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FOREWORD

The last decades of the twentieth century have witnessed an
upsurge of human knowledge that boggles the mind. Our ad-
vances in every field of science and technology are no longer
measured in centuries or even decades but in years and even
months, and they seem to surpass in attainments and scope
anything that Man has achieved in the past.

But is it possible that Mankind has come out of the Dark
Ages and the Middle Ages; reached the Age of Enlightenment;
experienced the Industrial Revolution; and entered the era of
high-tech, genetic engineering, and space flight—only to catch
up with ancient knowledge?

For many generations the Bible and its teachings have served
as an anchor for a searching Mankind, but modern science
appeared to have cast us ail adrift, especially in the confron-
tation between Evolution and Creationism. In this volume it
will be shown that the conflict is baseless; that the Book of
Genesis and its sources reflect the highest levels of scientific
knowledge.

Is it possible, then, that what our civilization is discovering
today about our planet Earth and about our corner of the uni-
verse, the heavens, is only a drama that can be called "Genesis
Revisited"—only a rediscovery of what had been known to a
much earlier civilization, on Earth and on another planet?

The question is not one of mere scientific curiosity; it goes
to the core of Mankind's existence, its origin, and its destiny.
It involves the Earth's future as a viable planet because it
concerns events in Earth's past; it deals with where we are
going because it reveals where we have come from. And the
answers, as we shall see, lead to inevitable conclusions that
some consider too incredible to accept and others too awesome
to face.



The Host of Heaven

In the beginning
God created the Heaven and the Earth.

The very concept of a beginning of all things is basic to modern
astronomy and astrophysics. The statement that there was a
void and chaos before there was order conforms to the very
latest theories that chaos, not permanent stability, rules the
universe. And then there is the statement about the bolt of light
that began the process of creation.

Was this a reference to the Big Bang, the theory according
to which the universe was created from a primordial explosion,
a burst of energy in the form of light, that sent the matter from
which stars and planets and rocks and human beings are formed
flying in all directions and creating the wonders we see in the
heavens and on Earth? Some scientists, inspired by the insights
of our most inspiring source, have thought so. But then, how
did ancient Man know the Big Bang theory so long ago? Or
was this biblical tale the description of matters closer to home,
of how our own little planet Earth and the heavenly zone called
the Firmament, or "hammered-out bracelet," were formed?

Indeed, how did ancient Man come to have a cosmogony at
all? How much did he really know, and how did he know it?

It is only appropriate that we begin the quest for answers
where the events began to unfold—in the heavens; where also,
from time immemorial, Man has felt that his origins, higher
values—God, if you will—are to be found. As thrilling as
discoveries made by the use of microscopes are, it is what
telescopes enable us to see that fills us with the realization of
the grandeur of nature and the universe. Of all recent advances,
the most impressive have undoubtedly been the discoveries in
the heavens surrounding our planet. And what staggering ad-
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Figure |

vances they have been! In a mere few decades we Earthlings
have soared off the face of our planet; roamed Earth's skies
hundreds of miles above its surface; landed on its solitary
satellite, the Moon; and sent an array of unmanned spacecraft
to probe our celestial neighbors, discovering vibrant and active
worlds dazzling in their colors, features, makeup, satellites,
rings. For the first time, perhaps, we can grasp the meaning
and feel the scope of the Psalmist's words:

The heavens bespeak the glory of the Lord
and the vault of heaven reveals His handiwork.

A fantastic era of planetary exploration came to a magnificent
climax when, in August 1989, the unmanned spacecraft des-
ignated Voyager 2 flew by distant Neptune and sent back to
Earth pictures and other data. Weighing just about a ton but
ingeniously packed with television cameras, sensing and meas-
uring equipment, a power source based on nuclear decay, trans-
mitting antennas, and tiny computers (Fig. 1), it sent back
whisperlike pulses that required more than four hours to reach
Earth even at the speed of light. On Earth the pulses were
captured by an array of radiotelescopes that form the Deep
Space Network of the U.S. National Aeronautics and Space
Administration (NASA); then the faint signals were translated
by electronic wizardry into photographs, charts, and other
forms of data at the sophisticated facilities of the Jet Propulsion
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Laboratory (JPL) in Pasadena, California, which managed the
project for NASA.

Launched in August 1977, twelve years before this final
mission—the visit to Neptune—was accomplished. Voyager
2 and its companion. Voyager |, were originally intended to
reach and scan only Jupiter and Saturn and augment data ob-
tained earlier about those two gaseous giants by the Pioneer
10 and Pioneer 11 unmanned spacecraft. But with remarkable
ingenuity and skill, the JPL scientists and technicians took
advantage of a rare alignment of the outer planets and, using
the gravitational forces of these planets as “slingshots,” man-
aged to thrust Voyager 2 first from Saturn to Uranus and then
from Uranus to Neptune (Fig. 2).

Figure 2

Thus it was that for several days at the end of August 1989,
headlines concerning another world pushed aside the usual
news of armed conflicts, political upheavals, sports results,
and market reports that make up Mankind's daily fare. For a
few days the world we call Earth took time out to watch another
world; we, Earthlings, were glued to our television sets, thrilled
by closeup pictures of another planet, the one we call Neptune.
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As the dazzling images of an aquamarine globe appeared on
our television screens, the commentators stressed repeatedly
that this was the first time that Man on Earth had ever really
been able to see this planet, which even with the best Earth-
based telescopes is visible only as a dimly lit spot in the dark-
ness of space almost three billion miles from us. They reminded
the viewers that Neptune was discovered only in 1846, after
perturbations in the orbit of the somewhat nearer planet Uranus
indicated the existence of another celestial body beyond it.
They reminded us that no one before that—neither Sir Isaac
Newton nor Johannes Kepler, who between them discovered
and laid down the laws of celestial motion in the seventeenth
and eighteenth centuries; neither Copernicus, who in the six-
teenth century determined that the Sun, not the Earth, was in
the center of our planetary system, nor Galileo, who a century
later used a telescope to announce that Jupiter had four
moons—no great astronomer until the mid-nineteenth century
and certainly no one in earlier times knew of Neptune. And
thus not only the average TV viewer but the astronomers them-
selves were about to see what had been unseen before—it
would be the first time we would learn the true hues and makeup
of Neptune.

But two months before the August encounter, | had written
an article for a number of U. S., European, and South American
monthlies contradicting these long-held notions: Neptune was
known in antiquity, | wrote; and the discoveries that were about
to be made would only confirm ancient knowledge. Neptune,
| predicted, would be blue-green, watery, and have patches
the color of "swamplike vegetation"!

The electronic signals from Voyager 2 confirmed all that
and more. They revealed a beautiful blue-green, aguamarine
planet embraced by an atmosphere of helium, hydrogen, and
methane gases, swept by swirling, high-velocity winds that
make Earth's hurricanes look timid. Below this atmosphere
there appear mysterious giant “smudges” whose coloration is
sometimes darker blue and sometimes greenish yellow, perhaps
depending on the angle at which sunlight strikes them. As
expected, the atmospheric and surface temperatures are below
freezing, but unexpectedly Neptune was found to emit heat
that emanates from within the planet. Contrary to the previous
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consideration of Neptune as being a “gaseous" planet, it was
determined by Voyager 2 to have a rocky core above which
there floats, in the words of the JPL scientists, “a slurry mixture
of water ice." This watery layer, circling the rocky core as
the planet revolves in its sixteen-hour day, acts as a dynamo
that creates a sizable magnetic field.

This beautiful planet (see Neptune, back cover) was found to
be encircled by several rings made up of boulders, rocks, and
dust and is orbited by at least eight satellites, or moons. Of
the latter, the largest, Triton, proved no less spectacular than
its planetary master. Voyager 2 confirmed the retrograde mo-
tion of this small celestial body (almost the size of Earth's
Moon): it orbits Neptune in a direction opposite to that of the
coursing of Neptune and all other known planets in our Solar
System, not anticlockwise as they do but clockwise. Besides
its very existence, its approximate size, and its retrograde mo-
tion, astronomers knew nothing else of Triton. Voyager 2 re-
vealed it to be a "blue moon," an appearance resulting from
methane in Triton's atmosphere. The surface of Triton showed
through the thin atmosphere—a pinkish gray surface with rug-
ged, mountainous features on one side and smooth, almost
craterless features on the other side. Close-up pictures sug-
gested recent volcanic activity but of a very odd kind: what
the active, hot interior of this celestial body spews out is not
molten lava but jets of slushy ice. Even preliminary assess-
ments indicated that Triton had flowing water in its past, quite
possibly even lakes that may have existed on the surface until
relatively recent times, in geological terms. The astronomers
had no immediate explanation for “"double-tracked ridge lines"
that run straight for hundreds of miles and, at one or even two
points, intersect at what appears to be right angles, suggesting
rectangular areas (Fig. 3).

The discoveries thus fully confirmed my prediction: Neptune
is indeed blue-green; it is made up in great part of water; and
it does have patches whose coloration looks like “"swamplike
vegetation." This last tantalizing aspect may bespeak more
than a color code if the full implication of the discoveries on
Triton is taken into consideration: there, “darker patches with
brighter halos" have suggested to the scientists of NASA the
existence of "deep pools of organic sludge.” Bob Davis re-
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Figure 3
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ported from Pasadena to The Wall Street Journal that Triton,
whose atmosphere contains as much nitrogen as Earth's, may
be spewing out from its active volcanoes not only gases and
water ice but also "organic material, carbon-based compounds
which apparently coat parts of Triton."

Such gratifying and overwhelming corroboration of my pre-
diction was not the result of a mere lucky guess. It goes back
to 1976 when The 12th Planet, my first book in The Earth
Chronicles series, was published. Basing my conclusions on
millennia-old Sumerian texts, | had asked rhetorically: “When
we probe Neptune someday, will we discover that its persistent
association with waters is due to the watery swamps" that had
once been seen there?

This was published, and obviously written, a year before
Voyager 2 was even launched and was restated by me in an
article two months before the Neptune encounter.

How could | be so sure, on the eve of Voyager's encounter
with Neptune, that my 1976 prediction would be corrobo-
rated—how dared | take the chance that my predictions would
be disproved within weeks after submitting my article? My
certainty was based on what happened in January 1986, when
Voyager 2 flew by the planet Uranus.

Although somewhat closer to us—Uranus is "only" about
two billion miles away—it lies so far beyond Saturn that it
cannot be seen from Earth with the naked eye. It was discovered
in 1781 by Frederick Wilhelm Herschel, a musician turned
amateur astronomer, only after the telescope was perfected.
At the time of its discovery and to this day, Uranus has been
hailed as the first planet w/iknown in antiquity to be discovered
in modern times; for, it has been held, the ancient peoples
knew of and venerated the Sun, the Moon, and only five planets
(Mercury, Venus, Mars, Jupiter, and Saturn), which they be-
lieved moved around the Earth in the "vault of heaven"; noth-
ing could be seen or known beyond Saturn.

