 years.
1 king; he ruled for 21000 years.

Then Zimbir fell (?) and the kingship was taken to Curuppag.

In Curuppag, Ubara - Tutu became king; he ruled for 18600 years.
1 king; he ruled for 18600 years.

In 5 cities 8 kings; they ruled for 241200 years.

Then the flood swept over.

The very first line of the SKL implies something of a spiritual or religious nature, which
brings us back to the subject of Sumerian religion. The Sumerians worshiped a huge

pantheon of greater and lesser gods, but the primary gods who ruled from the top of the
hierarchy were  Anu , Enli |, and Enki . Of these three it was Enki who was understood as the
founder of civilization, and it was he who was associated with the city of Eridu(g), where
"kingship descended from heaven." Here are the descriptions of these gods as given in the
authorita tive Gods, Demons and Symbols of Ancient Mesopotamia

An is the Sumerian word for 'heaven,' and is the name of th e sky god who is also the prime
mover in creation, and the distant, supreme leader of the gods. ... He is father of all the

gods... It is An who, in Sumerian tradition, took over heaven when it was separated from

earth ( ki), creating the universe as we kno w it... Although in almost all periods one of the
most important of Mesopotamian deities, An's nature was ill -defined and, as he is seldom (if
ever) represented in art, his specific iconography and attributes are obscure.

Enlil is one of the most importan t gods in the Mesopotamian pantheon. According to one
Sumerian poem, the other gods might not even look upon his splendour. Sometimes he is

said to be the offspring of An... The great centre of the cult of Enlil was the temple E -kur
(the 'Mountain House") at Nippur, at the northern edge of Sumer, and Enlil is often called

the 'Great Mountain' and 'King of the Foreign Lands,' which may suggest a connection with

the Zagros Mountains. Other images used to describe his personality are king, supreme

lord, father and creator; 'raging storm' and 'wild bull.'

Enki (Akkadian Ea) was god of the subterranean freshwater ocean ( abzu ), and was
especially associated with wisdom, magic and incantations, and with the arts and crafts of

civilisation. ... Enki/Ea was a son of An/Anu... Enki's most important cult centre was the E -
abzu ('Abzu house') at Eridu. As a provider of fresh water and a creator god and determiner

of destinies, Enki was always seen as favourable to mankind. ... In the Sumerian poem

'Inana and Enki' he con  trolsthe me concerned with every aspect of human life, and in 'Enki

and the World Order' he has the role of organising in detail every feature of the civilised

world.

In Sumerian mythology Anu is portrayed (like the Canaanite God EI from Part Three )as a
figurehead or "otiose" deity who takes little interest in earthly events and can best be

described as "retired." The real action takes place between Enlil and Enki, the two primary

sons of Anu, who manage and organize human civilization and are often portrayed as bitter

rivals. In the Sumerian language the word en means "lord," the word lil refers to the sky,
wind, or lower atmosphere, and the word ki means "earth." Therefore En-lil , who appears
in Sumerian myth as the primary decision -maker among the gods, possesses a hame that

makes him a "sky god," similar to Anu and somewhat similar to the Greek god Zeus. En-ki,
on the other hand, even though his wishes are often over -ridden by Enlil, is known as "Lord
Earth" or perhaps "The Lord of the Earth." Their combative relationship is portrayed
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throughout Sumerian myth and in the Akkadian and Babylonian myths that were written
later.

The Creation of Man

In the Sumerian creation myths Enki stand soutas the central figure. In the myth known as
Enki and Ninmah Enki is tasked with relieving the gods from the hard work that they do all
day long. Nammu, the mother -goddess who ha d given birth to all the gods, pities the plight

of the gods and says to Enki, "Rise up, my son, from your bed, practice your skill
perceptively. Create servants for the gods. Let them throw their baskets away." Enki
does just that, after which Enki stands the new creatures up and looks at them intently. The

text then reads,

"After Enki, form  -fashioner, had, by himself, put sense in their head, he says to his mother
Nammu, 'My mother, the creature whose name you fixed 0 it exists. The [labor/work] of the
gods has been forced on it." [3]

In the Sumerian myth Cattle and Grain the creation of man is again referred to, but only
as an apparent side note, implying again that man had been created to serve and please the
gods.[4]

A more detailed account of man's cre ation is given at the beginning of the Akkadian

Atrahasis Epic _, which dates to ¢.1700 BC. In this similar account the lesser gods who have

been overworked revolt against the higher gods and confront Enlil himself. Enlil summons a

council of the gods in an attempt to resolve the situation. Enki suggests that one of the

lesser gods be sacrificed to create a creature that will "bear the load of the gods." The flesh
and blood of this victim is mixed with clay, which Enki then treads upon as a goddess recites
incantations. From this mass of clay fourteen clumps are pinched off, which are then

inserted into the wombs of "birth -goddesses." Ten months later human -kind is born, as
seven males and seven females, who are then forced to take up the hard labor of the lesser

gods, digging ditches, growing food, and tending to the everyday needs of the gods.

The Great Flood

Atrahasis  is the Akkadian name for the Noah -like figure who is known in similar Sumerian
accounts as Ziusudra (The Eridu Genesis ) or Utnapishtim (The Epic of Gilgamesh )
Accor ding to all of these accounts the creation of mankind eventually became regretted by

the chief god Enlil. The  Atrahasis Epic reads,

"And the country was as noisy as a bellowing bull.
The god grew restless at their racket,

Enlil had to listen to their noise

He addressed the great gods,

‘The noise of mankind has become too much,

| am losing sleep over their racket.™

To deal with the problem of human over -population Enlil causes first a plague, and then a
famine, to strike the land. In each case Atrahasis ca lIs upon Enki to help mankind and offer
a solution to the calamity. Enki responds by giving advice to Atrahasis but his interference
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on mankind's behalf causes Enlil to become very angry. The final solution, which is agreed

upon by the gods despite a passi onate argument from EnkKi, is that a flood will be caused to

wipe out mankind entirely. This decision is kept secret and Enki is forced to make an oath

that he will not speak of it to any human being. In spite of his oath Enki cleverly conceives a

plan to s ave Atrahasis and still remain true to his word. He contacts Atrahasis from behind a

reed wall, and then gives instructions as if he were talking to the reed wall. In this way

Atrahasis is informed of what is coming and told how he can prepare for the cala mity. He is
told to build a boat as long as it is wide and to build a solid roof over the top. The

Gilgamesh Epic includes the instructions to "load the seed of every living thing into the

boat."

After the flood passes Enlil becomes enraged after finding out that mankind survived
through Atrahasis and his family. However the other gods and goddesses rejoice and praise

the wisdom and compassion of Enki. The anger of Enlil is eventually subdued after Atrahasis
reverently builds an altar and offers him sacrif ices. In the end Enlil becomes reconciled with
Enki, blesses Atrahasis, and gives Atrahasis the gift of immortality.

The Transfer of Divine Authority

One of the most important Sumerian concepts associated with the gods and human
civilization, as they rel  ated to the world both before and after the flood, was that of the me .

The definition here is from Gods, Demons an d Symbols of Ancient Mesopotamia :

me: The Sumerianterm  me (pronounced 'may') is a plural, inanimate noun, and expresses

a very basic concept in Sumerian religion. The me are properties or powers of the gods

which enable a whole host of activities central to civilised human life, especially religion, to
take place. A related term, gis-hur (‘plan, design'), denotes how these activities ought,

ideally, to be: the me are the powers which make possible the implementation of the gis-
hur and which ensure the con tinuation of civilised life. They are ancient, enduring, holy,

valuable. Mostly they are held by An or Enlil , but they can be assigned or given to other

gods of, by implication, lesser rank.

As this definition explains, originally the me were held by An an d/or Enlil. The Sumerians
recognized Enlil as the supreme active god, but the myths make it clear that "Father Enki,"

the god who helped to create mankind in the first place, was much more loved and revered.
Eventually Enki's close bond with humanity becam e recognized by Enlil, who brought about
a significant change in the way mankind would be ruled. It was decided that the me ,
previously held by Enlil in his great temple at Nippur, would be transferred to the shrine of

Eridu and given into the hands of Enk i. This momentous event in Sumerian history and
religion is described in a well -preserved myth of 467 lines called Enki and the World
Order . This myth is related in Samuel Noah Kramer's book Myths of Enki, the Crafty God

(1989). It begins with the words below, with the poet praising Enki in revere nt terms,

Lord who walks nobly on heaven and earth, self -reliant, Father Enki,

engendered by a bull, begotten by a wild bull, prized by Enlil, the Great Kur, loved by holy
An,

king who turned out the mes -tree in the Abzu, raised it up over all the lands,

great usumgal (dragon), who planted it in Eridu 8 its shade spreading over heaven and
earth...

Enki, lord of the  hegal (abundance) the Anunna -gods possess,

Nudimmud (another name for Enki), the mighty one of the Ekur, the strong one of An and
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Uras.
Nudimmud, the mighty one of the Ekur, strong one of the Anunna,
whose noble house set up in the Abzu is the mast of heaven and earth. [5]

After fifty -nine lines of similar praise and exultation the poet then allows Enki a chance to
give praises to himself. Within th ese lines we find that Enlil, the brother of Enki, gives over
to Enkithe me that are so essential to ruling over the affairs of mankind:

Enki, king of the Abzu, celebrates his own magnificence 0 as isright:

"My father, ruler above and below, made my featur es blaze above and below.
My great brother, ruler of all the lands,

gathered all the me_together, placed the me_in my hands.

From the Ekur, house of Enlil, | passed on the arts and crafts to my Abzu, Eridu...

| am the first among the rulers. | am the fathe r of all the lands.

| am the big brother of the gods, the hegal is perfected in me.

| am the seal -keeper above and below. | am cunning and wise in the lands.

I am the one who directs justice alongside An, the king, on the dais of An.

| am the one who havin g gazed upon the kur, decrees the fates alongside Enlil:
he has placed in my hand the decreeing of the fates at the place where the sun
rises ..." [6]

After his first speech in praise of himself Enki stops for a moment, allowing the assembled
gods to offer  their worship and praise, and then Enki continues on with more self -laudatory
pronouncements that take up another fifty or so lines:

After the lord had proclaimed his loftiness,

after the great prince had pronounced his own praise,

the Anunna -gods stood u p in prayer and supplication:

"Lord who stands watch over the arts and crafts,

expert at decisions. adored one o0 O Enki, praise."

A second time, for the pleasure it gave him,

Enki, king of the Abzu, celebrates his own magnificence 0 as isright:
“lam lord. | am the one who endures. | am eternal...” (etc., etc., etc.) [7]

Following this speech the gods again respond, commenting once again on the fact that Enki
is the possessor of the "great," "pure," and "noble" me & solidifying Enki's place as
mankind's most im  portant god and confirming his worthiness to be known as "The Lord of
the Earth™

To the great prince who had drawn near to his land,

the Anunna -gods speak with affection:

"Lord who rides the great me , the pure me ,

who stands watch over the great me , them yriad me
who is foremost everywhere above and below,

At Eridu, the pure place, the most precious place,

where the noble me have beentakenin o

O Enki, lord above and below, praise!" [8]

Although the very name En-ki signifies the god's association with the earth, there is really
no indication within the Sumerian myths that the worship of Enki evolved from a primitive

form of earth -worship. There is also no indication within the myths, as with many other

Sumerian deities, that Enki was once a human being. No , Enki did not evolve from nature



worship, or from ancestor worship 08 Enki was a spirit , and he was worshiped as a spirit.
One of his most important aspects therefore had to do with his relationship with the spirit
world. Kramer explains,

"The craft of Enki  is nowhere better represented than in magic. The one who knows the
secrets of the gods and the ways of the other world is, not surprisingly, the god who knows
the words and rituals to control the spirits. A large number of texts preserved in the 'stream
of tradition' are incantation texts, and Enki is prominent in the tradition." [9]

"Enki is the 'lord of the watery deep,' the 'lord of hidden, unfathomable knowledge' in the

depth of his 'house of wisdom.' He was also the chief magician of the gods, the grea t
exorcist. His purifying water was used in incantations and magic rites. Ruler of waters of the
underworld, lord of rivulets and brooks, of plenteous harvests, Enki was also the god

associated with other goods of the earth, metals and precious stones. He was the patron of
metal works and crafts generally. Patron of foundations, he gave instructions for building

things... The sacred water basin, an image of the Abzu, was set up in temples in honor of

Enki. And the sacred tree grew up in his cult city of Eri du. " [10]

Perhaps the reader will recall that there is another ancient religious tradition that has its

roots, as it were, in the memory of an ancient tree. This tradition contains many themes

similar to those of the Sumerians, but these similarities only help to highlight the many
differences that clearly set them apart.