But the very evidence gathered by Voyager 2 at Uranus
proved the opposite: that at one time a certain ancient people
did know about Uranus, and about Neptune, and even about
the more-distant Pluto!

Scientists are still analyzing the photographs and data from
Uranus and its amazing moons, seeking answers to endless
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Plate A

puzzles. Why does Uranus lie on its side, as though it was hit
by another large celestial object in a collision? Why do its
winds blow in a retrograde direction, contrary to what is normal
in the Solar System? Why is its temperature on the side that
is hidden from the Sun the same as on the side facing the Sun?
And what shaped the unusual features and formations on some
of the Uranian moons? Especially intriguing is the moon called
Miranda, “one of the most enigmatic objects in the Solar Sys-
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Figure 4

tern," in the words of NASA's astronomers, where an elevated,
flattened-out plateau is delineated by 100-mile-long escarp-
ments that form a right angle (a feature nicknamed “the Chev-
ron" by the astronomers), and where, on both sides of this
plateau, there appear elliptical features that look like racetracks
ploughed over by concentric furrows (Plate A and Fig. 4).
Two phenomena, however, stand out as the major discov-
eries regarding Uranus, distinguishing it from other planets.
One is its color. With the aid of Earth-based telescopes and
unmanned spacecraft we have become familiar with the gray-
brown of Mercury, the sulphur-colored haze that envelops Ve-
nus, the reddish Mars, the multihued red-brown-yellow Jupiter
and Saturn. But as the breathtaking images of Uranus began
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to appear on television screens in January 1986, its most striking
feature was its greenish blue color—a color totally different
from that of all the previous planets seen (see Uranus, back
cover).

The other different and unexpected finding had to do with
what Uranus is made of. Defying earlier assumptions by astron-
omers that Uranus is a totally “gaseous" planet like the giants
Jupiter and Saturn, it was found by Voyager 2 to be covered not
by gases but by water; not just a sheet of frozen ice on its surface
but an ocean of water. A gaseous atmosphere, it was found, in-
deed enshrouds the planet; but below it there churns an immense
layer—6,000 miles thick!—of “super-heated water, its tempera-
ture as high as 8,000 degrees Fahrenheit" (in the words of JPL
analysts). This layer of liquid, hot water surrounds a molten
rocky core where radioactive elements (or other, unknown pro-
cesses) produce the immense internal heat.

As the images of Uranus grew bigger on the TV screen the
closer Voyager 2 neared the planet, the moderator at the Jet
Propulsion Laboratory drew attention to its unusual green-blue
color. | could not help cry out loud, ' 'Oh, my God, it is exactly
as the Sumerians had described it!" | hurried to my study,
picked up a copy of The 12th Planet, and with unsteady hands
looked up page 269 (in the Avon paperback edition). | read
again and again the lines quoting the ancient texts. Yes, there
was no doubt: though they had no telescopes, the Sumerians
had described Uranus as MASH.SIG, a term which | had trans-
lated "bright greenish."

A few days later came the results of the analysis of Voyager
2's data, and the Sumerian reference to water on Uranus was
also corroborated. Indeed, there appeared to be water all over
the place: as reported on a wrap-up program on the television
series NOVA (‘The Planet That Got Knocked on Its Side"),
“Voyager 2 found that all the moons of Uranus are made up
of rock and ordinary water ice" This abundance, or even the
mere presence, of water on the supposed “gaseous” planets
and their satellites at the edges of the Solar System was totally
unexpected.

Yet here we had the evidence, presented in The 12th Planet,
that in their texts from millennia ago the ancient Sumerians
had not only known of the existence of Uranus but had ac-
curately described it as greenish blue and watery!
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What did all that mean? It meant that in 1986 modern science
did not discover what had been unknown; rather, it rediscov-
ered and caught up with ancient knowledge. It was, therefore,
because of that 1986 corroboration of my 1976 writings and
thus of the veracity of the Sumerian texts that | felt confident
enough to predict, on the eve of the Voyager 2 encounter with
Neptune, what it would discover there.

The Voyager 2 flybys of Uranus and Neptune had thus con-
firmed not only ancient knowledge regarding the very existence
of these two outer planets but also crucial details regarding
them. The 1989 flyby of Neptune provided still more corrob-
oration of the ancient texts. In them, Neptune was listed before
Uranus, as would be expected of someone who is coming into
the Solar System and sees first Pluto, then Neptune, and then
Uranus. In these texts or planetary lists Uranus was called
Kakkab shanamma, "Planet Which Is the Double" of Neptune.
The Voyager 2 data goes far to uphold this ancient notion.
Uranus is indeed a look-alike of Neptune in size, color, and
watery content; both planets are encircled by rings and orbited
by a multitude of satellites, or moons. An unexpected similarity
has been found regarding the two planets' magnetic fields: both
have an unusually extreme inclination relative to the planets'
axes of rotation—58 degrees on Uranus, 50 degrees on Nep-
tune. "Neptune appears to be almost a magnetic twin of Ura-
nus," John Noble Wilford reported in The New York Times.
The two planets are also similar in the lengths of their days:
each about sixteen to seventeen hours long.

The ferocious winds on Neptune and the water ice slurry
layer on its surface attest to the great internal heat it generates,
like that of Uranus. In fact, the reports from JPL state that
initial temperature readings indicated that “"Neptune's tem-
peratures are similar to those of Uranus, which is more than
a billion miles closer to the Sun." Therefore, the scientists
assumed “that Neptune somehow is generating more of its
internal heat than Uranus does"—somehow compensating for
its greater distance from the Sun to attain the same temperatures
as Uranus generates, resulting in similar temperatures on both
planets—and thus adding one more feature “to the size and
other characteristics that make Uranus a near twin of Neptune.”

"Planet which is the double," the Sumerians said of Uranus
in comparing it to Neptune. "Size and other characteristics
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that make Uranus a near twin of Neptune,” NASA's scientists
announced. Not only the described characteristics but even the
terminology—"planet which is the double,” “a near twin of
Neptune"—is similar. But one statement, the Sumerian one,
was made circa 4,000 B.C., and the other, by NASA, in AD.
1989, nearly 6,000 years later. . . .

In the case of these two distant planets, it seems that modern
science has only caught up with ancient knowledge. It sounds
incredible, but the facts ought to speak for themselves. More-
over, this is just the first of a series of scientific discoveries in
the years since The 12th Planet was published that corroborate
its findings in one instance after another.

Those who have read my books (The Stairway to Heaven,
The Wars of Gods and Men, and The Lost Realms followed
the first one) know that they are based, first and foremost, on
the knowledge bequeathed to us by the Sumerians.

Theirs was the first known civilization. Appearing suddenly
and seemingly out of nowhere some 6,000 years ago, it is
credited with virtually all the “firsts" of a high civilization:
inventions and innovations, concepts and beliefs, which form
the foundation of our own Western culture and indeed of all
other civilizations and cultures throughout the Earth. The wheel
and animal-drawn vehicles, boats for rivers and ships for seas,
the kiln and the brick, high-rise buildings, writing and schools
and scribes, laws and judges and juries, kingship and citizens'
councils, music and dance and art, medicine and chemistry,
weaving and textiles, religion and priesthoods and temples—
they all began there, in Sumer, a country in the southern part
of today's Iraq, located in ancient Mesopotamia. Above all,
knowledge of mathematics and astronomy began there.

Indeed, all the basic elements of modern astronomy are of
Sumerian origin: the concept of a celestial sphere, of a horizon
and a zenith, of the circle's division into 360 degrees, of a
celestial band in which the planets orbit the Sun, of grouping
stars into constellations and giving them the names and pictorial
images that we call the zodiac, of applying the number 12 to
this zodiac and to the divisions of time, and of devising a
calendar that has been the basis of calendars to this very day.
All that and much, much more began in Sumer.
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Figure 5

The Sumerians recorded their commercial and legal trans-
actions, their tales and their histories, on clay tablets (Fig. 5a);
they drew their illustrations on cylinder seals on which the
depiction was carved in reverse, as a negative, that appeared
as a positive when the seal was rolled on wet clay (Fig. 5b).
In the ruins of Sumerian cities excavated by archaeologists in
the past century and a half, hundreds, if not thousands, of the
texts and illustrations that were found dealt with astronomy.
Among them are lists of stars and constellations in their correct
heavenly locations and manuals for observing the rising and
setting of stars and planets. There are texts specifically dealing
with the Solar System. There are texts among the unearthed
tablets that list the planets orbiting the Sun in their correct
order; one text even gives the distances between the planets.
And there are illustrations on cylinder seals depicting the Solar
System, as the one shown in Plate B that is at least 4,500 years
old and that is now kept in the Near Eastern Section of the
State Museum in East Berlin, catalogued under number
VA/243.

If we sketch the illustration appearing in the upper left-hand
comer of the Sumerian depiction (Fig. 6a) we see a complete
Solar System in which the Sun (not Earth!) is in the center,
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Plate B

orbited by all the planets we know of today. This becomes
clear when we draw these known planets around the Sun in
their correct relative sizes and order (Fig. 6b). The similarity
between the ancient depiction and the current one is striking;
it leaves no doubt that the twinlike Uranus and Neptune were
known in antiquity.

The Sumerian depiction also reveals, however, some dif-
ferences. These are not artist's errors or misinformation; on
the contrary, the differences—two of them—are very signif-
icant.

The first difference concerns Pluto. It has a very odd orbit—
too inclined to the common plane (called the Ecliptic) in which
the planets orbit the Sun, and so elliptical that Pluto sometimes
(as at present and until 1999) finds itself not farther but closer
to the Sun than Neptune. Astronomers have therefore specu-
lated, ever since its discovery in 1930, that Pluto was originally
a satellite of another planet; the usual assumption is that it was
a moon of Neptune that "somehow"—no one can figure out
how—got torn away from its attachment to Neptune and at-
tained its independent (though bizarre) orbit around the Sun.

This is confirmed by the ancient depiction, but with a sig-
nificant difference. In the Sumerian depiction Pluto is shown
not near Neptune but between Saturn and Uranus. And Su-
merian cosmological texts, with which we shall deal at length,
relate that Pluto was a satellite of Saturn that was let loose to
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Figure 6

eventually attain its own "destiny"—its independent orbit
around the Sun.

The ancient explanation regarding the origin of Pluto reveals
not just factual knowledge but also great sophistication in mat-
ters celestial. It involves an understanding of the complex
forces that have shaped the Solar System, as well as the de-
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velopment of astrophysical theories by which moons can be-
come planets or planets in the making can fail and remain
moons. Pluto, according to Sumerian cosmogony, made it; our
Moon, which was in the process of becoming an independent
planet, was prevented by celestial events from attaining the
independent status.