The Hebrew Perspective

According to tradition the first five books of the Old Testament were written down by Moses,
who received them directly from the mind of God. The very first words set down were
radically presumptuous and completely revolutionary, if compared with the creation

traditions of the surrounding cultures that existed at that time, around the middle of the

second millennium BC.

At that time in Mesopotamia the Sumerian cult ure had long since passed away and the
Sumerian language was no longer spoken or written. The language of the land was

Akkadian and Babylon was the city of power. Religion was dictated by the state and the

accepted creation account 0 the very basis of Babylo  nian society & was a text known as the
Enuma Elish . According to this account the great god Anu was no longer viewed as the
primordial god and ancestor of all the gods. Instead he had been turned into a created
being, who had been born from a union between a god that was merely a deification of

heaven (Anshar), and a goddess that was a deification of earth (Kishar).

In Egypt the Heliopolitan tradition of the Great Ennead had been accepted for hundreds of
years. The "beginning" was conceived as "Nun," who was a deification of the primordial or

primeval waters. Nun was not really even a god because it had no cult, no temples, few
representations and was not worshiped. Out of Nun came Atum, later known as Ra. Atum
then masturbated with himself to create the pair Shu and Tefnut, who then produced the

god Geb (also Seb or Keb) and his sister the goddess Nut. Geb represented the earth and

Nut represented the sky, as shown in the picture in Part Two . From this pair came four
siblings, of which the most important was Osiris.
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There are no existing Canaanite creation myths, but we do have Greek creation myths

which were developed from a synthesis of Near Eastern sources. With the Greeks the
pattern is basically the same. The beginning is largely undefined (Chaos), yet out of Chaos
the earth goddess Gaia is able to emerge. She then gives birth to a number of deities who
represent different facets of r eality, including "heaven" who is a god named Ouranos. It is
finally her relations with her son/husband Ouranos from which come the early gods

including Kronos, who later sired Zeus.

With this universally accepted pattern in mind, of heaven and earth someh ow giving birth to
the gods, the very beginning of Genesis 1:1 is revealed as a revolutionary statement:

"In the beginning God created the heavens and the earth.”

Moses was led to believe that the God he served was not a created being, merely one
among man Yy equals, not a God who would one day die, or be usurped by his son, but that
his God was in fact the Creator of the entire universe, the One who existed before the world
and who would exist when this world passes away.

The Creation of Man

Moses was taug ht that his God was responsible for creating mankind in the first place.

Mankind was created "in the image of God," and given an important responsibility to rule

over and care for the earth. However, due to deception coming from a spirit -being who
worked a gainst God, from the temptation that came from a forbidden tree, and from willing
disobedience stemming from selfish pride, mankind fell from this position of authority over

the earth and purity before God.

The Crime and Banishment of Cain

After the "Fal |," as it was called, God continued to care for and instruct humanity, yet He
expected reverence and worship in return. The first recorded sin after the "Fall" was
committed out of jealousy and involved God's requirement that He be worshiped on His own
ter ms, rather than on man's terms. In the book of Genesis this is the story of Cain's murder
of Abel. The same basic story is found, with a few subtle twists, in Sumerian mythology.

In the myth of Emesh and Enten two minor gods, one of farming and one of she pherding,
fall into a quarrel. They finally bring their case to Nippur to be judged by Enlil who, in a

decision that contradicts that given by the God of Genesis, chooses the farmer over the

shepherd.

In the myth of  Cattle and Grain the siblings Lahar, ac attle god, and Ashnan, a grain
goddess, get into a quarrel over who deserves more recognition, but unfortunately the end
of the myth has not survived.

The myth Inanna Prefers the Farmer is another variation on the Cain and Abel theme. In
this story Inanna  rejects the advances of the shepherd who then becomes belligerent

towards Inanna's favorite, the farmer. Only after the farmer offers soothing words of
appeasement and a number of gifts in consolation, including that of Inanna herself, does



the shepherd's anger subside. In the Genesis account it is the farmer, Cain, who kills Abel
the shepherd in a jealous rage.[11]

After the rejection of Cain's sacrifice and the murder of Abel the book of Genesis gives a

detailed account of what happened to Cain and to his descendents. This story helps to clear
up some of the mystery surrounding the similarities and contradictions within the Sumerian

and Hebrew traditions.

"And Cain talked with Abel his brother: and it came to pass, when they were in the field,
that Cain ro se up against Abel his brother, and slew him. And the Lord said unto Cain,
Where is Abel thy brother? And he said, | know not: am | my brother's keeper? And he said,
What hast thou done? the voice of thy brother's blood crieth unto me from the ground. And
now art thou cursed from the earth, which hath opened her mouth to receive thy brother's
blood from thy hand; When thou tillest the ground, it shall not henceforth yield unto thee

her strength; a fugitive and a vagabond shalt thou be in the earth.

And Cain said unto the Lord, My punishment is greater than | can bear. Behold, thou hast

driven me out this day from the face of the earth; and from thy face shall | be hid; and |

shall be a fugitive and a vagabond in the earth; and it shall come to pass, that eve ry one
that findeth me shall slay me. And the Lord said unto him, Therefore whosoever slayeth

Cain, vengeance shall be taken on him sevenfold. And the Lord set a mark upon Cain, lest

any finding him should kill him.

And Cain went out from the presence of t he Lord, and dwelt in the land of Nod, on the east

of Eden. (17) And Cain knew his wife, and she conceived, and bare Enoch: and he builded
a city, and called the name of the city, after the name of his son, Enoch. " (Genesis
4:8 -17, KJV)
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certainly be a scribal insertion. If read with Rohl's preferred corrections the verse would
then read:

"And Cain knew his wife, and she conceived, and bare Enoch: and he (Enoch) builded a city,
and called the name of the city, after the name of his son (Irad) ."

Rohl points out that the name Irad most likely derives from the Hebrew word yarad , which
means "to descend" (Irad in Hebrew is spelled ayin  -yod -resh -dalet, and yarad is spelled
yod -resh -dalet). Recall again the very fir st words of the Sumerian King List: "After the
kingship descended from heaven , the kingship was in Eridu."

Whatever the case may be, whether there are scribal errors in the Masoretic text of Genesis

or not, there is a clear connection between the descende nts of Cain, the first cities of the
Sumerians, and the great Sumerian god Enki. According to the book of Genesis Lamech was

a descendent of Cain through Irad, and Lamech had two wives. One wife was hamed Zillah

and she gave birth to Tubal -cain who became "the forger of all implements of bronze and
iron." Again David Rohl connects this information from Genesis with Sumerian accounts,
specifically with the  second city of the Sumerian King List, Bad -tibira

"Badtibira means 'Settlement of the Metal Worker.' | f we take the Hebrew consonants which
make up the name Tubal we get T -b-1. We know that the soft consonant 'I' is often
representative of 'r,' thus we might get an original T -b-r which could, in turn, stem from
ancient Tibira. Interestingly enough the Semi tic epithet 'Cain' in Tubal ~ -Cain also means
'smith’ which suggests that this epithet has been added as a clarification of a little -known
Sumerian word by the Hebrew author of Genesis. So these are clues which suggest that

Tubal - Cain and Badtibira are conne  cted in some way." [12]

According to the Genesis account Tubal -Cain's half -brother was Jubal, who was "the father
of all those who play the lyre and pipe." These two "arts of civilization," music and metal -
working, are always closely associated with Enki a nd they are mentioned specifically in the
myth Inanna and Enki as a part of the me that became controlled by Enki. In the

apocryphal Book of Enoch, which contains another ancient "desc ent from the heavens"
account, mankind was taught the art of making weapons (as well as sorcery, magic,

cosmetics, astronomy, astrology, divination, and other such "arts") by the fallen angels who
descended from heaven and took human women for wives, as wr itten in Genesis 6.

If this last possibility is considered then Enki begins to be seen in a very different light. In

the Sumerian myth  Enki Builds the E -Engurra _ the story isto Id of how Enki built his shrine
in Eridu and of the blessings and praises that he received from the other gods after he had
completed it [13]:

"After the water of creation had been decreed,
After the name hegal (abundance) born in heaven,
Like plant and he rb had clothed the land,

The lord of the abyss, the king Enki,

Enki the Lord who decrees the fates,

Built his house of silver and lapis lazuli;

Its silver and lapis lazuli, like sparkling light,

The father fashioned fittingly in the abyss.

The creatures of  bright countenances and wise, coming forth from the abyss,
Stood all about the lord Nudimmud (Enki);

The pure house he built
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He ornamented it greatly with gold,

In Eridu he built the house of water -bank,
Its brickwork, word  -uttering, advice -giving,
Its... like an ox roaring,

The house of Enki, the oracles uttering."

The Great Flood

In the book of Genesis the Great Flood is caused by God not because mankind was too
"noisy," as the  Atrahasis Epic claims, but because mankind had become corrupted from
their interactions & sexually, spiritually and technologically o with the fallen angels:

"The LORD saw how great man's wickedness on the earth had become, and that every
inclination of the thoughts of his heart was only evil all the time. The LORD was grieved that
he had made man on the earth, and his heart was filled with pain. So the LORD said, 'l will

wipe mankind, whom | have created, from the face of the earth -- men and animals, and
creatures that move along the ground, and birds of the air -- for | am grieved that | have
made them.'

...Now the earth was corrupt in God's sight and was full of violence. God saw how corrupt
the earth had become, for all the people on earth had corrupted their ways. So God said to
Noah, 'l am going to put an end to all people, for the earth is filled with violence because of
them. | am surely going to destroy both them and the earth...” (Genesis 6:5 -7,11 -13)

Noah was chosen to be saved because he and his family alone had resisted the negative

influences of the spirit world, and r emained true to the Creator. Noah was a "righteous man,
blameless in his time" and like Enoch he "walked with God.”  After the flood Noah worshiped
God and received a blessing in return. However it was not long before mankind was seduced

by the spirits agai  n.

The Tower of Babel

The genealogy of the human family is given in a list known as the Table of Nations in

Genesis 10. In this list there are exactly seventy names given of the descendents of Noah's
three sons, Shem, Ham and Japheth. It was through the se tribes that the earth was re -
settled and re -populated after the Great Flood. However, the book of Genesis also gives a
strange account that describes how God's intervention was needed to get the process

moving:

"Now the whole world had one language and a common speech. As men moved eastward,
they found a plain in Shinar and settled there. They said to each other, 'Come, let's make
bricks and bake them thoroughly.’ They used brick instead of stone, and tar for mortar.
Then they said, 'Come, let us build o urselves a city, with a tower that reaches to the
heavens, so that we may make a name for ourselves and not be scattered over the face of
the whole earth.’
But the LORD came down to see the city and the tower that the men were building.
The LORD sa id, 'If as one people speaking the same language they have begun to do this,
then nothing they plan to do will be impossible for them. Come, let us go down and confuse
their language so they will not understand each other.’
So the LORD scattered th  em from there over all the earth, and they stopped building
the city. That is why it was called Babel -- because there the LORD confused the language of



the whole world. From there the LORD scattered them over the face of the whole earth."
(Genesis 11:1 -9, NIV)

According to the Genesis account God supernaturally "confused the language of the whole

world." This made it impossible for the Tower of Babel to be completed and also made it

necessary for the different tribes, all speaking different languages, to br anch out and claim
their own territories for habitation.

The Sumerian account of this event can be pieced together by clues found within a large

epic narrative of 636 lines known as  Enmerkar and the Lord of Aratta (c.2000 BC).
Within this epic poem there is a section known as the "Incantation of Nudimmud" located in
lines 136 -155. These lines speak about a long -ago age when human beings lived without

fear, when man was united in monotheistic worship, and when human speech was unified in

a single language. This text is important because it clearly points to Enki (Nudimmud) as

the force behind the scenes who helped to bring about the confusion of tongues [14]:

Once, then, there was no snake, there was no scorpion,
there was no hyena, there was no lion,

there was no wild dog, no wolf,

there was no fear, no terror:

human had no rival

Once, then, the lands of Shubur -Hamazi, polyglot Sumer,
that land great with the me of overlordship,

Uri, the land with everything just so,

the land Martu, resting securely,

the who le world &
the people as one @&
to Enlil in one tongue gave voice.