Modern astronomers moved from speculation to the convic-
tion that such a process has indeed occurred in our Solar System
only after observations by the Pioneer and Voyager spacecraft
determined in the past decade that Titan, the largest moon of
Saturn, was a planet-in-the-making whose detachment from
Saturn was not completed. The discoveries at Neptune rein-
forced the opposite speculation regarding Triton, Neptune's
moon that is just 400 miles smaller in diameter than Earth's
Moon. Its peculiar orbit, its volcanism, and other unexpected
features have suggested to the JPL scientists, in the words of
the Voyager project's chief scientist Edward Stone, that "Tri-
ton may have been an object sailing through the Solar System
several billion years ago when it strayed too close to Neptune,
came under its gravitational influence and started orbiting the
planet.”

How far is this hypothesis from the Sumerian notion that
planetary moons could become planets, shift celestial positions,
or fail to attain independent orbits? Indeed, as we continue to
expound the Sumerian cosmogony, it will become evident that
not only is much of modern discovery merely a rediscovery of
ancient knowledge but that ancient knowledge offered expla-
nations for many phenomena that modern science has yet to
figure out.

Even at the outset, before the rest of the evidence in support
of this statement is presented, the question inevitably arises:
How on Earth could the Sumerians have known all that so long
ago, at the dawn of civilization?

The answer lies in the second difference between the Su-
merian depiction of the Solar System (Fig. 6a) and our present
knowledge of it (Fig. 6b). It is the inclusion of a large planet
in the empty space between Mars and Jupiter. We are not aware
of any such planet; but the Sumerian cosmological, astronom-
ical, and historical texts insist that there indeed exists one more
planet in our Solar System—its twelfth member: they included
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the Sun, the Moon (which they counted as a celestial body in
its own right for reasons stated in the texts), and ten, not nine,
planets. It was the realization that a planet the Sumerian texts
called NIBIRU (“Planet of the Crossing") was neither Mars
nor Jupiter, as some scholars have debated, but another planet
that passes between them every 3,600 years that gave rise to
my first book's title, The 12th Planet—the planet which is the
“twelfth member" of the Solar System (although technically
itis, as a planet, only the tenth).

It was from that planet, the Sumerian texts repeatedly and
persistently stated, that the ANUNNAKI came to Earth. The
term literally means "Those Who from Heaven to Earth
Came." They are spoken of in the Bible as the Anakim, and
in Chapter 6 of Genesis are also called Nefilim, which in He-
brew means the same thing: Those Who Have Come Down,
from the Heavens to Earth.

And it was from the Anunnaki, the Sumerians explained—
as though they had anticipated our questions—that they had
learnt all they knew. The advanced knowledge we find in
Sumerian texts is thus, in effect, knowledge that was possessed
by the Anunnaki who had come from Nibiru; and theirs must
have been a very advanced civilization, because as | have
surmised from the Sumerian texts, the Anunnaki came to Earth
about 445,000 years ago. Way back then they could already
travel in space. Their vast elliptical orbit made a loop—this
is the exact translation of the Sumerian term—around all the
outer planets, acting as a moving observatory from which the
Anunnaki could investigate all those planets. No wonder that
what we are discovering now was already known in Sumerian
times.

Why anyone would bother to come to this speck of matter
we call Earth, not by accident, not by chance, not once but
repeatedly, every 3,600 years, is a question the Sumerian texts
have answered. On their planet Nibiru, the Anunnaki/Nefilim
were facing a situation we on Earth may also soon face: eco-
logical deterioration was making life increasingly impossible.
There was a need to protect their dwindling atmosphere, and
the only solution seemed to be to suspend gold particles above
it, as a shield. (Windows on American spacecraft, for example,
are coated with a thin layer of gold to shield the astronauts
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from radiation). This rare metal had been discovered by the
Anunnaki on what they called the Seventh Planet (counting
from the outside inward), and they launched Mission Earth to
obtain it. At first they tried to obtain it effortlessly, from the
waters of the Persian Gulf; but when that failed, they embarked
on toilsome mining operations in southeastern Africa.

Some 300,000 years ago, the Anunnaki assigned to the Af-
rican mines mutinied. It was then that the chief scientist and
the chief medical officer of the Anunnaki used genetic manip-
ulation and in-vitro fertilization techniques to create “primitive
workers"—the first Homo sapiens to take over the backbreak-
ing toil in the gold mines.

The Sumerian texts that describe all these events and their
condensed version in the Book of Genesis have been exten-
sively dealt with in The 12th Planet. The scientific aspects of
those developments and of the techniques employed by the
Anunnaki are the subject of this book. Modern science, it will
be shown, is blazing an amazing track of scientific advances—
but the road to the future is replete with signposts, knowledge,
and advances from the past. The Anunnaki, it will be shown,
have been there before; and as the relationship between them
and the beings they had created changed, as they decided to
give Mankind civilization, they imparted to us some of their
knowledge and the ability to make our own scientific advances.

Among the scientific advances that will be discussed in the
ensuing chapters will also be the mounting evidence for
the existence of Nibiru. If it were not for The 12th Planet, the
discovery of Nibiru would be a great event in astronomy but
no more significant for our daily lives than, say, the discovery
in 1930 of Pluto. It was nice to learn that the Solar System
has one more planet “out there,” and it would be equally
gratifying to confirm that the planetary count is not nine but
ten; that would especially please astrologers, who need twelve
celestial bodies and not just eleven for the twelve houses of
the zodiac.

But after the publication of The 12th Planet and the evidence
therein—which has not been refuted since its first printing in
1976—and the evidence provided by scientific advances since
then, the discovery of Nibiru cannot remain just a matter in-
volving textbooks on astronomy. If what | have written is so—
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if, in other words, the Sumerians were correct in what they
were recording—the discovery of Nibiru would mean not only
that there is one more planet out there but that there is Life
out there. Moreover, it would confirm that there are intelligent
beings out there—people who were so advanced that, almost
half a million years ago, they could travel in space; people
who were coming and going between their planet and Earth
every 3,600 years.

It is who is out there on Nibiru, and not just its existence,
that is bound to shake existing political, religious, social, eco-
nomic, and military orders on Earth. What will the repercus-
sions be when—not if—Nibiru is found?

It is a question, believe it or not, that is already being pon-
dered.
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GOLD MINING—HOW LONG AGO?

Is there evidence that mining took place, in southern
Africa, during the Old Stone Age? Archaeological studies
indicate that it indeed was so.

Realizing that sites of abandoned ancient mines may in-
dicate where gold could be found, South Africa’s leading
mining  corporation, the Anglo-American Corporation, in
the 1970s engaged archaeologists to look for such ancient
mines. Published reports (in the corporation's journal Op-
tima) detail the discovery in Swaziland and other sites in
South Africa of extensive mining areas with shafts to depths
of fifty feet. Stone objects and charcoal remains established
dates of 35,000, 46,000, and 60,000 B.C. for these sites.
The archaeologists and anthropologists who joined in dating
the finds believed that mining technology was used in south-
ern Africa "during much of the period subsequent to
100,000 B.C."

In September 1988, a team of international physicists
came to South Africa to verify the age of human habitats
in Swaziland and Zululand. The most modern techniques
indicated an age of 80,000 to 115,000 years.

Regarding the most ancient gold mines of Monotapa in
southern Zimbabwe, Zulu legends hold that they were
worked by “artificially produced flesh and blood slaves
created by the First People." These slaves, the Zulu legends
recount, "went into battle with the Ape-Man" when “the
great war star appeared in the sky" (see Indaba My Chil-
drer)\, by the Zulu medicine man Credo Vusamazulu Mu-
twa).




IT CAME FROM OUTER SPACE

"It was Voyager [project] that focused our attention on the
importance of collisions," acknowledged Edward Stone of the
California Institute of Technology (Caltech), the chief scientist
of the Voyager program. "The cosmic crashes were potent
sculptors of the Solar System."

The Sumerians made clear, 6,000 years earlier, the very
same fact. Central to their cosmogony, world view, and religion
was a cataclysmic event that they called the Celestial Battle.
It was an event to which references were made in miscellaneous
Sumerian texts, hymns, and proverbs—just as we find in the
Bible's books of Psalms, Proverbs, Job, and various others.
But the Sumerians also described the event in detail, step by
step, in a long text that required seven tablets. Of its Sumerian
original only fragments and quotations have been found; the
mostly complete text has reached us in the Akkadian language,
the language of the Assyrians and Babylonians who followed
the Sumerians in Mesopotamia. The text deals with the for-
mation of the Solar System prior to the Celestial Battle and
even more so with the nature, causes, and results of that awe-
some collision. And, with a single cosmogonic premise, it
explains puzzles that still baffle our astronomers and astro-
physicists.

Even more important, whenever these modern scientists have
come upon a satisfactory answer—it fits and corroborates the
Sumerian one!

Until the Voyager discoveries, the prevailing scientific view-
point considered the Solar System as we see it today as the
way it had taken shape soon after its beginning, formed by
immutable laws of celestial motion and the force of gravity.
There have been oddballs, to be sure—meteorites that come
from somewhere and collide with the stable members of the
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Solar System, pockmarking them with craters, and comets that
zoom about in greatly elongated orbits, appearing from some-
where and disappearing, it seems, to nowhere. But these ex-
amples of cosmic debris, it has been assumed, go back to the
very beginning of the Solar System, some 4.5 billion years
ago, and are pieces of planetary matter that failed to be in-
corporated into the planets or their moons and rings. A little
more baffling has been the asteroid belt, a band of rocks that
forms an orbiting chain between Mars and Jupiter. According
to Bode's law, an empirical rule that explains why the planets
formed where they did, there should have been a planet, at
least twice the size of Earth, between Mars and Jupiter. Is the
orbiting debris of the asteroid belt the remains of such a planet?
The affirmative answer is plagued by two problems: the total
amount of matter in the asteroid belt does not add up to the
mass of such a planet, and there is no plausible explanation
for what might have caused the breakup of such a hypothetical

Figure 7
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planet; if a celestial collision—when, with what, and why?
The scientists had no answer.

The realization that there had to be one or more major col-
lisions that changed the Solar System from its initial form
became inescapable after the Uranus flyby in 1986, as Dr.
Stone has admitted. That Uranus was lilted on its side was
already known from telescopic and other instrumental obser-
vations even before the Voyager encounter. But was it formed
that way from the very beginning, or did some external force—
a forceful collision or encounter with another major celestial
body—nbring about the tilting?

The answer had to be provided by the closeup examination
of the moons of Uranus by Voyager 2. The fact that these
moons swirl around the equator of Uranus in its tilted posi-
tion—forming, all together, a kind of bull's-eye facing the Sun
(Fig. 7)—made scientists wonder whether these moons were
there at the time of the tilting event, or whether they formed
after the event, perhaps from matter thrown out by the force
of the collision that tilted Uranus.

The theoretical basis for the answer was enunciated, prior
to the encounter with Uranus, among others by Dr. Christian
Veillet of the French Centre d'Etudes et des Recherches Geo-
dynamiques. If the moons formed at the same time as Uranus,
the celestial "raw material” from which they agglomerated
should have condensed the heavier matter nearer the planet;
there should be more of heavier, rocky material and thinner
ice coats on the inner moons and a lighter combination of
materials (more water ice, less rocks) on the outer moons. By
the same principle of the distribution of material in the Solar
System—a larger proportion of heavier matter nearer the Sun,
more of the lighter matter (in a “gaseous" state) farther out—
the moons of the more distant Uranus should be proportionately
lighter than those of the nearer Saturn.