Then did the contender o the en (lord)
the contender o the master
the contender & the king
the contender 0 the en
the contender o the master
the contender 0 the king
Enki, en of hegal,

the one with the unfailing words,

en of cunning, the shrewd one of the land,
sage of the gods, gifted in thinking,

the en of Eridu,

change the speech of their mouths,
he having set up contention in it,
in the human speech that had been one.

The firs t century historian Josephus in his Antiquities of the Jews  explains that the building
of the Tower of Babel was an act of disobedience towards God and that those who worked
on it were motivated by their own selfish desires and pride. He also explains that its chief



proponent was a king by the name of Nimrod, the son of Cush and grandson of Ham.
Nimrod appears within the Table of Nations as the Bible's very first potentate:

"Cush was the father of Nimrod, who grew to be a mighty warrior on the earth. He was a
mighty hunter before the LORD; that is why it is said, 'Like Nimrod, a mighty hunter before

the LORD.' The first centers of his kingdom were Babylon, Erech, Akkad and Calneh, in

Shinar. From that land he went to Assyria, where he built Nineveh, Rehoboth Ir, Calah and
Resen, which is between Nineveh and Calah; that is the great city." (Genesis 10:8 -12, NIV)

The figure known in the Bible as Nimrod, who opposed the God of the Old Testament, was

known to the Sumerians as Enmerkar. He is the hero of the Enme rkar and the Lord of
Aratta  epic. In Hebrew the four letters that make up the name Nimrod roughly translate to
n-m-r-d. In Sumerian the name Enmer translates to n -m-r, while the suffix ~ -kar simply
means "hunter." In the Bible he is "Nimrod the Hunter" and in Sumerian myth he is "Enmer
the Hunter."

After the Great Flood the Sumerian King List gives the kings who ruled the First Dynasty of
Uruk. First on the list is the king Meskiagkasher who, as we explained in Part Four , was in
fact the Biblical Cush. The second name given is that of Enmerkar [15]:

"Enmerkar, son of Meskiagkasher, king of Uruk, the one who built Uruk T reigned 420
years..."

The Sumerian King List records that Enmerkar buil t Uruk, and according to Genesis the
center of Nimrod's kingdom was Babylon (Babel) and Erech, which is Uruk (modern -day
"lIraq™).

Enmerkar and the Shrine of the Abzu

The epic poem Enmerkar and the Lord of Aratta tells the story of Enmerkar's plan to

build a temple to the goddess Inanna in Uruk, and his attempts to force the neighboring

mountain kingdom of Aratta to provide all of the necessary building materials. In addition to

this project, Enmerkar was also engaged in renovating and greatly expanding E nki's shrine
that was located in Eridu. It is this project which David Rohl believes was recorded in

Genesis as the attempt to build the Tower of Babel.

According to David Rohl, the references in Genesis 10 and 11 to the city of "Babel"

(Babylon) should be  understood as references to Eridu. The original Sumerian name for the

cult headquarters of Enki in Eridu was Nun.ki , which means "mighty place." When the

sacred precinct of Babylon was built for Marduk a thousand years later it was also known as

Nun.ki , b ut it was known primarily by its Akkadian name of Bab-ilu. In other words,  Bab-ilu
equates to Nun.ki , and the original Nun.ki was located not in Babylon, but in Eridu. Here is

how Rohl explains it,

"(Nun.ki) is otherwise known as Eridu i the very firstroy al capital in Sumer and the
residence of the god of the abyss, Enki. Indeed, it seems that the sacred precinct at

Babylon was named after that original Nun.ki, even going so far as to call the temple

dedicated to Marduk, E  -sagila or the 'lofty house' and a Iso known as the 'mooring post of
heaven and earth', after the original tower temple at Eridu. So, the biblical Tower of
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Babel/Nun.ki was not the second millennium Old Babylonian ziggurat at Babylon but rather
the prototype third millennium ziggurat built at Eridu/Nun.ki in the Late Uruk period." [16]

The epic Sumerian tale, Enmerkar and the Lord of Aratta , begins with Enmerkar of Uruk
calling upon the goddess Inanna and asking her to help him create a temple for her that is

worthy of her greatness. Until t his time Inanna was associated with the kingdom of Aratta

of the Zagros Mountains to the northeast of Sumer, but in the poem Enmerkar alleges that

these people do not worship and honor her as she deserves. Enmerkar refers to Inanna as

"my sister," and he a  sks that she force Aratta to provide what Enmerkar desires,

"My sister, let Aratta fashion gold and silver skillfully on my behalf for Unug (Uruk). Let

them cut the flawless | apis lazuli from the bl
flawless lapis | azuli .... .... build a holy mountain in Unug. Let Aratta build a temple brought

down from heaven  -- your place of worship, the Shrine E -ana; let Aratta skilfully fashion the
interior of the holy ®©ipar, your abode; maJgthele,

by you. Let Aratta submit beneath the yoke for Unug on my behalf." [17]

In addition to this shrine for Inanna, the E -ana, to be built in Uruk, Enmerkar also asks for
materials for another project, which he refers to as the "great shrine," the "gr eat abode of
the gods," which will be a renovation of the abzu, the cult center of Enki in Eridu,

"Let the people of Aratta bring down for me the mountain stones from their mountain, build

the great shrine for me, erect the great abode for me, make the gre at abode, the abode of
the gods, famous for me, make my me prosper in Kulaba (Uruk), make the abzu grow for
me like a holy mountain , make Eridug gleam for me like the mountain range, cause the

abzu shrine to shine forth for me like the silver in the lode."

Inanna responds to Enmerkar's plea, and she gives him instructions regarding how to deal

with the kingdom of Aratta. She tells him to choose a strong and eloquent messenger and

to send him into the mountains to speak with the people of Aratta and repeat Enmerkar's
demands. She predicts that the people of Aratta will "hnumbly salute Inanna like tiny mice"

and that "Aratta shall submit beneath the yoke to Unug (Uruk)"; they will provide materials

for Enmerkar's projects which will allow the abzu of Eridu to "grow for you like a holy
mountain."

Enmerkar follows Inanna's advice and the rest of the epic consists of a series of diplomatic
exchanges between Enmerkar and the king of Aratta. Enmerkar refers to himself as "the

lord whom Nudimmud has chosen in his sac red heart" and he demands that Aratta submit
to him "lest like a settlement cursed by Enki and utterly destroyed, | too utterly destroy

Aratta!"

In the final exchange Enmerkar gives his messenger a long list of demands to make of

Aratta, ending with the de mand that Aratta  "take the mountain stones, and rebuild for me
the great shrine Eridu, the abzu,the E  -nun; let them adorn its architrave for me .... Let
them make its protection spread over the Land for me." In the end the king of Aratta
refused to submit  to Enmerkar, but we know that Enmerkar eventually invaded and

subdued Aratta from other epic poems, such as Lugulbanda and the Mountain Cave
Enmerkar's career is summarized by David Rohl:

"The conquest of resource  -rich Aratta was the culmination of Enmer 's expansionist policy.
By the end of his long reign the king of Uruk controlled much of Mesopotamia and had
greatly enriched the cult centres of Sumer. He also controlled the donkey trade routes
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through the Zagros mountains and sea trade via the Persian G ulf. To the north, large
heavily fortified colonies were established close to the main waterways and therefore

connected the heart of the empire by means of fast -moving ships. Exotic goods and metals
were pouring into the capital city of Uruk and, of cours e, Enmer's palace coffers. This really
does make him the first potentate on Earth, just as the Genesis tradition states. In his guise

of warrior -hero Enmer/Nimrod is remembered as the founder of the mightiest cities in

Assyria and Babylonia, as well as a g reat builder in the old religious centres of Sumer." [18]

Evidence for Eridu's Tower

The story of the Tower of Babel is dismissed by modern historians as fiction because there is

no historical evidence that Babylon existed as a city at that early date, ¢ irca 2800 -3000 BC,
and because there is no archaeological evidence for the Tower itself, which must have been

one of the most significant wonders of the world, even if it was never fully completed. The

fact is that the city of Babylon did not become import ant until prior to the rise of

Hammurabi around 1800 -2000 BC, and Babylon did not possess a major ziggurat until one

was built by Hammurabi in honor of the new god Marduk. This problem disappears,

however, once it becomes clear that the Tower of Babel was actually the Tower of Eridu.

Once again, David Rohl comes through with evidence that too many historians have

misplaced or ignored.

In the late 1940s the ancient site of Eridu 0 modern Tell Abu Shahrain & was excavated by a
joint British and Iraqi team led by Fuad Safar. What Safar found was evidence for a
continuously maintained cult center of the god Enki. The very first shrine was a simple affair

probably made of reeds, but a square brick structure was soon built and after this the

inhabitants made continuo  us renovations and expansions. The excavation revealed

seventeen different levels of construction for this temple, Enki's abzu, which during the Uruk

Period became the holiest site in all of Mesopotamia.

The most impressive discovery was known as
Temple |, a massive structure with a huge
temple built on a massive platform, with
evidence of an even larger foundation behind

it that would have risen up almost to the

height of the temple itself. David Rohl

believes that whatever was built on top of
this massi ve foundation was probably the
structure that is described in Genesis as the
Tower of Babel.

What was even more intriguing for the
excavators was their discovery that precisely
at its highest point of architectural
achievement, the Eridu settlement was
abandoned. Rohl writes that "quite suddenly,
the island of Eridu suffered some unknown but cataclysmic fate.”

Fuad Safar's academic analysis of the site states,

" ... the Uruk Period ... appears to have been brought to a conclusion by no less an event
than th e total abandonment of the site. ... In what appears to have been an almost



incredibly short time, drifting sand had filled the deserted buildings of the temple -complex
and obliterated all traces of the once prosperous little community. ... At this point, there is a
considerable hiatus in the history of the site, as it is known to us from the results of our

excavations. ... the Jemdet Nasr epoch ... is not represented at Eridu. During the Early
Dynastic period also, there is reason to suppose that the fortu nes of Enki's shrine at Eridu

had reached an extremely low ebb. In fact, the only meager remains of this period, were

indications on the slopes of the mound which now represented the ruins of the prehistoric

shrine, that some kind of impoverished sanctuary still survived at its summit." [19]

So what happened to Eridu? More importantly, what happened to Enki? What could have
caused the abandonment and desolation of the primary holy site of Mesopotamia's most
revered and influential god? If the Genesis accoun tis correct, and Nimrod was somehow
involved, then what happened to Enmerkar? Strangely, the Sumerian myths and legends do
not offer straightforward or satisfactory answers to any of these questions.

Sumerian myth may not offer good answers, but the book of Genesis does. It tells us that
the attempt to build the Tower of Babel caused God to intervene and confuse the languages

of the builders, after which the different tribes and groups set out from Mesopotamia to

claim and settle lands of their own. Part Four focused on the children of Ham and explained
how they journeyed by boat, first to Bahrain and then on to Africa, Egypt and the

Mediterranean. There is evidence that this group, the Fa Icon Tribe, maintained a recollection
of their original home in Eridu and, more importantly, of their leader Enmerkar and of Enki

their god, after they set out to conquer and settle new lands.

The Egyptian Connection

Egyptian creation myths represent a m ajor challenge for scholars to try to interpret. In Part
Two we briefly summarized the creation myth of the Ennead of Heliopolis, which promotes

the god Atum as the creator of the world, but it seems that each major religious center in

Egypt found it necessary to develop its own version of the creation story. So, for instance,

in Memphis the creator was Ptah; in Hermopolis creation came jointly from the enigmatic

Ogdoad gods; and in SaisinL  ower Egypt it was the goddess Nit, or Neith, who "caused

everything to come to be." Superceding all of these was the account given by the priests of

Thebes, whose creator was the ram -headed god Amun, who had become associated with

Zeus by the time that Ale xander the Great annexed Egypt.

Despite the differences in the creation accounts it does appear that all of them do have

several things in common. In the first place, they all appear to have at least some elements

of their theology based upon the early Pyr amid Texts, and secondly they usually describe
the universe before creation as a watery, formless chaotic void, personified as the god Nun.

It is from Nun that the Primeval Mound arises, from which comes the creator who brings

forth the rest of the gods an d mankind.

In Heliopolis this creator was Atum, whose association with the Primeval Mound is depicted

by the Benben, a pyramid  -shaped stone. Atum was personified as the Benu bird, the self -
creating phoenix that was shown perched atop the Benben stone, and Atum was also
associated with Ra and viewed as a sun god.

The city of Memphis was thought to have been founded by Menes in pre -Dynastic times and
it was an important administrative center during the Old Kingdom. The priests of this city
believed that Ptah  was actually the creator of Atum, and eventually Ptah became absorbed
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into the Egyptian conception of Nun. In examining Ptah David Rohl refers to a Memphite

text that reads, "Ptah who is upon the Great Throne; Ptah -Nun, the father who begat Atum;
Ptah - Nune t, the mother who bore Atum; Ptah the Great, that is, the heart and tongue of the
Ennead; Ptah who gave birth to the gods..."

In Hermopolis the very beginning was personified as four pairs of related primordial couples.

These were Nun and Naunet, who perso nified the primeval waters; Heh and Hauhet, who
represented infinity; Kek and Kauket, who personified darkness; and Amun and Amaunet,

who represented the air. The priests of Hermopolis developed the idea that at some early

point these couples interacted an d sparked a great explosion, out of which the Primeval

Mound came into existence. This mound was known as the "Isle of Flame" because it was
where the sun god Atum/Ra was born and where he first blazed forth.

In Thebes the priests chose to focus on the god Amun. He was the "Hidden God" and his
priests went to great lengths to make him appear as mysterious and as powerful as they
possibly could. The Theban priesthood recognized Amun as a member of the Ogdoad group,
yet they believed that Amun also preceded i t and was in fact its creator. He transcended
creation and preceded the primordial waters of Nun, creating all of the gods and even

matter itself. Amun rose to power in the Eleventh Dynasty when he was merged with Ra the
sun god and became known as Amun -Ra. Aside from the strange short -lived cult installed
by Akhenaten, the worship of Amun was the closest that the Egyptians came to embracing
something vaguely similar to monotheism. The ascendance of Amun as the primary

Egyptian god may relate in some way to the period of Israelite captivity in Egypt after the
death of Joseph, when the Egyptian monarchy first began to view the Israelites as internal
enemies that needed to be culled and enslaved.

For David Rohl, whose task in his book Legend isto show how the rulers of the Egyptian
Dynasties came from Mesopotamia, the important commonality in all of the creation

accounts is the reference to a Primeval Mound that was the original home of the gods.

During the period of Ptolemaic rule in Egypt there was a major r enovation and expansion of
the temple to Horus at Edfu. Engraved on the walls of this temple there are important

references to this Primordial Mound and to the long -gone era of the gods known as Zep-
Tepi, or "The First Time." David Rohl refers to these eng ravings and finds evidence that the
Egyptians possessed dim memories of their journey, first from Eridu to Bahrain, and then

from Bahrain to Egypt.

The founding of the first mythical temple upon the Primordial Mound is shown on a wall

inscription at Edfut hat is labelled "Thoth and the Seven Sages." This primordial temple is

simply called "The Great Throne" and Thoth and the Seven Sages are attended by two

enigmatic gods known as Wa and Aa. Rohl points out that a group of "Seven Sages" are also
prominent ch aracters in Sumerian myth. They are honored as fathers of Sumerian

civilization and in the  Epic of Gilgamesh  the city of Uruk is referred to with the words, "Did
not the Seven Sages themselves lay out its plans?"

In another Edfu scene there is a central de piction of a Falcon seated upon a ceremonial

perch known as the  Djeba . In front of it stands a king in an "attitude of adoration," and

behind it six different gods sit alongside Wa and Aa. These gods are referred to as the

"Senior Ones," the "Offspring of the Creator," the "Glorious Spirits of the Early Primeval

Age," "Brethren of the Sages," the "Builder Gods," the "Glorious Shebtiu, and also "Children
of the Risen One." In this scene Wa and Aa are referred to as the "Lords of the Island of

Aggression” who "founded this place and who were the first to exist therein in the company

of Re."



This group, the  Shebtiu , are interpreted by Rohl to be the descendents of the original

"Ancestors" who lived during the era of Zep - Tepi. Their original home was the "Island of
Aggression” or "Island of Flame" where Ra was said to have first shone forth d the original
Primordial Mound. However, for reasons not clearly explained, the Shebtiu relocated and

founded a new place known as the "Blessed Isle" which was the location of the Djeba of the
Falcon.

This "Blessed Isle" was Bahrain, and the Edfu inscriptions also refer to it as the "Island of

Re," "The Exalted Throne of Horus," the "Foundation Ground of the Ruler of the Wing," as

well as "The Place of the Uniting of the Compan y." Rohl comments that this last title
suggests "a gathering of forces or an alliance of some sort. It is almost as though the island
becomes a staging post for something much bigger." This possibility is reinforced by some

of the other names that are give n for the individual Shebtiu within the Edfu texts. Their
names are "The Distant One," "The Great One," "The Sailor," "The Sacred Head," "The

Serpent -Creator of the Earth," "Lord of the Twin Hearts," "Lord of Life and Divine Power,"

and also the ferocious  "Mighty -chested Lord who made slaughter; the Spirit who lives on
blood." [20]

The location of the original Primordial Mound itself, which according to Egyptian creation
myths arose out of the chaotic waters of Nun, is made clear by some of the most common
Sumerian and Babylonian creation myths, of which the following is an example:

"A reed had not come forth. A tree had not been created. A house had not been made. A
city had not been built. All the lands were sea. Then Eridu was made. " [21]

The connection b etween Egypt's Primordial Mound and the Sumerian city of Eridu is made

clear by some of the names associated with both. For instance, the primordial waters were

known as "Nun" to the Egyptians, while the name for Enki's shrine at Eridu was, as the

reader m ay recall, "Nun.ki" and also "e -Nun." Another connection exists with the many
references to Eridu as the "Abzu" of Enki. This is the root for the word we know today as

"Abyss" and Enki was the Lord of the Abyss. One of the first important cult centers for the
invaders of Egypt was a place which came to be known by the Greeks as "Abydos."

However, the Egyptian name is better represented as "Abedjou” or "Abdju.” The sound "dj"

is often simply given as "z," such as in the common rendition for the Step -Pyramid of Djoser
as "Zoser." With this in mind we find that Abydos=Abdju=Abzu, which directly equates with

the cult center of Enki known as the Abzu in Eridu.

The god of the Falcon Tribe, the tribe that invaded and conquered Egypt, was clearly Enki.
Below is a we IlI-known Sumerian pictographic inscription of Enki depicting him holding a
falcon with one hand, with the "life -giving" fresh waters of the Abyss flowing from his
shoulders.




Enki was always associated with fresh -water springs, which were considered gatew ays to
the land of the underworld dead. In Eridu his temple was built over such a spring, and in

Bahrain there are numerous fresh -water springs that bubble up on the island and out in the
ocean close to the shore. The locations chosen for the cult sites in Egypt in the vicinity of
Abydos were chosen probably because it too had such a spring. (On a side note, this

connection between underwater springs and the world of the dead was also clearly

understood by the ancient Maya and was essential to their elabora te rituals of human
sacrifice, as examined in recent National Geographic investigations J)
In Sumerian myth Enki was known as the "Lord of the Earth," and he plays a major role in

the myths that explain the appearance of the sun god Utu and the great goddess Inanna

who was brought down from the mountains and given a central role. In the case of Utu we

find that both Meskiagkasher (Cush) and Enmerkar (Nimrod) are referred to as " sons of
Utu." What appears to have happened is that after Enki's cult center of Eridu was

abandoned he re -invented himself within the Falcon Tribe. They were his most devoted

worshipers and through them he was able create for himself a new religious system as well
as a new civilization.

David Rohl finds many connections between the Sumerian Enki and the Egyptian gods Ra,

Atum and Ptah. Enki was able to appropriate the role of primary creator through Atum,

while at the same time utilizing the symbol of the s un, Ra, that had been given to Utu in the
Sumerian myths. This explains why the Primordial Mound was known as the "Isle of Flame,"

the place from which Ra first blazed forth and from which Atum created himself, and it also
explains why Bahrain, the "Blesse d Isle" was also known as the "Isle of Ra."

In the excavations done at Bahrain the evidence is overwhelming that in its earliest days it

was a cult haven for worshipers of Enki. In the epic Enki and the World Order it was Enki
who established Bahrain, or Dilmun, as a civilization, and it is Enki who was known as "The
Lord of Dilmun." [22] In the account of his excavation of Bahrain the archaeologist

Geoffrey Bibby comments on the finding of a special spring and pool in one of the ancient
temple's dedicated  to Enki:

"Such an ablution pool was a very un - Sumerian feature in a temple which otherwise was not

un - Mesopotamian in character. And we thought of the Great Bath on the citadel of Mohenjo

Daro, and of the washing places which are an indispensable feature o f every mosque to this
day. But perhaps there was more to it than that. To the Sumerians, and probably even

more to the people of Dilmun, such a spring was not a natural phenomenon. Here were the

waters of the Abyss, here the sweet waters of the sea -beneat h-the -world broke through to
the surface. This might be the very spring which Enki, the Lord of the Abyss, had caused to

gush forth in Dilmun, at the behest of the goddess Ninhursag." [23]

Enki the Lord of Eridu was known to the Egyptians as Atum of the Pr imordial Mound as well
as Ra of the "Blessed Isle" of Bahrain. Like Enki who helped to fashion mankind from clay,

Atum was known to the Egyptians as "The First Primeval One" who "fashioned earth upon

his (potter's) wheel," who created men and gave birth to the gods. Through his control over
the Falcon Tribe the land of Egypt became Enki's personal fiefdom and Enki became the

primary spiritual force directing its three thousand year history.


http://magma.nationalgeographic.com/ngm/0310/feature4/index.html

The Historical Osiris

The Golden Age of the gods, the era known as Zep-Tepi, was for the Egyptians the era of
the reign of Osiris. If the original "Primordial Mound" was located in Eridu, and not on an

island on the Nile River in Egypt, then the historical identity of Osiris is revealed. He is none
other than Enmerkar , known also as Nimrod in the book of Genesis, who ruled over the first
super -kingdom of history with a political base in Uruk and a spiritual base in Eridu.

When the kingdom of Enmer/Osiris was brought to an end, and when the great king died,

his inner ci rcle was forced to flee from Mesopotamia entirely. Eridu was abandoned, along

with its unfinished Tower, after what must have been a major conflict, because the Edfu

inscriptions refer to the original home of the gods as the "Isle of Aggression" (Egy. iutiti)
and "Isle of Combat" (Egy. iu aha ). [24]

After regrouping and consolidating their forces on the "Blessed Isle" of Bahrain a significant

faction of this Falcon Tribe then invaded Upper Egypt. They took the carefully -preserved
body of their slain king w ith them and they sailed around the Arabian Peninsula, up the Red
Sea, and then re -embarked on the Nile River after dragging their boats through the wadis of
Egypt's eastern desert. One of the first cult centers of this invading group was located at

Abydos , and it was here where the body of Enmer/Osiris was temporarily laid to rest:

"Abydos, or Abdju, lies in the eighth nome of Upper Egypt, about 300 miles south of Cairo,

on the western side of the Nile and about 9.5 miles from the river. It spreads over 5 square
miles and contains archaeological remains from all periods of ancient Egyptian history. It
was significant in historical times as the main cult center of Osiris, the lord of the

netherworld. At the mouth of the canyon at Abydos, which the Egyptians believed to be

the entrance to the underworld, one of the tombs of the 1st dynasty kings was mistaken for
the tomb of Osiris. A thousand years later, and pilgrims would leave offerings to the god for
another thousand years. The area is thus now called Unm e | Qa'Mlahler of Pots." [25]

Perhaps this tomb was indeed the original tomb of Osiris and the ancient Egyptians were not
"mistaken." Whether it was or not, we can be certain that the location known as Umm el
Ga'ab was an important site for the invadin g Falcon Tribe from the very beginning. At this
location archaeologists have determined that a total of ten pre -dynastic and early -dynastic
royal tomb enclosures were built, of which eight have been found and excavated. Many of

these burial enclosures also included subsidiary graves for attendants that were offered as

human sacrifices at the time of the royal burial. Egyptologists believe that the Umm el Ga'ab
enclosures are related to early inscriptions that mention "fortresses of the gods," as

Egyptologis t Richard H. Wilkinson explains,

"(The enclosures) seem to have been ceremonial gathering places for the gods known as

the shemsu -her, the 'entourage of Horus,' who were associated with the king as the
manifestation of the falcon god Horus i probably regar ded as the same deity worshiped at
Hierakonpolis (Nekhen - Falcon City). ...The open courts of these enclosures may have
contained a sacred mound similar to that found in the shrine of Hierakonpolis as well as in

other later temples and shrines. The mound is of particular significance as it may have been
regarded as a symbol of the original mound of creation in Egyptian mythology, from which

the primordial falcon god was said to have surveyed the world from his perch or standard.”