But the findings revealed a situation contrary to these ex-
pectations. In the comprehensive summary reports on the Ura-
nus encounter, published in Science, July 4, 1986, a team of
forty scientists concluded that the densities of the Uranus
moons (except for that of the moon Miranda)' ‘are significantly
heavier than those of the icy satellites of Saturn." Likewise,
the Voyager 2 data showed—again contrary to what “should
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have been"—that the two larger inner moons of Uranus, Ariel
and Umbriel, are lighter in composition (thick, icy layers;
small, rocky cores) than the outer moons Titania and Oberon,
which were discovered to be made mostly of heavy rocky
material and had only thin coats of ice.

These findings by Voyager 2 were not the only clues sug-
gesting that the moons of Uranus were not formed at the same
time as the planet itself but rather some lime later, in unusual
circumstances. Another discovery that puzzled the scientists
was that the rings of Uranus were pitch-black, “blacker than
coal dust,” presumably composed of “carbon-rich material, a
sort of primordial tar scavenged from outer space” (the em-
phasis is mine). These dark rings, warped, tilted, and "bi-
zarrely elliptical,” were quite unlike the symmetrical bracelets
of icy particles circling Saturn. Pitch-black also were six of
the new moonlets discovered at Uranus, some acting as “shep-
herds" for the rings. The obvious conclusion was that the rings
and moonlets were formed from the debris of a "violent event
in Uranus's past.” Assistant project scientist at JPL Ellis Miner
stated it in simpler words: "A likely possibility is that an
interloper from outside the Uranus system came in and struck
a once larger moon sufficiently hard to have fractured it."

The theory of a catastrophic celestial collision as the event
that could explain all the odd phenomena on Uranus and its
moons and rings was further strengthened by the discovery that
the boulder-size black debris that forms the Uranus rings circles
the planet once every eight hours—a speed that is twice the
speed of the planet's own revolution around its axis. This raises
the question, how was this much-higher speed imparted to the
debris in the rings?

Based on all the preceding data, the probability of a celestial
collision emerged as the only plausible answer. "We must take
into account the strong possibility that satellite formation con-
ditions were affected by the event that created Uranus's large
obliquity," the forty-strong team of scientists stated. In simpler
words, it means that in all probability the moons in question
were created as a result of the collision that knocked Uranus
on its side. In press conferences the NASA scientists were
more audacious. "A collision with something the size of Earth,
traveling at about 40,000 miles per hour, could have done it,"
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they said, speculating that it probably happened about four
billion years ago.

Astronomer Garry Hunt of the Imperial College, London,
summed it up in seven words: "Uranus took an almighty bang
early on."

But neither in the verbal briefings nor in the long written
reports was an attempt made to suggest what the “something"
was, where it had come from, and how it happened to collide
with, or bang into, Uranus.

For those answers, we will have to go back to the Sumer-
lans... .

Before we turn from knowledge acquired in the late 1970s
and 1980s to what was known 6,000 years earlier, one more
aspect of the puzzle should be looked into: Are the oddities at
Neptune the result of collisions, or ' 'bangs," unrelated to those
of Uranus—or were they all the result of a single catastrophic
event that affected all the outer planets?

Before the Voyager 2 flyby of Neptune, the planet was
known to have only two satellites, Nereid and Triton. Nereid
was found to have a peculiar orbit: it was unusually tilted
compared with the planet's equatorial plane (as much as 28
degrees) and was very eccentric—orbiting the planet not in a
near-circular path but in a very elongated one, which takes the
moon as far as six million miles from Neptune and as close as
one million miles to the planet. Nereid, although of a size that
by planetary-formation rules should be spherical, has an odd
shape like that of a twisted doughnut. It also is bright on one
side and pitch-black on the other. All these peculiarities have
led Martha W. Schaefer and Bradley E. Schaefer, in a major
study on the subject published in Nature magazine (June 2,
1987) to conclude that “Nereid accreted into a moon around
Neptune or another planet and that both it and Triton were
knocked into their peculiar orbits by some large body or
planet." “Imagine,” Brad Schaefer noted, “that at one time
Neptune had an ordinary satellite system like that of Jupiter or
Saturn; then some massive body comes into the system and
perturbs things a lot."

The dark material that shows up on one side of Nereid could
be explained in one of two ways—but both require a collision
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in the scenario. Either an impact on one side of the satellite
swept off an existing darker layer there, uncovering lighter
material below the surface, or the dark matter belonged to the
impacting body and “went splat on one side of Nereid." That
the latter possibility is the more plausible is suggested by the
discovery, announced by the JPL team on August 29, 1989,
that all the new satellites (six more) found by Voyager 2 at
Neptune “are very dark" and “all have irregular shapes,”
even the moon designated 1989N1, whose size normally would
have made it spherical.

The theories regarding Triton and its elongated and retro-
grade (clockwise) orbit around Neptune also call for a collision
event.

Writing in the highly prestigious magazine Science on the
eve of the Voyager 2 encounter with Neptune, a team of Caltech
scientists (P. Goldberg, N. Murray. P. Y. Longaretti, and D.
Banfield) postulated that "Triton was captured from a heli-
ocentric orbit"—from an orbit around the Sun—"as a result
of a collision with what was then one of Neptune's regular
satellites.” In this scenario the original small Neptune satellite
“would have been devoured by Triton," but the force of the
collision would have been such that it dissipated enough of
Triton's orbital energy to slow it down and be captured by
Neptune's gravity. Another theory, according to which Triton
was an original satellite of Neptune, was shown by this study
to be faulty and unable to withstand critical analysis.

The data collected by Voyager 2 from the actual flyby of
Triton supported this theoretical conclusion. It also was in
accord with other studies (as by David Stevenson of Caltech)
that showed that Triton's internal heat and surface features
could be explained only in terms of a collision in which Triton
was captured into orbit around Neptune.

“Where did these impacting bodies come from?" rhetori-
cally asked Gene Shoemaker, one of NASA's scientists, on
the NOVA television program. But the question was left with-
out an answer. Unanswered too was the question of whether
the cataclysms at Uranus and Neptune were aspects of a single
event or were unconnected incidents.

It is not ironic but gratifying to find that the answers to all
these puzzles were provided by the ancient Sumerian texts.
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and that all the data discovered or confirmed by the Voyager
flights uphold and corroborate the Sumerian information and
my presentation and interpretation thereof in The 12th Planet.
The Sumerian texts speak of a single but comprehensive
event. Their texts explain more than what modern astronomers
have been trying to explain regarding the outer planets. The
ancient texts also explain matters closer to home, such as the
origin of the Earth and its Moon, of the Asteroid Belt and
the comets. The texts then go on to relate a tale that combines
the credo of the Creationists with the theory of Evolution, a
tale that offers a more successful explanation than either mod-
ern conception of what happened on Earth and how Man and
his civilization came about.

It all began, the Sumerian texts relate, when the Solar System
was still young. The Sun (APSU in the Sumerian texts, mean-
ing "One Who Exists from the Beginning"), its little com-
panion MUM. MU (" One Who Was Born," our Mercury) and
farther away TILAMAT ("Maiden of Life") were the first
members of the Solar System; it gradually expanded by the
“pirth" of three planetary pairs, the planets we call Venus and
Mars between Mummu and Tiamat, the giant pair Jupiter and
Saturn (to use their modern names) beyond Tiamat, and Uranus
and Neptune farther out (Fig. 8).

Into this original Solar System, still unstable soon after its
formation (I estimated the time about four billion years ago),
an Invader appeared. The Sumerians called it NIBIRU; the
Babylonians renamed it Marduk in honor of their national god.
It appeared from outer space, from "the Deep," in the words
of the ancient text. But as it approached the outer planets of
our Solar System, it began to be drawn into it. As expected,
the first outer planet to attract Nibiru with its gravitational pull
was Neptune—E.A ("He Whose House Is Water") in Su-
merian. "He who begot him was Ea," the ancient text ex-
plained.

Nibiru/Marduk itself was a sight to behold; alluring, spar-
kling, lofty, lordly are some of the adjectives used to describe
it. Sparks and flashes bolted from it to Neptune and Uranus as
it passed near them. It might have arrived with its own satellites
already orbiting it, or it might have acquired some as a result
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Figure 8

of the gravitational pull of the outer planets. The ancient text
speaks of its "perfect members. . .difficult to perceive"—
“four were his eyes, four were his ears."

As it passed near Ea/Neptune, Nibiru/Marduk's side be-
gan to bulge "as though he had a second head." Was it then
that the bulge was torn away to become Neptune's moon Tri-
ton? One aspect thai speaks strongly for this is the fact that
Nibiru/Marduk entered the Solar System in a retrograde (clock-
wise) orbit, counter to that of the other planets (Fig. 9). Only
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Figure 9

this Sumerian detail, according to which the invading planet
was moving counter to the orbital motion of all the other
planets, can explain the retrograde motion of Triton, the highly
elliptical orbits of other satellites and comets, and the other
major events that we have yet to tackle.

More satellites were created as Nibiru/Marduk passed by
Anu/Uranus. Describing this passing of Uranus, the text states
that "Anu brought forth and begot the four winds"—as clear
a reference as one could hope for to the four major moons of
Uranus that were formed, we now know, only during the col-
lision that tilted Uranus. At the same time we learn from a
later passage in the ancient text that Nibiru/Marduk himself
gained three satellites as a result of this encounter.

Although the Sumerian texts describe how, after its eventual
capture into solar orbit, Nibiru/Marduk revisited the outer
planets and eventually shaped them into the system as we know
it today, the very first encounter already explains the various
puzzles that modern astronomy faced or still faces regarding
Neptune, Uranus, their moons, and their rings.

Past Neptune and Uranus, Nibiru/Marduk was drawn even
more into the midst of the planetary system as it reached the
immense gravitational pulls of Saturn (AN.SHAR, "Foremost
of the Heavens") and Jupiter (KI.SHAR, "Foremost of the
Firm Lands"). As Nibiru/Marduk "approached and stood as
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though in combat” near Anshar/Saturn, the two planets
“kissed their lips." It was then that the “destiny," the orbital
path, of Nibiru/Marduk was changed forever. It was also then
that the chief satellite of Saturn, GA.GA (the eventual Pluto),
was pulled away in the direction of Mars and Venus—a di-
rection possible only by the retrograde force of Nibiru/Marduk.
Making a vast elliptical orbit, Gaga eventually returned to the
outermost reaches of the Solar System. There it “addressed”
Neptune and Uranus as it passed their orbits on the swing back.
It was the beginning of the process by which Gaga was to
become our Pluto, with its inclined and peculiar orbit that
sometimes takes it between Neptune and Uranus.