[26]



The "sacred mounds" o fthese early holy sites relate directly back to Eridu of Mesopotamia.
Further proof of the Falcon Tribe's origin comes from other artifacts buried nearby which
mainstream Egyptologists have a hard time understanding:

"Near Khentyamenti udorttdmmplfet hae mimme en Gadab (Qa'ab)
nested among the enclosures were fourteen (found to -date) large boat graves. The remains

of the ancient ships, dating to the 1st Dynasty, were uncovered in the desert. Each

averages 75 feet in length and had be en encased in a structure two -feet thick with

whitewashed mud - brick walls. Whether they were meant to represent solar barques,

anticipating the ship built by Khufu and found within his Pyramid at Giza, is not yet known."
[27]

These boats were viewed as sac  red to the Falcon Tribe because they were the means by
which the Shemsu -Hor invaders arrived in Egypt in the first place. Their original use was
functional , and only later did they become viewed as cultic "solar barques" and become
assimilated into Egyptia  n religion.

In the thirteenth century BC the Egyptian king Seti |, the father of the great Ramesses I,

built one of Egypt's most impressive and remarkable temples. This temple, the Temple of

Seti | at Abydos, has seven sanctuaries, dedicated to himself, P tah, Re -Harakhte, Amun -Re,
Osiris, Isis and Horus. It is built in a curious L - Pattern, at the back end of which is another
remarkable monolithic structure known as the Osireion.
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The Osireion _ was built as another "Tomb of Osiris" and when it was completed it featured
numerous elaborate paintings and in scriptions on its walls detailing the many aspects of
Osiris and his role in Egyptian religion. At the center of the building was a raised rectangular
"island," with receptacles cut into the floor to hold a sarcophagus and canopic chests.
Surrounding the " island" was a water -channel cut into the floor, into which steps from the
island descended. Wilkinson explains a likely factor that dictated this temple's placement,

"The location of the Osireion in the temple of Sethos | (Seti I) at Abydos ... is dueto t he
proximity of a natural spring. This seems to have been used to provide a pool of water

around the subterranean 'grave' in order to make it a model of the mythical mound of

creation which the Egyptians believed rose from the primeval waters." [28]

Again, this description of a fresh water spring integrated into the plan of a temple of Osiris

in Abdju is very similar to the descriptions given in Sumerian texts of fresh water flowing

out of Enki's Abzu in the sacred island of the city of Eridu, the cult -capital ruled by Enmer
prior to its abandonment.

Regarding the dating of the building of the Osireion, most

scholars believe it was begun by Seti | and completed by his
grandson. However, the mystic Egyptologist John Anthony

West disagrees. In his ~ Magical Egypt DVD series, West offers
several factors that point to an earlier date for the building of

the Osireion. First of all, there is the curious fact that the

elevation of the Osireion is almost fifty feet lower than that of
Seti I's temple. Secondly, there is the strange L - pattern to the
layout of Seti's temple, and thirdly, there is the odd fact that

there is a chamber dedicated to Osiris within Seti's temple.

Why dedicate a chamber within the temple, if another e ntire building was planned in honor
of the same deity from the beginning? West believes that the original plan for Seti's temple

called for it to be built as a straight rectangle, and that this was changed only after the

workers uncovered the Osireion whil e digging to lay the foundation of Seti's temple. The
discovery of the Osireion forced the architects to shift the "Southern Wing" off to the side,

which created the L - pattern. The finding of the Osireion would have been taken as a divine

sign and the anci  ent building would have been refurbished, renovated, and redecorated, and
incorporated into the plan of the overall site.

Of course West's theory may be wrong and the Osireion may indeed date to the thirteenth
century BC. Nonetheless, the intriguing possib ility exists that it may have actually served as
a temporary resting place for the body of Osiris more than fifteen hundred years earlier. We
cannot know for sure where the body of Osiris rested while in Abydos, but we can be

reasonably certain that it did rest there. However, once the massive necropolis at Giza was
completed during the Fourth Dynasty the body was brought north and secreted in its

current undiscovered location, perhaps in a hidden chamber in the very heart of the Great
Pyramid ( Part Two ).

Giza became the greatest monument to Osiris ever built, but Abydos still continued as a

primary location for the Osiris cult and his related rituals and festivals. Perhaps the most

important of these festivals was the Festival of Khoiak, held in the fourth month of the

season of Akhet (Inundation). The high point of the ritual was a three -day reenactment of
the myth of Isis and Osiris, and the death of Osiris at the hands of Set. It included a

procession with an effigy of the deceased Osiris carried in a ceremonial barque from his

temple out into the desert and then to his burial place either at the Umm el -Ga'ab cemetery
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or (later) at the Osireion itself. Much of what we know of this early "Pas sion Play" comes
from the "Stela of Ikhernofret" which dates to the Middle Kingdom, which is here
summarized [29]:

The First Day - The Procession of Wepwawet:

Wepwawet opens the way of the procession. The enemies of Wesir (Osiris) are struck
down ina mock battle. It seems an assault was staged by the 'followers of Set,' this was to
be struck down, either by priests or by pilgrims acting as the 'followers of Wesir,' or perhaps
both. The jackal -god Wepwawet who is walking foremost in all royal procession s and
conquests, goes by the name of 'Opener of the Ways.' In that context he opens the path for
Wesir to gain access to the tomb.

The Second Day - The Great Procession of Wesir:

The deceased Wesir, carried on a barque called 'Neshmet' (night barque wh ich Re rides in
every night) is taken from his temple to his tomb. The procession moves through the
surrounding cemetery grounds to the tomb (it seems they take a tour out in the desert
before ending up at the Osireion). The Lamentations of Aset (Isis) and Nebt - Het are
performed by women impersonating the goddesses, all throughout these three days.

The Night of Vigil:
During this night's reenactment, the enemies of Wesir are slain on the 'banks of Nedyet'
(the tomb) and the night ends with the trial of Set before the Divine Tribunal.

The Third Day - Wesir is Reborn:

The god was reborn at dawn and crowned with the crown of Ma'at. The statue of Wesir
on the Neshmet barque is brought back in triumph to his temple, followed by the jubilant
masses. Purifi cation and installment of the god in his House followed and before the rites

were concluded, the 'Raising of the Djed -pillar' took place. This last part was not open to the
public.
The notable characteristic of this reenactment (aside from the familiar 'Re surrection on the

Third Day') is the fact that Osiris is depicted as being taken from his temple after he is

already dead, and being transported by a boat to his burial place. This makes sense if the

original temple of Osiris was actually in Eridu, and the journey of his death  -boat signifies
the removal and transportation of his body from Eridu to its ultimate destination in Egypt.

Additional evidence found within the myths of Osiris also appear to link him with
Mesopotamia, with the god Enki, and with Enm er the great king who ruled just prior to the
abandonment of Eridu.

According to Plutarch's account Osiris was the great king who brought civilization to Egypt
and to the world. Osiris was the inventor of agriculture, and he presided over the invention
of writing, which is accorded to his scribe the great god Thoth. Osiris was also the one who
organized society on the basis of uniform laws, and who also taught mankind the proper
way in which to worship and honor the gods.

In Sumerian myth it is Enki who re ceives credit as the great civilizer of mankind. It was he
who invented agriculture, and he who gave laws to mankind as well as establishing the
tradition of a hereditary kingship, which was first adopted in Eridu.



According to the  Enmerkar and the Lord of Aratta epic it was Enmer who sought to
renovate and expand the temple in Eridu as a "great abode of the gods." In addition to this

project Enmer also introduced goddess -worship to the land, specifically the worship of
Inanna, who is referred to as Enmer's sister, just as Isis is the sister of Osiris. David Rohl
comments on the fact that the symbol for Inanna in Sumer was a six - pointed star, and this

very same symbol is used repeatedly in early Egyptian references to Isis, who was also the
wife and rescuer of the deceased Osiris.

In another provocative similarity, according to the Lord of Aratta epic (lines 500 -514), it
was Enmer who first transformed spoken words into writing: "Formerly, the writing of
messages on clay was not established. Now, under that s un and on that day, it was indeed
so."

Evidence linking Osiris to Enmer is also apparent in the very name of Osiris as itis
reproduced in the earliest hieroglyphics. Here is what The Ancient Gods Speak - A Guide

to Eqgyptian Religion has to say on thisimp  ortant subject [30]:

"The god's name  Wsir (in Coptic, Oycipe or Oycipi ) was written at first with the sign for a
throne, followed by the sign for an eye; later the order was inverted. Among the many

meanings suggested is one cognate with Ashur , implying a  Syrian origin; but also "he who
takes his seat or throne;" "she or that which has sovereign power and is creative;" "the

place of creation;" "seat of the eye,"” with the Eye explained as the Sun; "the seat that

creates;" and "the Mighty One," deriving from wsr ("mighty")."

If the original meaning of the name Osiris was "The Mighty One," and if he is somehow
associated with the Assyrian god Ashur, then both of these items point towards Nimrod of

the book of Genesis, who became "a mighty one on the earth” and a "mighty hunter before

the Lord," who founded the city of Ninevah that became the capital of Assyria. David Rohl
explains how it all ties together [31]:

"This Ashur 6lived at the city of Ninevahd and was the
nation, whils t Ninus founded Ninevah 0 as did Nimrod. It appears that we are dealing here

with a single historical character who established the first empire on Earth and who was

deified by many nations under four main name groupings:

(1) Early Sumerian Enmer, later M esopotamian Ninurta (originally Nimurda), biblical
Nimrod, Greek Ninus;
(2) Old Babylonian Marduk, biblical Merodach, later simply known as Bel or Baal ('Lord");

(3) Late Sumerian Asar  -luhi (a principal epithet of Marduk), Assyrian Ashur, Egyptian Asar

(Os iris) ;

(4) Sumerian Dumuzi, biblical Tammuz, Phoenician Adonis, Greek Dionysus, Roman

Bacchus. ...

Both Marduk and Ashur had their origins in the Sumerian deity Asar (or Asar -luhi) éson of
Enki and Damkinad originating from Emunajilseemshaveki na ( Sum

been another name for Inanna.

After Eya (Enki) had vanquished and trampled his foes, had secured his triumph over his
enemies, and had rested in profound peace within his sacred chamber which he named
'‘Abzu’ ..., in that same place he f ounded his cultic shrine. Eya and Damkina, his wife,
dwelled there in splendour. There in the chamber of fates, the abode of destinies, a god was
born 1 the most able and wisest of gods. In the heart of Abzu, Marduk was created. He who



begat him was Eya, h  is father. She who bore him was Damkina, his mother. [Babylonian
Creation Epic]

At his names may the gods tremble and quake in their dwellings. Asar -luhi is his foremost
name which his father Anu gave him. ... Asar, bestower of the cultivated land, who

establishes its boundaries, the creator of grain and herbs who causes vegetation to sprout

forth. [Babylonian Creation Epic]

The new godds S udmisard was written mith the sign for throne which was also

one of the two hieroglyphs used to write the name Osiris. Of course, Osiris is the Greek
vocalization for the Egyptian corn -god of the dead. The people of the Nile valley simply
knew him as Asar. The Sumerian epic O0Dumuzigodnlessl | nanna

l nanna o6marri edd6 Ki aofgrukustasitzei Egyptiarsisasr gpddess of fertility,
was the wife and queen of King Osiris (Asar)."

With the death of Enmer/Osiris, and the crumbling of his Mesopotamian empire, a new form

of religious worship came to dominate the world. According to the myth, before Enki set out
to create contention in the land, "the people in unison ... to Enlil in one tongue gave praise."
Afterwards the situation was very different and very chaotic, and monotheism was replaced

by polytheism. Along with this new paga n polytheistic framework the world seemed to
recognize the ascendance of a new god to the head of the pantheon, and this god had a son

who was known by many different names, who was universally understood to have died and

risen again, either in this world or the next.

The next installment of this series will focus on the hidden spiritual side of what appears to

be an epic conflict between two opposing forces. These forces utilize spiritual themes that

appear to have many parallels and similarities, yet ther e are also important distinctions that
clearly separate them along the age -old lines of Good and Evil . These lines have been
purposely blurred over the centuries, but by the end of this series they will be brought back

into a much sharper focus.
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Domination by Deception

"Spirits narrate things wholly f alse, and lie. When spirits begin to speak to man,
care should be taken not to believe them, for most everything they say is made up
by them, and they lie; so if we permitted them to relate what Heaven is, and how
things are in Heaven, they would tell so m any falsehoods, and with such strong
assertion that man would be astonished; wherefore it was not permitted me when
spirits were speaking to have any belief in what they stated. They love to feign.
Whatever may be the topic spoken of, they think they know it, and if man listens
and believes, they insist, and in various ways deceive and seduce."
Emanuel Swedenborg (1688 -1772), Miscellaneous Works [1]

In virtually all of the mythologies of the world there is the theme of an ancient conflict

amongt he gods. In Egyptian myth it is the conflict of Osiris and Horus against Set; in
Babylonian myth it is the battle of Marduk against the primeval goddess Tiamut; in the
Canaanite myths of Ugarit it is Baal against Yam and Mot; and in Greek myth it is Zeus
against the Titans. All of these conflicts relate in one way or another to the original conflict,
the first divine conflict ever set down in writing, which was the ongoing conflict between

Enlil and Enki as told by the ancient Sumerians. This conflict never involved physical
violence but it was a bitter conflict nonetheless. The Sumerians did not record its resolution
but their myths show that they clearly favored Enki, and later accounts of the Babylonians
portray Enki as the eventual victor.

Much of pagan mythology and religion, in its many different forms and cultural expressions,

can be traced back to this original conflict, but it is interesting that the accounts that most

closely parallel the Sumerian accounts of creation, of the gods, and of human civi lization
and religion, are not to be found in later "pagan” traditions, but are instead found in Hebrew
accounts, specifically the book of Genesis. Both the Sumerians and the Hebrews told a story

of mankind being created from the earth or from clay with di vine assistance; both sources
refer to an ancient dispute between a farmer and a shepherd; both give an account of gods

or angels descending from heaven and influencing human civilization; both mention the

creation of the first city; both testify of a grea t flood that covered the land which wiped out
civilization and almost all of mankind; and both sources speak of the conquests of a great

king who was involved in some way with a great temple or tower and with the creation of

the many languages that divided the nations.

When the cuneiform tablets of the ancient Sumerians were uncovered in the mid -1800s
from archaeological excavations in Nineveh, Nippur, Babylon, and elsewhere, the
discoveries sent shockwaves around the world. Many Biblical scholars were grea tly
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encouraged and believed that the Genesis accounts were finally vindicated. For them, it was

obvious that the Sumerians had handed down, with a few distortions, memories of the same

historical events that God had inspired Moses to record in Genesis. For other Biblical
experts, however, the newly -discovered Sumerian texts were interpreted in a different way.
Skeptical Biblical critics took the view that because the Sumerian texts predated the book of
Genesis by 500 -1000 years, then it was obvious that the Sumerian texts must be the
authentic accounts. Both accounts were viewed by the critics as merely myths, and certainly

not based on historical events, but because the Sumerian myths were older and it was

assumed that "antiquity equals authenticity" then t hey had to be the  true myths. The book
of Genesis was then viewed as merely a distorted compilation or recollection of the
Mesopotamian originals. This interpretation of the relationship between Sumerian "myth"

and the book of Genesis remains the dominant view in the academic world today.

There are many parallels between Sumerian myth and the book of Genesis, yet there are

also some very important distinctions which, if examined, bring forth a number of important
qguestions. Perhaps the most important of th ese questions has yet to be answered by the
academic community, which is: How could such a strict form of Hebrew monotheism have
"evolved" from the liberal and diverse polytheistic religion of the Sumerians? Another way to

pose this question is: Where is t he God of Israel to be found within the Sumerian pantheon?
This is a good question to ask because Abraham, the founder of the nation of Israel, was
supposedly called out by God from the city of Ur, which was located in the heart of the land

of the Sumerian s.

Israel's God and the Gods of Sumer

The God of Israel was certainly unique when compared with the ruling gods of the
pantheons worshiped by the nations that surrounded Israel. For the Hebrews the identity of

the God of Israel could be understood on two related levels. The first level was the identity
of God as He related to Israel itself, and the second was the identity of God as He related to

all of reality.[2]

As far as the first level was concerned, God had revealed Himself to Israel and given His

name as YHWH (Yahweh or Jehovah), which is usually translated as something like "Oh He

Who Is" or "l am who | am." YHWH was Israel's personal God and Israel's relationship with

YHWH was based upon successive covenants or agreements made between the two parti es.
This type of relationship was rarely to be found within the pagan nations.

The second level by which the Hebrews understood the identity of their God was the level

on which He related to all of reality. When Moses elaborated upon the identity of Israel 's
God as the Creator of the entire universe and as the ultimate Ruler and Sovereign Power

over the universe these claims must have been looked upon as completely outrageous and
presumptuous by Moses' pagan contemporaries. The pagans had their traditions a bout
creation (see Part Five ) and they had their traditions of how the dominant god achieved
supremacy over creation, but they did not unite Creator and Ruler in one figure and worship

this f igure alone to the exclusion of all other gods.

Despite these major distinctions between the God of Israel and the gods of the surrounding
nations, there are a few scholars who have attempted to identify Israel's God as a figure
who, it is believed, had to have "evolved" from the earlier and very similar Sumerian
tradition. These attempts usually focus upon YHWH's similarities with the three major
Sumerian gods: Anu, Enlil and Enki.
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YHWH is similar to the enigmatic god Anu in that both are viewed as "Father " deities. Anu
was understood as the father of the first generation of gods including the two brothers Enlil

and Enki, while YHWH was the "father" of the angelic host who are referred to throughout

the Old Testament as the B'nai Ha Elohim , or "Sons of God. " Anu may have also been
viewed by the Sumerians as the original creator of the universe, but gradually creation

became viewed as a "natural" process involving impersonal primordial "forces." For the
Sumerians Anu was really unimportant and he existed as a n “otiose" deity far away in
heaven, which was also the place from where YHWH ruled according to the Hebrews.

The apparent relationship between YHWH and Enlil is much more substantial. Enlil was not
viewed by the Sumerians as the original Creator of the un iverse but he was viewed as the
ultimate Ruler of the gods and of mankind. Sumerian myths also describe Enlil as the father

of a generation of gods, and several myths refer to Enlil (as opposed to Enki) as the creator

and father of mankind.[3] The cult cen ter of Enlil was located in the holy city of Nippur,
which was never a political capital and does not appear as a capital city on the Sumerian

King List. Nippur was instead a sort of religious capital where the kings of Sumer went to

receive Enlil's approv al and to honor the mightiest and most -feared of the Sumerian gods.
According to the  Enmerkar and the Lord of Aratta epic, prior to the reign of Enmerkar the
Sumerians worshiped Enlil alone, which implies something similar to Hebrew monotheistic
worship of YHWH. The Sumerians also looked to Enlil as the ultimate decision -maker within
the council of the gods and, like YHWH in the book of Genesis, it was Enlil who decided to

send the Great Flood to wipe out mankind.

The relationship between YHWH and Enki pres ents much more of a challenge for scholars of
the ancient texts and remains a highly debated question. If any god could be said to be the
"personal” god of the Sumerians it would have to be Enki. Like YHWH's relationship with the
Hebrews, Enki was viewed by the Sumerians as powerful, kind, and wise in his schemes to
protect the Sumerians from the animosity of other gods (especially Enlil) and from
neighboring enemy tribes. Just as YHWH cared for his people, the Hebrews, so was Enki

portrayed as caring fort  he Sumerians. As mentioned in Part Five , Enki's apparent love for
mankind could be traced back to Sumerian traditions that Enki, just like YHWH in Genesis,
was personally involved in creating mankind out of clay. Enki also played a role similar to

YHWH when, through his actions, a particular family was chosen, warned, and spared from
the Great Flood by being given instructions for building an ark.

For David Rohl, YHWH has more in common with E nki than with Anu or Enlil, and the
similarities between YHWH and Enki outweigh their differences. In his books Legend and
The Lost Testament , which have been referred to often throughout this study, Rohl
concludes that the god who was revealed to Moses was none other than Enki, who was
known in the Akkadian language as Ea. YHWH is portrayed as a positive and caring god in

the Hebrew Bible, and Enki/Ea is portrayed as equally benevolent in Sumerian myths, so for

David Rohl this is where the connection exists betw een the Sumerians and the Hebrews.
Rohl even believes that YHWH actually declared His identity as Enki/Ea to Moses in a
straightforward manner at the incident of the burning bush:

"Moses then said to God, 'Look, if | go to the Israelites and say to them, " The god of your
ancestors has sent me to you," and they say to me, "What is his name?" what am | to tell
them?' God said to Moses, ‘I am who | am' " [Exodus 3:13  -14]

Here is how David Rohl explains this curious dialogue between Moses and the Voice from
the burning bush:
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"As we have learnt, Enki ('Lord of the Earth’) was called Ea in Akkadian (East Semitic) T
that is to say in the Babylonian tradition. Scholars have determined that Ea was vocalized as
'Eya’. So, when Moses stood before the burning bush and a sked the name of the god of the
mountain, did he really reply 'l am who | am' (Heb. Eyah asher eyah )? This puzzling phrase
has long perplexed theologians but now there is a simple explanation. The voice of God
simply replied 'Eyah asher Eyah' 1 'l am (the one) who is called Eyah' I the name of Ea in
its West Semitic (i.e. Hebrew) form. Scholars have simply failed to recognize that this is
another of those characteristic puns in which the Old Testament abounds. 'l am ( Eyah) he
who is called ( asher) Ea ( Eyah)' is a classic biblical play on words. It also explains God's
apparently nonsensical instruction: 'This is what you are to say to the Israelites, "I am has
sent me to you."™ God's words should really be translated as 'Eyah has sent me to you.'

'‘Eyah’ o r simply 'Ya' is the hypocoristic form of the name Ya hweh found as an element of
so many Old Testament names. So Enki/Ea, the god who created Man and then later
warned Ziusudra/Utnapishtim of the impending destruction of mankind, is one and the same
as the god of Moses." [4]

David Rohl is correct that the vocalization for the Hebrew phrase "I AM" sounds very similar,

if not the same as, the East Semitic vocalization for the name "Ea," which is indeed the
Akkadian name for the Sumerian god Enki. However, if YHWH had actually meant to name
Himself as "I AM," which has been the orthodox understanding in Judaism from its
inception, it is not nearly as perplexing and puzzling as Rohl tries to portray it. "I AM" is

actually a very appropriate name for the God who claims to be the single eternally existent
One, who refers to Himself in Revelation 1:8 as the One "who is and who was and who is to
come, the Almighty." Rohl's etymological argument for equating YHWH with Enki might
sound good, but it is far from conclusi ve.

In equating YHWH with Enki David Rohl focuses almost completely on the perceived
similarities and he minimizes or ignores the many profound differences that exist between

the two. These differences, if examined thoroughly, make it highly unlikely that YHWH and
Enki are the very same entity. In the first place, we must return again to the unique Hebrew

conception of the identity of YHWH. This conception was based upon YHWH's two -fold role
as both Creator and Ruler of the universe. In the many Sumerian m yths that praise and

glorify Enki, there are none in which Enki is said to be the original Creator of material
reality, a claim made by YHWH at the very beginning in Genesis 1:1. Regarding the Ruling

aspect of YHWH, within Sumerian myth this aspect is bett er represented by Enlil. It is true

that at one point Enki does gain possession of the me inthe myth  Enki and the World Order
as explained in  Part Five , but this authority is given to Enki only by the permission of Enlil,
who retains ultimate power as the primary decision -maker within the council of the gods.

The bottom line is that for the Sumerians Enki was neither the Creator nor the Supreme

Ruler, while for the Hebrews YHWH was and is bo th.