The new “destiny," or orbital path, of Nibiru/Marduk was
now irrevocably set toward the olden planet Tiamat. At that
time, relatively early in the formation of the Solar System, it
was marked by instability, especially (we learn from the text)
in the region of Tiamat. While other planets nearby were still
wobbling in their orbits, Tiamat was pulled in many directions
by the two giants beyond her and the two smaller planets
between her and the Sun. One result was the tearing off her,
or the gathering around her, of a "host" of satellites “furious
with rage," in the poetic language of the text (named by schol-
ars the Epic of Creation). These satellites, “roaring monsters,"
were “clothed with terror" and “crowned with halos,” swirl-
ing furiously about and orbiting as though they were “celestial
gods"—planets.

Most dangerous to the stability or safety of the other planets
was Tiamat's "leader of the host," a large satellite that grew
to almost planetary size and was about to attain its independent
“destiny"—its own orbit around the Sun. Tiamat “cast a spell
for him, to sit among the celestial gods she exalted him." It
was called in Sumerian KIN.GU—"Great Emissary."

Now the text raised the curtain on the unfolding drama; |
have recounted it, step by step, in The 12th Planet. As in a
Greek tragedy, the ensuing “celestial battle" was unavoidable
as gravitational and magnetic forces came inexorably into play,
leading to the collision between the oncoming Nibiru/Marduk
with its seven satellites ("winds" in the ancient text) and
Tiamat and its "host" of eleven satellites headed by Kingu.

Although they were headed on a collision course, Tiamat
orbiting counterclockwise and Nibiru/Marduk clockwise, the
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Figure 10

two planets did not collide—a fact of cardinal astronomical
importance. It was the satellites, or “winds," (literal Sumerian
meaning: “Those that are by the side") of Nibiru/Marduk that
smashed into Tiatnat and collided with her satellites.

In the first such encounter (Fig. 10), the first phase of the
Celestial Battle,

The four winds he stationed

that nothing of her could escape:

The South Wind, the North Wind,

the East Wind, the West Wind.

Close to his side he held the net,

the gift of his grandfather Anu who brought forth
the Evil Wind, the Whirlwind and the Hurricane. . . .
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He sent forth the winds which he had created,
the seven of them; to trouble Tiamat within
they rose up behind him.

These “winds," or satellites, of Nibiru/Marduk, “the seven
of them," were the principal "weapons" with which Tiamat
was attacked in the first phase of the Celestial Battle (Fig. 10).
But the invading planet had other "weapons" too:

In front of him he set the lightning,

with a blazing flame he filled his body;

He then made a net to enfold Tiamat therein. . . .

A fearsome halo his head was turbaned.

He was wrapped with awesome terror as with a cloak.

As the two planets and their hosts of satellites came close
enough for Nibiru/Marduk to "scan the inside of Tiamat" and
' ‘perceive the scheme of Kingu," Nibiru/ Marduk attacked Tia-
mat with his "net" (magnetic field?) to "enfold her," shooting
at the old planet immense bolts of electricity (“divine light-
nings"). Tiamat "was filled with brilliance"—slowing down,
heating up, "becoming distended." Wide gaps opened in its
crust, perhaps emitting steam and volcanic matter. Into one
widening fissure Nibiru/Marduk thrust one of its main satel-
lites, the one called "Evil Wind." It tore Tiamat's "belly, cut
through her insides, splitting her heart."

Besides splitting up Tiamat and “extinguishing her life,"
the first encounter sealed the fate of the moonlets orbiting her—
all except the planetlike Kingu. Caught in the "net"—the
magnetic and gravitational pull—of Nibiru/Marduk, “shat-
tered, broken up,” the members of the "band of Tiamat" were
thrown off their previous course and forced into new orbital
paths in the opposite direction: “Trembling with fear, they
turned their backs about."

Thus were the comets created—thus, we learn from a 6,000-
year-old text, did the comets obtain their greatly elliptical and
retrograde orbits. As to Kingu, Tiamat's principal satellite, the
text informs us that in that first phase of the celestial collision
Kingu was just deprived of its almost-independent orbit.
Nibiru/Marduk took away from him his “destiny.” Ni-
biru/Marduk made Kingu into a DUG.GA.E, "a mass of life-
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less clay," devoid of atmosphere, waters and radioactive
matter and shrunken in size; and "with fetters bound him,"
to remain in orbit around the battered Tiamal.

Having vanquished Tiamat, Nibiru/Marduk sailed on on his
new “destiny." The Sumerian text leaves no doubt that the
erstwhile invader orbited the Sun:

He crossed the heavens and surveyed the regions,
and Apsu's quarter he measured;
The Lord the dimensions of the Apsu measured.

Having circled the Sun (Apsu), Nibiru/Marduk continued
into distant space. But now, caught forever in solar orbit, it
had to turn back. On his return round, Ea/Neptune was there
to greet him and Anshar/Saturn hailed his victory. Then his
new orbital path returned him to the scene of the Celestial
Battle, "turned back to Tiamat whom he had bound."

The Lord paused to view her lifeless body.
To divide the monster he then artfully planned.
Then, as a mussel, he split her into two parts.

With this act the creation of “the heaven" reached its final
stage, and the creation of Earth and its Moon began. First the
new impacts broke Tiamat into two halves. The upper part,
her "skull," was struck by the Nibiru/Marduk satellite called
North Wind; the blow carried it, and with it Kingu, "to places
that have been unknown"—to a brand-new orbit where there
had not been a planet before. The Earth and our Moon were
created (Fig. 11)!

The other half of Tiamat was smashed by the impacts into
bits and pieces. This lower half, her “tail," was “"hammered
together" to become a “bracelet” in the heavens:

Locking the pieces together,

as watchmen he stationed them. . . .

He bent Tiamat's tail to form the Great Band
as a bracelet.

Thus was "the Great Band," the Asteroid Belt, created.
Having disposed of Tiamat and Kingu, Nibiru/Marduk once
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Figure 11

again "crossed the heavens and surveyed the regions." This
time his attention was focused on the "Dwelling of Ea" (Nep-
tune), giving that planet and its twinlike Uranus their final
makeup. Nibiru/Marduk also, according to the ancient text,
provided Gaga/Pluto with its final “destiny," assigning to it
“a hidden place"—a hitherto unknown part of the heavens.
It was farther out than Neptune's location; it was, we are told,
“in the Deep"—far out in space. In line with its new position
as the outermost planet, it was granted a new name: US.MI—
“He Who Shows the Way," the first planet encountered com-
ing into the Solar System—that is, from outer space toward
the Sun.

Thus was Pluto created and put into the orbit it now holds.

Having thus “constructed the stations" for the planets, Ni-
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Figure 12

Figure 13
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biru/Marduk made two “abodes" for itself. One was in the
“Firmament," as the asteroid belt was also called in the ancient
texts; the other far out "in the Deep" was called the
“Great/Distant Abode," alias E.SHARRA ("Abode/Home of
the Ruler/Prince”). Modern astronomers call these two pla-
netary positions the perigee (the orbital point nearest the Sun)
and the apogee (the farthest one) (Fig. 12). It is an orbit, as
concluded from the evidence amassed in The 12th Planet, that
takes 3,600 Earth-years to complete.

Thus did the Invader that came from outer space become
the twelfth member of the Solar System, a system made up of
the Sun in the center, with its longtime companion Mercury;
the three olden pairs (Venus and Mars, Jupiter and Saturn,
Uranus and Neptune); the Earth and the Moon, the remains of
the great Tiamat, though in a new position; the newly inde-
pendent Pluto; and the planet that put it all into final shape,
Nibiru/Marduk (Fig. 13).

Modern astronomy and recent discoveries uphold and cor-
roborate this millennia-old tale.
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WHEN EARTH HAD NOT BEEN FORMED

In 1766 J. D. Titius proposed and in 1772 Johann Elert Bode
popularized what became known as "Bode's law," which
showed that planetary distances follow, more or less, the pro-
gression 0, 2, 4, 8, 16, etc., if the formula is manipulated by
multiplying by 3, adding 4, and dividing by 10. Using as a
measure the astronomical unit (AU), which is the distance of
Earth from the Sun, the formula indicates that there should be
a planet between Mars and Jupiter (the asteroids are found
there) and a planet beyond Saturn (Uranus was discovered).
The formula shows tolerable deviations up until one reaches
Uranus but gets out of whack from Neptune on.

Planet DNistance Rode sl aw
(AV) Distance  Deviation

Mercury 0.387 0400 34%

Venus 0.723 0.700 32%

Earth 1,000 1.000

Mars 1524 1600 50%

Asteroids 2.794 2.800

Jupiter 5.203 5.200

Saturn 9.539 10000 4.8%

Uranus 19.182 19600 2.1%

Neptune 30.058 38.800 36.3%

Pluto 39.400 77.200 95.9%
Planet Distance Bode's Law

(AU) Distance  Deviation

Mercury 0.387 0.400 34%

Venus 0.723 0.700 32%

Earth 1.000 1.000

Mars 1524 1.600 5.0%

Asteroids 2.79% 2.800

Jupiter 5.203 5.200

Saturn 9.539 10.000 4.8%

Uranus 19.182 19.600 2.1%

Neptune 30.058  38.800 36.3%

Pluto 39.400 77.200 95.9%

Bode's law, which was arrived at empirically, thus uses Earth
as its arithmetic starting point. But according to the Sumerian
cosmogony, at the beginning there was Tiamat between Mars
and Jupiter, whereas Earth had not yet formed.

Dr. Amnon Sitchin has pointed out that if Bode's law is
stripped of its arithmetical devices and only the geometric
progression is retained, the formula works just as well if Earth
is omitted—thus confirming Sumerian cosmogony:

Planet Distance from  Ratio of
Sun (miles) Increase
Mercury 36,250,000 —
Venus 67,200,000 1.85
Mars 141,700,000 2.10
Asteroids (Ti.Amat)260,400,000 1.84
Jupiter 484,000,000 1.86
Satum 887,100,000 1.83

Uranus 1.783,900,000 201
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IN THE BEGINNING

In the beginning

God created the heaven and the earth.

And the earth was without form and void

and darkness was upon the face of the deep,

And the Spirit of God moved upon the face of the waters.
And God said. Let there be light; and there was light.

For generations this majestic outline of the manner in which
our world was created has been at the core of Judaism as well
as of Christianity and the third monotheistic religion Islam,
the latter two being outgrowths of the first. In the seventeenth
century Archbishop James Ussher of Armagh in Ireland cal-
culated from these opening verses of Genesis the precise day
and even the moment of the world's creation, in the year 4004
B.C. Many old editions of the Bible still carry Ussher's chro-
nology printed in the margins; many still believe that Earth
and the Solar System of which it is a part are indeed no older
than that. Unfortunately, this belief, known as Creationism,
has taken on science as its adversary; and science, firmly wed
to the Theory of Evolution, has met the challenge and joined
the battle.

It is regrettable that both sides pay little heed to what has
been known for more than a century—that the creation tales
of Genesis are edited and abbreviated versions of much more
detailed Mesopotamian texts, which were in turn versions of
an original Sumerian text. The battle lines between the Crea-
tionists and Evolutionists—a totally unwarranted demarcation,
as the evidence herewith presented will show—are undoubt-
edly more sharply etched by the principle of the separation
between religion and state that is embodied in the U.S. Con-
stitution. But such a separation is not the norm among the
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Earth's nations (even in enlightened democracies such as En-
gland), nor was it the norm in antiquity, when the biblical
verses were written down.

indeed, in ancient times the king was also the high priest,
the state had a national religion and a national god, the temples
were the seat of scientific knowledge, and the priests were the
savants. This was so because when civilization began, the gods
who were worshipped—the focus of the act of being "reli-
gious"—were none other than the Anunnaki/Nefilim, who
were the source of all manner of knowledge, alias science, on
Earth.

The merging of state, religion, and science was nowhere
more complete than in Babylon. There the original Sumerian
Epic of Creation was translated and revised so that Marduk,
the Babylonian national god, was assigned a celestial coun-
terpart. By renaming Nibiru "Marduk™ in the Babylonian ver-
sions of the creation story, the Babylonians usurped for Marduk
the attributes of a supreme "God of Heaven and Earth." This
version—the most intact one found so far—is known as Enuma
elish ("When in the heights"), taken from its opening words.
It became the most hallowed religious-political-scientific
document of the land; it was read as a central part of the New
Year rituals, and players reenacted the tale in passion plays to
bring its import home to the masses. The clay tablets (Fig. 14)
on which they were written were prized possessions of temples
and royal libraries in antiquity.

The decipherment of the writing on the clay tablets discov-
ered in the ruins of ancient Mesopotamia more than a century
ago led to the realization that texts existed that related biblical
creation tales millennia before the Old Testament was com-
piled. Especially important were texts found in the library of
the Assyrian king Ashurbanipal in Nineveh (a city of biblical
renown); they recorded a tale of creation that matches, in some
parts word for word, the tale of Genesis. George Smith of the
British Museum pieced together the broken tablets that held
the creation texts and published, in 1876, The Chaldean Gen-
esis, it conclusively established that there indeed existed an
Akkadian text of the Genesis tale, written in the Old Babylonian
dialect, that preceded the biblical text by at least a thousand
years. Excavations between 1902 and 1914 uncovered tablets
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Figure 14

with the Assyrian version of the creation epic, in which the
name of Ashur, the Assyrian national god, was substituted for
that of the Babylonian Marduk. Subsequent discoveries estab-
lished not only the extent of the copying and translation, in
antiquity, of this epic text, but also its unmistakable Sumerian
origin.

It was L. W. King who, in 1902, in his work The Seven
Tablets of Creation, showed that the various fragments add up
to seven tablets; six of them relate the creation process; the
seventh tablet is entirely devoted to the exaltation of "the
Lord" — Marduk in the Babylonian version, Ashur in the As-
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syrian one. One can only guess that this seven-tablet division
somehow is the basis of the division of the biblical story into
a seven-part timetable, of which six parts involve divine han-
diwork and the seventh is devoted to a restful and satisfactory
look back at what had been achieved.

It is true that the Book of Genesis, written in Hebrew, uses
the term yom, commonly meaning and translated as “day,"
to denote each phase. Once, as a guest on a radio talk show
in a "Bible Belt" city, | was challenged by a woman who
called in about this very point. | explained that by "day" the
Bible does not mean our term of twenty-four hours on Earth
but rather conveys the concept of a phase in the process of
creation. No, she insisted, that is exactly what the Bible means:
twenty-four hours. | then pointed out to her that the text of the
first chapter of Genesis deals not with a human timetable but
with that of the Creator, and we are told in the Book of Psalms
(90:4) that in God's eyes “a thousand years are like yester-
day." Would she concede, at least, that Creation might have
taken six thousand years? | asked. To my disappointment, there
was no concession. Six days means six days, she insisted.
Is the biblical tale of creation a religious document, its con-
tents to be considered only a matter of faith to be believed or
disbelieved; or it is a scientific document, imparting to us
essential knowledge of how things began, in the heavens and
on Earth? This, of course, is the core of the ongoing argument
between Creationists and Evolutionists. The two camps would
have laid down their arms long ago were they to realize that
what the editors and compilers of the Book of Genesis had
done was no different from what the Babylonians had done:
using the only scientific source of their time, those descendants
of Abraham—scion of a royal-priestly family from the Su-
merian capital Ur—also took the Epic of Creation, shortened
and edited it, and made it the foundation of a national religion
glorifying Yahweh "who is in the Heavens and on Earth."

In Babylon, Marduk was a dual deity. Physically present,
resplendent in his precious garments (Fig. 15), he was wor-
shipped as llu (translated "god" but literally meaning “the
Lofty One"); his struggle to gain supremacy over the other
Anunnaki gods has been detailed in my book The Wars of Gods
and Men. On the other hand, "Marduk™ was a celestial deity.
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Figure 15

a planetary god, who in the heavens assumed the attributes,
role, and credit for the primordial creations that the Sumerians
had attributed to Nibiru, the planet whose most frequent sym-
bolic depiction was that of a winged disc (Fig. 16). The As-
syrians, replacing Marduk with their national god Ashur,
combined the two aspects and depicted Ashur as a god within
the winged disc (Fig. 17).

The Hebrews followed suit but, preaching monotheism and
recognizing—based on Sumerian scientific knowledge—the
universality of God, ingeniously solved the problem of duality
and of the multitude of Anunnaki deities involved in the events
on Earth by concocting a singular-but-plural entity, not an El
(the Hebrew equivalent of Ilu) but Elohim—a Creator who is
plural (literally "Gods") and yet One. This departure from the
Babylonian and Assyrian religious viewpoint can be explained
only by a realization that the Hebrews were aware that the
deity who could speak to Abraham and Moses and the celestial
Lord whom the Sumerians called Nibiru were not one and the
same scientifically, although all were part of a universal, ev-
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crlasting, and omnipresent God—Elohim—-in whose grand de-
sign for the universe the path of each planet is its predetermined
“destiny,” and what the Anunnaki had done on Earth was
likewise a predetermined mission. Thus was the handiwork of
a universal God manifest in Heaven and on Earth.

These profound perceptions, which lie at the core of the
biblical adoption of the creation story, Enuma elish, could be
arrived at only by bringing together religion and science while
retaining, in the narrative and sequence of events, the scientific
basis.

But to recognize this—that Genesis represents not just re-
ligion but also science—one must recognize the role of the
Anunnaki and accept that the Sumerian texts are not "myth"
but factual reports. Scholars have made much progress in this
respect, but they have not yet arrived at a total recognition of
the factual nature of the texts. Although both scientists and
theologians are by now well aware of the Mesopotamian origin
of Genesis, they remain stubborn in brushing off the scientific
value of these ancient texts. It cannot be science, they hold,
because "it should be obvious by the nature of things that none
of these stories can possibly be the product of human memory"
(to quote N. M. Sama of the Jewish Theological Seminary in
Understanding Genesis). Such a statement can be challenged
only by explaining, as | have repeatedly done in my writings,
that the information of how things began—including how Man
himself was created—indeed did not come from the memory
of the Assyrians or Babylonians or Sumerians but from the
knowledge and science of the Anunnaki/Nefilim. They too,
of course, could not “remember"* how the Solar System was
created or how Nibiru/Marduk invaded the Solar System, be-
cause they themselves were not yet created on their planet. But
just as our scientists have a good notion of how the Solar
System came about and even how the whole universe came
into being (the favorite theory is that of the Big Bang), the
Anunnaki/Nefilim, capable of space travel 450,000 years ago,
surely had the capacity to arrive at sensible scenarios of cre-
ation; much more so since their planet, acting as a spacecraft
that sailed past all the outer planets, gave them a chance at
repeated close looks that were undoubtedly more extensive than
our Voyager "peeks."
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Several updated studies of the Enumu elish, such as The
Babylonian Genesis by Alexander Heidel of the Oriental In-
stitute, University of Chicago, have dwelt on the parallels in
theme and structure between the Mesopotamian and biblical
narratives. Both indeed begin with the statement that the tale
takes its reader (or listener, as in Babylon) to the primordial
time when the Earth and “the heavens” did not yet exist. But
whereas the Sumerian cosmogony dealt with the creation of
the Solar System and only then set the stage for the appearance
of the celestial Lord (Nibiru/Marduk), the biblical version
skipped all that and went directly to the Celestial Battle and
its aftermath.

With the immensity of space as its canvas, here is how the
Mesopotamian version began to draw the primordial picture:

When in the heights Heaven had not been named
And below earth had not been called,

Naught but primordial Apsu, their Begetter,
Mummu, and Tiamat, she who bore them all.
Their waters were mingled together.

No reed had yet been formed,

No marshland had appeared.

Even in the traditional King James version, the biblical open-
ing is more matter-of-fact, not an inspirational religious opus
but a lesson in primordial science, informing the reader that
there indeed was a time when Heaven and the Earth did not
yet exist, and that it took an act of the Celestial Lord, his
“spirit" moving upon the “waters." to bring Heaven and Earth
about with a bolt of light.

The progress in biblical and linguistic studies since the time
of King James has moved the editors of both the Catholic The
New American Bible and The New English Bible of the churches
in Great Britain to substitute the word "wind"—which is what
the Hebrew ru'ach means—for the “Spirit of God," so that
the last verse now reads "a mighty wind swept over the
waters." They retain, however, the concept of “abyss" for
the Hebrew word Tehom in the original Bible; but by now even
theologians acknowledge that the reference is to no other entity
than the Sumerian Tiamat.
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With this understanding, the reference in the Mesopotamian
version to the mingling "“waters" of Tiamat ceases to be al-
legorical and calls for a factual evaluation. It goes to the ques-
tion of the plentiful waters of Earth and the biblical assertion
(correct, as we shall soon realize) that when the Earth was
formed it was completely covered by water. If water was so
abundant even at the moment of Earth's creation, then only if
Tiamat was also a watery planet could the half that became
Earth be watery!

The watery nature of Tehom/Tiamat is mentioned in various
biblical references. The prophet Isaiah (51:10) recalled “the
primeval days" when the might of the Lord “carved
the Haughty One, made spin the watery monster, drained off
the waters of the mighty Tehom." The psalmist extolled the
Lord of Beginnings who "by thy might the waters thou didst
disperse, the leader of the watery monsters thou didst break
up."”

What was the "wind" of the Lord that "moved upon the
face of the waters” of Tehom/Tiamat? Not the divine "Spirit"
but the satellite of Nibiru/Marduk that, in the Mesopotamian
texts, was called by that term! Those texts vividly described
the flashes and lightning strokes that burst off Nibiru/Marduk
as it closed in on Tiamat. Applying this knowledge to the
biblical text, its correct reading emerges:

When, in the beginning,

The Lord created the Heaven and the Earth,

The Earth, not yet formed, was in the void,

and there was darkness upon Tiamat.