There are many more aspects of Enki that directly contradict the Hebrew understanding of

the identity of YHWH. According to Sumerian texts the practice of a hereditary kingship was

first established at Eridu, which was the cult -center of Enki where the descendents of the
biblical Cain became established. On the other hand, within the Israelite nation the custom

of a hereditary kingship did not exist from its beginning with Abraham, through the Egyptian

captivity and the Exodus, through the centuries of the Judges all the way up until the time

of the prophet Samuel. It was at this point that the Israelites demanded that YHWH give
them a king, to which YHWH at first refused before grudgingly allowing the institution of the
monarchy (1 Samuel 8:7  -22). Inth isrespect YHWH and Enki are again proven different. For
Enki a monarchy was essential and necessary to maintain his power and influence, but for

YHWH a monarchy was viewed as undesirable and unnecessarily oppressive of His people.
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Another major difference between YHWH and Enki comes from examining some of the
religious practices associated with the two gods. When we examine the Sumerian
conception of Enki we find that one of his primary characteristics was his association with
magic and sorcery, with ritua Is allowing contact with the spirit world, and with divination of
the future. When we examine YHWH and his relationship with Israel, and especially the

or Torah that He gave to Israel, we find that these occult practices are completely
forbidden:

"Ther e shall not be found among you anyone who makes his son or his daughter pass
through the fire, one who uses divination, one who practices witchcraft, or one who
interprets omens, or a sorcerer, or one who casts a spell, or a medium, or a spiritist, or one
who calls up the dead. For whoever does these things is detestable to the Lord; and
because of these detestable things the Lord your God will drive them out before you."
(Deuteronomy 18:10 -12)

Law

These occult practices were the foundation of Sumerian religion and they evolved to become

the basis of initiatory rites and hierarchical priesthoods around the world, from Egypt to

India, and from the Greeks and Romans to the Mayans and Aztecs of the New World. These
religious systems and occult practices were all si milar, so one has to wonder why the god
worshiped by the Israelites demanded such a strict separation of his people from the rest of

the world? Was YHWH keeping them from spiritual practices that were necessary for their

own spiritual advancement, or was H e simply protecting them from a spirit world that was
deceiving everyone else with fleeting metaphysical experiences and false promises and
expectations?

If we are correct to conclude that YHWH and Enki are actually separate entities, then it
becomes more plausible to equate YHWH with the Sumerian god Enlil, who was the long
time adversary of Enki in the Sumerian accounts. This brings a whole new set of problems
to the table, however, because of the negative and derogatory portrayal of Enlil throughout
Sume rian myth. Enlil is portrayed as angry, vindictive, abusive and cruel, and he commits
crimes including adultery, rape and genocide. YHWH is sometimes portrayed as angry and
violent in the Hebrew Old Testament, but to the Hebrews YHWH's actions were always
justified, no matter how cruel they appeared to be. For the Sumerians there was rarely any
justification for the rash abuses of power that characterized the rule of Enlil.

In examining YHWH and Enki and their respective traditions one must also address the
that they make conflicting claims. In the book of Genesis YHWH is credited with creating
mankind, while in the majority of Sumerian texts Enki is portrayed as man's creator.

fact

Another case is the similar tradition of the Great Flood. The book of Genesi s explains that

YHWH brought the flood as a judgment upon human society that had become wicked
through negative influences from fallen angels. In the Sumerian accounts it is Enlil who

brings the flood to cull the human population that had become "too noisy ." However, the

book of Genesis tells a story of YHWH mercifully saving Noah and the last righteous family
on earth from the impending destruction. Contrasting this account, in Sumerian myth it is

Enki who saves Atrahasis and his family from the flood agai nst the wishes of Enlil. These

conflicting claims and accounts cannot both be true if Enki and YHWH are indeed separate
entities. If YHWH is the spiritual source for the Hebrew tradition, and if Enki is the spiritual
source for the Sumerian tradition, then we must face the reality that one of them is lying.

If YHWH in the Sumerian tradition is represented as Enlil, the adversary of Enki, then where
can we expect to find Enki within the Hebrew tradition? Perhaps we need to examine the
Biblical adversary of Y HWH to find the answer. While Rohl equates YHWH with Enki, he



nonetheless provides the following description of Enki that resembles this Biblical Adversary
much closer than it resembles YHWH Himself:

"It is clear from the numerous incidents in the myths as sociated with Enki that he is a
clever, even cunning, deity; he is mischievous and non -conformist; in his aspect of the
creator of humanity he is a fertility -god; he liaises with humans by whispering through reed
walls so that he may circumvent the ban, pl aced on him by his fellow deities, which
prevents direct communication with humans. One could look upon him as a bit of a wily
prankster. He is sometimes shown with the legs of a goat complete with cloven hooves,

whilst his upper body is clothed in the sca les of a fish. Enki is also, as we have seen, very
much the protector of his creation I humankind 7 and the provider of the life sustaining
sweet water." [5]

Enki Unmasked

Over the last one hundred and fifty years or so since the discovery and translation of the
ancient Sumerian texts modern scholars have been drawn to Enki as the most interesting
and enigmatic of all the Sumerian gods. Near the end of his career Samuel Noah Kramer,
perhaps the most respected Sumerologist of the twentieth century, chose to focus on Enki
in a book he published in 1989 entitled Myths of Enki, the Crafty God . Withi n this book
the late Dr. Kramer examined the many different myths and traditions of Enki in the
Sumerian and Akkadian texts and he makes a number of crucial observations regarding the

role of Enki in the evolution of paganism after the fall of Sumerian civ ilization. Kramer is
remembered within the academic world as a giant in his field, but within the world of
popular culture, a world influenced by talk radio and the mass -market paperback, he

remains relatively unknown.

Zecharia Sitchin is an author/schola r who is perhaps the exact opposite of Kramer. Sitchin
cannot claim any academic achievements within the field of Sumerian studies, yet he has

gained international popularity and acclaim as a reputed expert on ancient Sumerian texts

since the appearance of his book The 12th Planet in 1976. The basic theory behind
Sitchin's book, which has since been expanded to a six -volume series called "The Earth
Chronicles," is that the gods of the Sumerian pantheon were actually extra -terrestrial
visitors from an alleged planet "Nibiru," who arrived on earth 450,000 years ago in search

of gold.

Sitchin's Jewish roots became apparent with the publication of Divine Encounters in 1995,
in which he argued that YHWH of the Hebrew traditi on is the Creator of the universe who
also created the Sumerian pantheon of extraterrestrial "gods" including Anu, Enlil and Enki.

Sitchin's primary affections, however, are reserved for the god Enki. Just like David Rohl

and Samuel Noah Kramer, Sitchin is taken in by the positive characterizations of Enki that

are found throughout Sumerian texts. Sitchin's latest work The Lost Book of Enki focuses
on Enki and claims to be "the autobiographical memoirs and insightful prophecies of an
extraterrestrial god." [6]

While Sitchin argues in  Divine Encounters that YHWH is actually the Creator of the "extra -
terrestrial visito rs" Anu, Enlil and Enki, he does concede that there are many similarities

between YHWH and Enlil, much more than exist between YHWH and Enki. Regarding the
YHWH-Enki relationship Sitchin puts forth the following tentative hypothesis in The 12th
Planet (197 6): "The possibility that the biblical antagonists 0 the Deity and the Serpent o
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stood for Enlil and Enki seems to us entirely plausible.” [7] Sitchin
elaborates upon this theory in his later book Genesis Revisited -
(1990):

"In the biblical tale of Adam and Eve in the Garden of Eden, the
antagonist of the Lord God who had caused them to acquire
"knowing" (the ability to procreate) was the Serpent, Nahash in |
Hebrew... in the original Sumerian version the "serpent” was Enki.

His emblem was entwined serpents; it was the symbol of his "cult
center" Eridu (a), of his African domains in general (b), and of the
pyramids in particular (c); and it appeared on Sumerian illustrations
on cylinder seals of the events described in the Bible." [8]

The idea that the Serpent of the Garden of Eden, identified as Satan in the Judeo - Christian
tradition, is in fact a representation of the Sumerian god Enki seems to be hin ted at by
Professor Kramer himself by the very title of his book Myths of Enki, the  Crafty God, which

is a characterization found in Genesis 3:1,

"Now the serpent was more crafty than any beast of the field which the LORD GOD had

made..."
Since the early 1  980s Sitchin's radical theories of extra -terrestrial "gods," (based on a face -
value acceptance of Sumerian myth as legitimate history and often utilizing the conservative
scholarship of Kramer), have opened up a whole new genre of alternative research invo Iving
extraterrestrial interference, political conspiracy and New Age spirituality. This new genre is
predominantly skeptical of, and antagonistic towards, the Judeo - Christian tradition, and
usually promotes the forgotten "wisdom" of paganism and the Ancie nt Mysteries as the key

to mankind's spiritual advancement. From this perspective the Serpent of the Garden of
Eden is viewed as an llluminator and Liberator of mankind and Lucifer/Satan becomes a

positive figure repeatedly identified with the Sumerian god Enki.

Laurence Gardner is a well -known member of this school of alternative research, and he
combines many of Sitchin's theories with some of the anti -Christian conspiratorial ideas
found in the best -selling book Holy Blood, Holy Grail (1983). His credent ials are

impressive: Laurence Gardner is a Fellow of the Society of Antiquaries, and a Professional
Member of the Institute of Nanotechnology. Distinguished as the Chevalier de St. Germain,

he is a constitutional historian, a Knight Templar of St Anthony, and is Presidential Attaché
to the European Council of Princes. Based in England, he is author of The Times and Sunday

Times bestseller, Bloodline of the Holy Grail . This was serialized nationally in the Daily
Mail and gained Laurence a UK Author of the Year award in 1997." [9]

Gardner approaches the subject of Enlil and Enki in his follow -up book Genesis of the Grail
Kings (1999), and for him the identity of YHWH/Jehovah is very obvious: "The Jehovah of
the Jews (El Elyon of the Canaanites) was, therefore, synonymous with Enlil of the

Anun naki, son of the great Anu." [10] Gardner then goes on to identify Enki:

"The serpent who conversed at length with Eve was clearly not a lowly, dumb creature, but

a guardian of the sacred knowledge... It is further evident from the Mesopotamian serpent
illustration that it has a direct Enki association, since Enki (Ea) was traditionally depicted as
the Serpent -Lord of the Euphrates. Just as the serpent was the giver of wisdom, so Enki
was constantly referred to as Enki the Wise..." [11]
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For Gardner the "Gr ail Kings" are the true kings who have the divine right to

rule over mankind. He traces the genealogy of this illuminated elite back to

Cain, the first son of Eve, and Gardner resurrects the ancient Talmudic legend

that Cain's true father was Samael the se rpent, identified by Gardner as Enki.

He writes, "In terms of sovereign genealogy, the line of Ham and Nimrod (in

descent from Cain, Lamech and Tubal -cain) held the true heritage of Grail
kingship, while the Sethian line through Noah and Shem were of lesse r
standing..." [12] According to Gardner, Ham was in fact the first -born son of
Tubal -Cain, and not the son of Noah as stated in Genesis. With this step Gardner is able

secure a line of human descent directly to Enki himself, even through the catastrophe o f the
Great Flood.

In commenting on the Judeo -Christian concept of Satan/Lucifer as the great Adversary of

God and man, Gardner claims that this is a spurious theological invention created to help
intimidate and subjugate early Christians under the dominat ion of the Roman Church. For
Gardner, the serpent -god Enki was mankind's original creator, our most important teacher,

our protector against the animosity of Enlil/YHWH, and essentially "a true champion of
mankind." [13]

Mark Amaru Pinkham is a successful author who also alleges that mankind's true creator is
Lucifer, a name which he says is synonymous with Enki of the Sumerians. Pinkham's ideas

are explained in his book The Return of the Serpents of Wisdom (21997), while in
another book, The Truth Behind th e Christ Myth (2002), he explains that Jesus Christ
was simply one of a series of manifestations of this divine figure. Pinkham has also written

on the connection between the true "christ" and the medieval Knights Templar, and he is

the founder of an organ  ization called The International Order of Gnostic Templars

William Henry is another name associated with Sitchin's "extra -terrestrial origins" theory.

Henry refers to himself as an "investigative mythologist," he has published close to a dozen

books, and he can be heard often on late -night radio on shows such as Coast -to-Coast AM

that discuss alternative and esoteric issues. In one of his online articles Henry explains how

the conflict between Enki/Ea and Enlil continues to the present day: "E.A. and his p riests,

seek to uplift humanity to the level of the gods through global education and revelation of

al |l sacred secrets. Enlil és priests seek to keep hum
objects, the property of a police state cryptocracy." [14]

Philip Gardiner and Gary Osborn are two British -based writers who, together and separately,
have written a number of books covering these same themes. The title of their most recent
collaboration is enough to explain their perspective: The Serpent Grail: The Truth Behind
the Holy Grail, the Philosopher's Stone and the Elixir of Life (2005).

Alan Alford is another British writer who takes the Sumerian myths at face -value. He
published Gods of the New Millennium in 1997, and has followed it up with several more
books, turning his focus recently towards Egypt. In an article that appeared in New Dawn
magazine Alford refers to Enki as "the Serpent God of the Garden of Eden."[15] Alford

greatly admires Enki, whose Mesop otamian cult center was Eridu, which is reflected in the
address of Alford's website at www. eridu .co.uk , and in the name of his publishing house:
Eridu Books.