Then the Wind of the Lord swept upon its waters
and the Lord commanded, “Let there be lightning!"
and there was a bright light.

The continuing narrative of Genesis does not describe the
ensuing splitting up of Tiamat or the breakup of her host of
satellites, described so vividly in the Mesopotamian texts. It
is evident, however, from the above-quoted verses from Isaiah
and Psalms, as well as from the narrative in Job (26:7-13),
that the Hebrews were familiar with the skipped-over portions
of the original tale. Job recalled how the celestial Lord smote
“the helpers of the Haughty One," and he exalted the Lord
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who, having come from the outer reaches of space, cleaved
Tiamat (Tehom) and changed the Solar System:

The hammered canopy He stretched out
in the place of Tehom,

The Earth suspended in the void;

He penned waters in its denseness,
without any cloud bursting. . . .

His powers the waters did arrest,

His energy the Haughty One did cleave.

His wind the Hammered Bracelet measured out,
His hand the twisting dragon did extinguish.

The Mesopotamian texts continued from here to describe
how Nibiru/Marduk formed the asteroid belt out of Tiamat's
lower half:

The other half of her

he set up as a screen for the skies;
Locking them together

as watchmen he stationed them. . . .
He bent Tiamat's tail

to form the Great Band as a bracelet.

Genesis picks up the primordial tale here and describes the
forming of the asteroid belt thus:

And Elohim said:

Let there be a firmament in the midst of the waters
and let it divide the waters from the waters.

And Elohim made the Firmament,

dividing the waters which are under the Firmament
from the waters which are above the Firmament.
And Elohim called the Firmament “"Heaven."

Realizing that the Hebrew word Shama'im is used to speak
of Heaven or the heavens in general, the editors of Genesis
went into some length to use two terms for “the Heaven"
created as a result of the destruction of Tiamat. What separated
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the "upper waters" from the "lower waters." the Genesis text
stresses, was the Raki'a; generally translated “Firmament,"
it literally means "Hammered-out Bracelet." Then Genesis
goes on to explain that Elohim then called the Raki'a, the so-
called Firmament, Shama'im, “the Heaven"—a name that in
its first use in the Bible consists of the two words sham and
ma'im, meaning literally “where the waters were." In the
creation tale of Genesis, "the Heaven" was a specific celestial
location, where Tiamat and her waters had been, where the
asteroid belt was hammered out.

That happened, according to the Mesopotamian texts, when
Nibiru/Marduk returned to the Place of Crossing—the second
phase of the battle with Tiamat: “Day Two," if you wish, as
the biblical narrative does.

The ancient tale is replete with details, each of which is
amazing by itself. Ancient awareness of them is so incredible
that its only plausible explanation is the one offered by the
Sumerians themselves—namely, that those who had come to
Earth from Nibiru were the source of that knowledge. Modern
astronomy has already corroborated many of these details; by
doing so, it indirectly confirms the key assertions of the ancient
cosmogony and astronomy: the Celestial Battle that resulted in
the breakup of Tiamat, the creation of Earth and the asteroid
belt, and the capture of Nibiru/Marduk into permanent orbit
around our Sun.

Let us look at one aspect of the ancient tale—the "host"
of satellites, or "winds," that the “celestial gods" had.

We now know that Mars has two moons, Jupiter sixteen
moons and several more moonlets, Saturn twenty-one or more,
Uranus as many as fifteen, Neptune eight. Until Galileo dis-
covered with his telescope the four brightest and largest sat-
ellites of Jupiter in 1610, it was unthinkable that a celestial
body could have more than one such companion-—evidence
Earth and its solitary Moon.

But here we read in the Sumerian texts that as Ni-
biru/Marduk’s gravity interacted with that of Uranus, the In-
vader "begot" three satellites (“winds") and Anu/Uranus
“brought forth" four such moons. By the time Nibiru/Marduk
reached Tiamat, it had a total of seven "winds" with which
to attack Tiamat, and Tiamat had a "host" of eleven—among
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them the “leader of the host," which was about to become an
independently orbiting planet, our eventual Moon.

Another element of the Sumerian tale, of great significance
to the ancient astronomers, was the assertion that the debris
from the lower half of Tiamat was stretched out in the space
where she had once existed.

The Mesopotamian texts, and the biblical version thereof in
Genesis, are emphatic and detailed about the formation of the
asteroid belt—insisting that such a “bracelet" of debris exists
and orbits the Sun between Mars and Jupiter. But our astron-
omers were not aware of that until the nineteenth century. The
first realization that the space between Mars and Jupiter was
not just a dark void was the discovery by Giuseppe Piazzi on
January 1, 1801, of a small celestial object in the space between
the two planets, an object that was named Ceres and that has
the distinction of being the first known (and named) asteroid.
Three more asteroids (Pallas, Juno, and Vesta) were discovered
by 1807, none after that until 1845, and hundreds since then,
so that almost 2,000 are known by now. Astronomers believe
that there may be as many as 50,000 asteroids at least a mile
in diameter, as well as many more pieces of debris, too small
to be seen from Earth, which number in the billions.

In other words, it has taken modern astronomy almost two
centuries to find out what the Sumerians knew 6,000 years
ago.

Even with this knowledge, the biblical statement that the
“Hammered-out Bracelet,” the Shama'im—alias "“the
Heaven," divided the “waters which are below the Firma-
ment” from the “waters which are above the Firmament"
remained a puzzle. What, in God's name, was the Bible talking
about?

We have known, of course, that Earth was a watery planet,
but it has been assumed that it is uniquely so. Many will
undoubtedly recall science-fiction tales wherein aliens come to
Earth to carry off its unique and life-giving liquid, water. So
even if the ancient texts had in mind Tiamat's, and hence
Earth's, waters, and if this was what was meant by the "water
which is below the Firmament," what water was there to talk
about regarding that which is "above the Firmament"?

We know—don't we?-—that the asteroid belt had, indeed,
as the ancient text reported, divided the planets into two groups.
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“Below" it are the Terrestrial, or inner, Planets; “above" it
the gaseous, or Outer, Planets. But except for Earth the former
had barren surfaces and the latter no surfaces at all, and the
long-held conventional wisdom was that neither group (again,
excepting Earth) had any water.

Well, as a result of the missions of unmanned spacecraft to
all the other planets except Pluto, we now know better. Mer-
cury, which was observed by the spacecraft Mariner 10 in
1974/75, is too small and too close to the Sun to have retained
water, if it ever had any. But Venus, likewise believed to be
waterless because of its relative proximity to the Sun, surprised
the scientists. It was discovered by unmanned spacecraft, both
American and Soviet, that the extremely hot surface of the
planet (almost 900 degrees Fahrenheit) was caused not so much
by its proximity to the Sun as by a "greenhouse" effect: the
planet is enshrouded in a thick atmosphere of carbon dioxide
and clouds that contain sulphuric acid. As a result the heat of
the Sun is trapped and does not dissipate back into space during
the night. This creates an ever-rising temperature that would
have vaporized any water that Venus might have had. But did
it ever have such water in its past?

The careful analysis of the results of unmanned probes led
the scientists to answer emphatically, yes. The topographical
features revealed by radar mapping suggested erstwhile oceans
and seas. That such bodies of water might have indeed existed
on Venus was indicated by the finding that the "hell-like at-
mosphere," as some of the scientists termed it, contained traces
of water vapor.

Data from two unmanned spacecraft that probed Venus for
an extended period after December 1978, Pioneer-Venus | and
2, convinced the team of scientists that analyzed the findings
that Venus “may once have been covered by water at an av-
erage depth of thirty feet"; Venus, they concluded (Science,
May 7, 1982), once had “at least 100 times as much water in
liquid form as it does today in the form of vapor." Subsequent
studies have suggested that some of that ancient water was
used up in the formation of the suphuric acid clouds, while
some of it gave up its oxygen to oxidize the rocky surface of
the planet.

"The lost oceans of Venus" can be traced in its rocks; that
was the conclusion of a joint report of U.S. and Soviet scientists
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Plate C

published in the May 1986 issue of Science. There was indeed
water "below the Firmament," not only on Earth but also on
Venus.

The latest scientific discoveries have added Mars to the list
of inner planets whose waters corroborate the ancient state-
ment.

At the end of the nineteenth century the existence of enig-
matic “canals" on Mars was popularized by the telescopic
observations of the Italian astronomer Giovanni Schiaparelli
and the American Percival Lowell. This was generally laughed
off; and the conviction prevailed that Mars was dry and barren.
The first unmanned surveys of Mars, in the 1960s, seemed to
confirm the notion that it was a “geologically lifeless planet,
like the Moon." This notion was completely discredited when
the spacecraft Mariner 9 launched in 1971, went into orbit
around Mars and photographed its entire surface, not just the
10 percent or so surveyed by all the previous probes. The
results, in the words of the astronomers managing the project,
“were astounding." Mariner 9 revealed that volcanoes, can-
yons, and dry river beds abound on Mars (Plate C). "Water
has played an active role in the planet's evolution,” stated
Harold Masursky of the U.S. Geological Survey, who headed
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the team analyzing the photographs. “The most convincing
evidence was found in the many photographs showing deep,
winding channels that may have once been fast-flowing
streams. ... We are forced to no other conclusion but that we
are seeing the effects of water on Mars."

The Mariner 9 findings were confirmed and augmented by
the results of the Viking 1 and Viking 2 missions launched five
years later; they examined Mars both from orbiters and from
landers that descended to the planet's surface. They showed
such features as evidence of several floodings by large quan-
tities of water in an area designated Chryse Planitis; channels
that once held and were formed by running water coming from
the Vallis Marineris area; cyclical meltings of permafrost in
the equatorial regions; rocks weathered and eroded by the force
of water; and evidence of erstwhile lakes, ponds, and other
“water basins."

Water vapor was found in the thin Martian atmosphere;
Charles A. Barth, the principal scientist in charge of Mariner
9's ultraviolet measurements, estimated that the evaporation
amounted to the equivalent of 100,000 gallons of water daily.
Norman Horowitz of Caltech reasoned that "large amounts of
water in some form have in past eons been introduced to the
surface and into the atmosphere of Mars," because that was
required in order to have so much carbon dioxide (90 percent)
in the Martian atmosphere. In a report published in 1977 by
the American Geographical Union (Journal of Geophysical
Research, September 30, 1977) on the scientific results of the
Viking project, it was concluded that “a long time ago giant
flash floods carved the Martian landscape in a number of places;
a volume of water equal to Lake Erie poured . . . scouring great
channels.”

The Viking 2 lander reported frost on the ground where it
came to rest. The frost was found to consist of a combination
of water, water ice, and frozen carbon dioxide (dry ice). The
debate about whether the polar ice caps of Mars contain water
ice or dry ice was resolved in January 1979 when JPL scientists
reported at the 2nd International Colloquium on Mars, held at
the California Institute of Technology (Caltech) in Pasadena,
that “the north pole consists of water ice,” though not so the
south pole.