Dagobert's Revenge is a magazine that was started in 1996 by editor and publisher Tracy
Twyman. Originally it focused on themes such as the Holy Grail, the Merovingian Dynasty
and the Knights Templar, but it quickly broadened to include many more alternative and
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esoteric subjects. In 2004 Twyman published her book The Merovingian Mythos and the

Mystery of Rennes -le -Chateau . In keeping with the trend Twyman credits Enki as being
mankind's extra -terrestrial creator, and her writing is more blunt as she unashamedly ref ers
to Enki as "Satan" throughout her book, with Jehovah/YHWH taking the familiar role of the

"villainous" Enlil.

Since 1994 Atlantis Rising magazine has been another repository for
scholarship and research d ealing with mankind's ET origins and other
related subjects. In Spring of 2005 editor J. Douglas Kenyon published
Forbidden History: Pr ehistoric _Technologies, Extraterrestrial
Intervention, and the Suppressed Origins of Civilization . The book is
a collection of forty -two articles that have appeared in Atlantis Rising
over the years, written by seventeen different authors. As a collection it
represents the New Age consensus that the appearance of modern homo |
sapien sapiens is the result of extra -terrestrial intervention. This
understanding includes the notion that ancient Sumerian texts are the !
most literal and trustworthy accounts of huma n origins, and that the primary character in
this episode was Enki, known in the book of Genesis as the Serpent of the Garden of Eden,

whose benevolent character has since been slandered by the Judeo - Christian establishment.

DO

The glorification of Enki at th e expense of the Judeo -Christian Creator has also been
embraced by those who consider themselves part of the belief system that calls itself
"Satanism." The website www.exposingchristianity.com is edited and promoted by Satanists
and it includes the following quote:

"[Christianity] is based upon stolen material that has been twisted, warped and distorted to
manipulate, confuse and incite fear into humanity. CONTROL. It has taken the ORIGINAL
GOD AND CREATO R OF HUMANITY, EA/ENKI aka SATAN/LUCIFER and turned him into an
assumed enemy of humanity. It has been used to blaspheme, ridicule and malign the Old
Gods, create estrangement and enmity from legitimate deities of which it replaced with the

false god "Yawe h/Jehova." [16]

A Satanist website called "Joy of Satan" also equates Enki with Satan, which appears to be a

trend within Satanism that is steadily gaining ground: "The Christian Churches have
dictated to a populace cut off from all ancient knowledge and t he Original Gods, namely our
Creator God, Ea, also known as Enki, Lord of the Earth and "Satan," what "Satanism" is
supposed to be all about.” [17]

One of the most interesting and compelling books written on the subject of alleged extra -
terrestrial control and manipulation of mankind is The Gods of Eden (1989) by William
Bramley. The majority of researchers in this field view the ancient gods a s benevolent
caretakers of humanity, but Bramley is one of the few who argues against this consensus.

The back cover of his book explains Bramley's unique perspective:

They came to earth millions of years ago to spread the poison of hatred, war and
catastr ophe... They are still with us... Human history is a seemingly endless succession of
bloody conflicts and devastating turmoil. Yet, inexplicably, in the light of astonishing
intellectual and technological advancement, Man's progress has been halted in one crucial
area: he still indulges the primitive beast within and makes war upon his neighbors.
As a result of seven years of intensive research, William Bramley has uncovered the
sinister thread that links humanity's darkest events d from the wars of the ancient pharaohs
to the assassination of JFK. In this remarkable, shocking and absolutely compelling work,
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Bramley presents disturbing evidence of an alien presence on Earth d extraterrestrial visitors
who have conspired to dominate Humankind through violenc e and chaos since the beginning
of time...a conspiracy which continues to this very day.

Bramley points to Sumerian texts that explain that humans were created by these "gods" to
be slaves to the gods. Here is his basic thesis:

Human beings appear to be a slave race languishing on an isolated planet in a small galaxy.

As such, the human race was once a source of labor for an extraterrestrial civilization and

still remains a possession today. To keep control over its possession and to maintain Earth

as somet hing of a prison, that other civilization has bred never -ending conflict between
human beings, has promoted human spiritual decay, and has erected on Earth conditions of

unremitting physical hardship. This situation has existed for thousands of years and i t
continues today. [18]

Bramley refers to these alleged ET controllers as the "Custodians,” and he views them as

the ultimate source of the most deep -seated and perplexing evils that affect humanity.
However, like all the rest, Bramley identifies Enki as a uniquely positive figure and as a
"renegade” Custodian who has always tried to help mankind. This, despite the fact that
Sumerian records state that Enki is the god who created mankind to serve as slaves in the

first place. In fact, in the Sumerian langua ge the word for "worship," avod , is the very same
word used for "work." [19]

Sitchin and his immediate followers all view the ancient gods, as well as the modern UFO
phenomenon, as visitations of physical entities whose origin is from other planets or

galaxies. Dr. Jacques Vallee is a French -born scientist who has studied UFOs all his life and

is one of the most highly -respected members of the ufological community. Vallee
understands the "extra  -terrestrial" premise that underlies so much of UFO research, bu t he
disagrees with it completely. For Vallee, the entities that so many researchers refer to as

"extra -terrestrial® are more properly described as "extra -dimensional.” In other words, they

are not purely physical beings, but are better understood as prima rily spiritual . In his book
Messengers of Deception (1979), Vallee wrote that "what we see in effect here is not an
alien invasion. It  is a control system which acts on humans and uses humans."
In his book Dimensions  (1989) Vallee elaborates on this hypothesis:

| propose th at there is a  spiritual control system for human consciousness

and that paranormal phenomena like UFOs are one of its manifestations. |
cannot tell whether this control is natural and spontaneous; whether it is
explainable in terms of genetics, of social p sychology, or of ordinary
phenomena & or if it is artificial in nature, under the power of some superhuman

will. It may be entirely determined by laws that we have not yet discovered. [20]

If indeed the ancient "gods" are manipulating and controlling human ¢ onsciousness from
other dimensions then we can expect Enki to be playing a major role in this ongoing

program. But is his role positive, as the Sumerians and modern New Age authors assure us,

or is he the Great Deceiver and the greatest enemy of both God a nd man, as Judeo -
Christian traditions have warned from the very beginning?

History is Written by the Victor
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The battle between Enki and Enlil is never completely resolved within Sumerian myth itself,

but texts such as  Enki and the World Order and Inanna and Enki give the impression that
Enki gains the upper hand, at least as far as authority over mankind is concerned. After all

it was in Eridu, Enki's cult headquarters, where the office of the hereditary kingship was

established, and it was Enki who even tually gained possession of the me (see Part Five )
that were associated with the organization of human civilization.

Modern researchers who look to Sumerian texts as unbiased and authentic ac counts of
mankind's origins need to re -evaluate their positions and take this development into
consideration. The old adage that "history is written by the victors" has been proven true

time and again, and if Enki was indeed the victor in his clash with En lil, then perhaps that
explains why he is portrayed in such positive terms by the societies that he came to

dominate. By the same token this also explains why Enlil is portrayed in such negative

terms.

This brings us to the development of the art of writin g itself. According to the Sumerian
myth Enmerkar and the Lord of Aratta the very first person to originate "the writing of
messages on clay" was none other than Enmerkar, whom we have identified as Osiris and
Nimrod. Enmerkar was a devoted servant of Enki and he was also involved in renovating the
great temple of Enki at Eridu. David Rohl places the end of Enmerkar's reign at circa 2850

BC.

Modern scholars mark the Proto -Literate Period, when primitive pictographic writing
emerged and evolved, at approxima tely 3500 -2800 BC. Near the end of this period the
pictographic system was replaced by a syllabic system and the thousands of signs in the

Sumerian vocabulary were reduced to a few hundred, which made writing much more

practical and functional.[21] Under a syllabic system the art of writing, which had previously

been useful only for bureaucratic or financial purposes, suddenly produced literature , and
this new invention quickly became an important tool for the purposes of propaganda.

Samuel Noah Kramer expl ains how Enki was viewed by the Sumerians as the protector of

this important innovation:

"Enki is, in addition to the lord of magic and the great problem -solver of the gods, the god
of craftsmen, including what we would now call artists and writers... Enki was, perhaps
more than any other ancient deity, essentially identified with the spoken and the

written word. "[22]

The eminent Assyriologist Georges Roux also points out the historic connection between
Enki and the art of writing:

"Enki -Ea, the tutelary  god of Eridu, was above all the god of intelligence and wisdom, the
'‘broad -eared one who knows all that has a name.’ He stood as the initiator and
protector of arts and crafts, of science and literature, the patron of the magicians, the
Great Teacher and t he Great Superintendent who, having organized the world created by
Enlil, assured its proper functioning." [23]

The recently -published Histori cal Atlas of Ancient Mesopotamia notes Enki's association
with writing as well:

"According to the Sumerian epic poem of Inanna and Enki , the ‘one hundred basic elements
of civilization' were transferred from Eridu, City of the First Kings, to Uruk. Among these
basic elements was writing, considered to be a divine decree from the deities and under
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the patronage of Enki, God of Wisdom. From its inception, writing was therefore
considered a gift of the gods and carried with it both power and knowledge." [24]

It is certainly true that control over the craft of writing meant power and knowledge
From the very beginning, when individual kingdoms first appeared, politics and religion were

closely connected and there was no separation of Church and State. The Pries thood served
the State, and the State was obliged to follow the decrees of the Priesthood, which were
understood to come directly from the spirit -world of the gods. The chosen few who were
taught the skills of reading and writing were privileged members of a scribal class that was
itself a part of the official Priesthood. Consider the following brief biographies of historians

from the ancient world, as proof of the connection between what we view as "history" and

the pagan system of worship erected for mank ind by the "gods."

Berossus of Babylon was a highly educated man who lived from approximately 340 -260
BC. He personally witnessed Alexander the Great's conquest of Persia and much of Asia, and

after the Greeks took over Babylon Berossus was quickly assimil ated into the new regime.
Berossus is known to us through his Babyloniaca , or History of Babylon , which was a three -
volume study written in Greek that used ancient texts such as the Enuma Elish and
Atrahasis to give the Babylonian perspective on the histor y of the world. According to
scholars this work was either commissioned by the Seleucid king Antiochus I, or by the High

Priests of Marduk to justify the worship of Marduk throughout Babylon under the Seleucid

Greeks. According to Berossus, Marduk was the very same god as the Greek high god Zeus

and the Egyptian god Ammon. Berossus was himself a priest of Marduk, and his Akkadian

name was most likely  Bel-re-ushu , which means "Bel is my shepherd," with Bel being simply
another name for Marduk.

Manetho of Hel iopolis was a historian who lived from approximately 300 -220 BC. Like
Berossus, Manetho lived in the aftermath of Alexander's conquests. Manetho's greatest work

was his three -volume Aegyptiaca , or History of Egypt , also written in Greek. Scholars
believe t hat Manetho's work was inspired by the Histories of Herodotus , and was meant to
correct many of Herodotus' errors and give the Egyptian perspective on world history.

During his day Manetho's greatest contribution was in bringing unity to the Greek and

Egyp tian people through the creation of the new cult of Sarapis . According to Plutarch this
project was initiated by a dream received by Ptolemy I, after which Manetho the Chief Priest
of Ra at Heliopolis was introduced to Timotheus the Eumolpid, the Greek Hig h Priest of the

Eleusinian Mysteries, to work out the doctrines and rituals of the new cult.[25] Most
scholars view Sarapis as a combination of the Greek god Zeus and the Egyptian god Osiris,

who was also worshiped as Apis the bull of the Nile. Thus, Osir -Apis, or Sarapis. On the
other hand, Samuel Noah Kramer is inclined to see the cult of Sarapis as a return to the
direct worship of Enki:

"In his survey of Akkadian epithets of the gods, Knut Tallgvist gives many citations for the

titte sar apsi , king of the Abzu (Apsu). Only one god is called sar apsi , Ea. E. Douglas
van Buren was intrigued by the possibility that the epithet of Ea gave rise to the popular
Hellenistic god Sarapis. The story of the invention or discovery of Sarapis is reasonably well

attes ted in antiquity, but the origins of the god remain obscure. Tacitus was told by
Egyptian priests that Ptolemy | received a dream of "a young man from heaven" who told

Ptolemy to send for the statue of Sarapis. At Sinope the statue was found, worshiped as

Jupiter Dis along with Proserpina. Priests of Apollo at Delphi advised the Egyptians to take

the statue of Sarapis to Alexandria, but to leave his consort behind. The statue arrived in
Alexandria and a shrine was built for it, where the Egyptians assimilat ed Sarapis to Osiris.
The god caused a good bit of etymological and historical speculation in the ancient world,