The final NASA report after the Viking missions (Mars: The
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Viking Discoveries) concluded that “Mars once had enough
water to form a layer several meters deep over the whole surface
of the planet.” This was possible, it is now believed, because
Mars (like Earth) wobbles slightly as it spins about its axis.
This action results in significant climatic changes every 50,000
years. When the planet was warmer it may have had lakes as
large as Earth's Great Lakes in North America and as much
as three miles deep. ‘This is an almost inescapable conclu-
sion," stated Michael H. Carr and Jack McCauley of the U.S.
Geological Survey in 1985. At two conferences on Mars held
in Washington, DC, in July 1986 under the auspices of
NASA. Walter Sullivan reported in The New York Times, sci-
entists expressed the belief that ' ‘there is enough water hidden
in the crust of Mars to theoretically flood the entire planet to
an average depth of at least 1,000 feet." Arizona State Uni-
versity scientists working for NASA advised Soviet scientists
in charge of their country's Mars landing projects that some
deep Martian canyons may still have flowing water in their
depths, or at least just below the dry riverbeds.

What had started out as a dry and barren planet has emerged,
in the past decade, as a planet where water was once abun-
dant—not just passively lying about but flowing and gushing
and shaping the planet's features. Mars has joined Venus and
Earth in corroborating the concept of the Sumerian texts of
water "below the Firmament," on the inner planets.

The ancient assertion that the asteroid belt separated the
waters that were below the Firmament from those that were
above it implies that there was water on the celestial bodies
that are located farther out. We have already reviewed the
latest discoveries of Voyager 2 that confirm the Sumerian de-
scription of Uranus and Neptune as “watery." What about the
other two celestial bodies that are orbiting between those two
outer planets and the asteroid belt, Saturn and Jupiter?

Saturn itself, a gaseous giant whose volume is more than
eight hundred times greater than that of Earth, has not yet been
penetrated down to its surface—assuming it has, somewhere
below its vast atmosphere of hydrogen and helium, a solid or
liquid core. But its various moons as well as its breathtaking
rings (Fig. 18) are now known to be made, if not wholly then
in large part, of water ice and perhaps even liquid water.
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Figure 18

Originally, Earth-based observations of Saturn showed only
seven rings; we now know from space probes that there are
many more, with thinner rings and thousands of ringlets filling
the spaces between the seven major rings; all together they
create the effect of a disk that, like a phonograph record, is
“grooved" with rings and ringlets. The unmanned spacecraft
Pioneer 11 established in 1979 that the rings and ringlets consist
of icy material, believed at the time to be small pieces of ice
a few inches in diameter or as small as snowflakes. What was
originally described as “"a carousel of bright icy particles”" was
revealed, however, by the data from Voyager 1 and Voyager
2 in 1980 and 1981 to consist of chunks of ice ranging from
boulder size to that of "big houses.” We are seeing "a sea of
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sparkling ice," JPL's scientists said. The ice, at some pri-
mordial time, had been liquid water.

The several larger moons of Saturn at which the three space-
craft, especially Voyager 2, took a peek, appeared to have
much more water, and not only in the form of ice. Pioneer 11
reported in 1979 that the group of inner moons of Saturn—
Janus, Mimas, Enceladus, Tethys, Dione, and Rhea—ap-
peared to be “icy bodies . . . consisting largely of ice." Voy-
ager 1 confirmed in 1980 that these inner satellites as well as
the newly discovered moonlets were “spheres of ice.” On
Enceladus, which was examined more closely, the indications
were that its smooth plains resulted from the filling in of old
craters with liquid water that had oozed up to the surface and
then frozen.

Voyager 1 also revealed that Saturn's outer moons were ice
covered. The moon lapetus, which puzzled astronomers be-
cause it showed dark and bright portions, was found to be
“coated with water ice" in the bright areas. Voyager 2 con-
firmed in 1981 that lapetus was "primarily a ball of ice with
some rock in its center." The data, Von R. Eshleman of Stan-
ford University concluded, indicated that lapetus was 55 per-
cent water ice, 35 percent rock, and 10 percent frozen methane.
Saturn's largest moon, Titan—Ilarger than the planet Mer-
cury—was found to have an atmosphere and a surface rich in
hydrocarbons. But under them there is a mantle of frozen ice,
and some sixty miles farther down, as the internal heat of this
celestial body increases, there is a thick layer of water slush.
Farther down, it is now believed, there probably exists a layer
of bubbling hot water more than 100 miles deep. All in all,
the Voyagers' data suggested that Titan is 15 percent rock and
85 percent water and ice.

Is Saturn itself a larger version of Titan, its largest moon?
Future missions might provide the answer. For the time being
it is clear that wherever the modern instruments could reach—
moons, moonlets, and rings—there was water everywhere.
Saturn did not fail to confirm the ancient assertions.

Jupiter was investigated by Pioneer 10 and Pioneer 11 and
by the two Voyagers. The results were no different than at
Saturn. The giant gaseous planet was found to emit immense
amounts of radiation and heat and to be engulfed by a thick
atmosphere that is subject to violent storms. Yet even this
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Figure 19

impenetrable envelope was found to be constituted primarily
of hydrogen, helium, methane, ammonia, water vapor, and
probably droplets of water, somewhere farther down inside the
thick atmosphere there is liquid water, the scientists have con-
cluded.

As with Saturn, the moons of Jupiter proved more fasci-
nating, revealing, and surprising than the planet itself. Of the
four Galilean moons, lo, the closest to Jupiter (Fig. 19), re-
vealed totally unexpected volcanic activity. Although what the
volcanoes spew is mostly sulphur based, the erupted material
contains some water. The surface of lo shows vast plains with
troughs running through them, as if they had been carved by
running water. The consensus is that lo has “some internal
sources of water."

Europa, like lo, appears to be a rocky body, but its somewhat
lower density suggests that it may contain more internal water
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than lo. Its surface shows a latticework of veinlike lines that
suggested to the NASA teams shallow fissures in a sea of frozen
ice. A close look at Europa by Voyager 2 revealed a layer of
mushy water ice under the cracked surface. At the December
1984 meeting of the American Geophysical Union in San Fran-
cisco, two scientists (David Reynolds and Steven Squyres) of
NASA's Ames Research Center suggested that under Europa's
ice sheet there might exist warmer oases of liquid water that
could sustain living organisms. After a reexamination of Voy-
ager 2 photographs, NASA scientists tentatively concluded that
the spacecraft witnessed volcanic eruptions of water and am-
monia from the moon's interior. The belief now is that Europa
has an ice covering several miles thick "overlaying an ocean
of liquid water up to thirty miles deep, kept from freezing by
radioactive decay and the friction of tidal forces."

Ganymede, the largest of Jupiter's moons, appears to be
covered with water ice mixed with rock, suggesting it has
undergone moonquakes that have cracked its crust of frozen
ice. It is thought to be made almost entirely of water ice, with
an inner ocean of liquid water near its core. The fourth Galilean
moon, Callisto—about the size of the planet Mercury—also
has an ice-rich crust; under it there are mush and liquid water
surrounding a small, rocky core. Estimates are that Callisto is
more than 50 percent water. A ring discovered around Jupiter
is also made mostly, it not wholly, of ice particles.

Modern science has confirmed the ancient assertion to the
fullest: there indeed have been “waters above the Firmament."

Jupiter is the Solar System's largest planet—as large as
1,300 Earths. It contains some 90 percent of the mass of the
complete planetary system of the Sun. As stated earlier, the
Sumerians called it KI.SHAR, “Foremost of the Firm Lands,"
of the planetary bodies. Saturn, though smaller than Jupiter,
occupies a much larger portion of the heavens because of its
rings, whose "disk" has a diameter of 670,000 miles. The
Sumerians called it AN.SHAR, "Foremost of the Heavens."

Evidently they knew what they were talking about.
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SEEING THE SUN

When we can see the Sun with the naked eye, as at dawn
or at sunset, it is a perfect disk. Even when viewed with
telescopes, it has the shape of a perfect globe. Yet the
Sumerians depicted it as a disk with a triangular rays ex-
tending from its round surface, as seen on cylinder seal
VA/243 (Plate B and Fig. 6a). Why?

In 1980 astronomers of the High Altitude Observatory of
the University of Colorado took pictures of the Sun with a
special camera during an eclipse observed in India. The
pictures revealed that because of magnetic influences, the
Sun's corona gives it the appearance of a disk with triangular
rays extending from its surface—just as the Sumerians had
depicted millennia earlier.

In January 1983, | brought the “enigmatic representa-
tion" on the Sumerian cylinder seal to the attention of the
editor of Scientific American, a journal that reported the
astronomers'  discovery. In response, the editor, Dennis
Flanagan, wrote to me on January 27, 1983:

“Thank you for your letter of January 25.

“"What you have to say is most interesting, and we may
well be able to publish it."

“In addition to the many puzzles posed by this depic-
tion," 1 had written in my letter, “foremost of which is the
source of the Sumerian knowledge, is now their apparent
familiarity with the true shape of the Sun's corona.”

Is it the need to acknowledge the source of Sumerian
knowledge that is still holding up publication of what Sci-
entific American has deemed “"most interesting"?




THE MESSENGERS OF GENESIS

In 1986 Mankind was treated to a oncc-in-a-lifetime event: the
appearance of a messenger from the past, a Messenger of
Genesis. Its name was Halley's comet.

One of many comets and other small objects that roam the
heavens, Halley's comet is unique in many ways; among them
is the fact that its recorded appearances have been traced to
millennia ago, as well as the fact that modern science was able,
in 1986, to conduct for the first time a comprehensive, close-
up examination of a comet and its core. The first fact under-
scores the excellence of ancient astronomy; because of the
second, data was obtained that—-once again—corroborated an-
cient knowledge and the tales of Genesis.

The chain of scientific developments that led Edmund Hal-
ley, who became British Astronomer Royal in 1720, to deter-
mine, during the years 1695-1705, that the comet he observed
in 1682 and that came to bear his name was a periodic one,
the same that had been observed in 1531 and 1607, involved
the promulgation of the laws of gravitation and celestial motion
by Sir Isaac Newton and Newton's consulting with Halley
about his findings. Until then the theory regarding comets was
that they crossed the heavens in straight lines, appearing at one
end of the skies and disappearing in the other direction, never
to be seen again. But based on Newtonian laws, Halley con-
cluded that the curve described by comets is elliptical, even-
tually bringing these celestial bodies back to where they had
been observed before. The “three" comets of 1531, 1607, and
1682 were unusual in that they were all orbiting in the “wrong"
direction—clockwise rather than counterclockwise; had similar
deviations from the general orbital plane of the planets around
the Sun—being inclined about 17 to 18 degrees—and were
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Figure 20

similar in appearance. Concluding they were one and the same
comet, he plotted its course and calculated its period (the length
of time between its appearances) to be about seventy-six years.
He then predicted that it would reappear in 1758. He did not
live long enough to see his prediction come true, but he was
honored by having the comet named after him.

Like that of all celestial bodies, and especially because of
a comet's small size, its orbit is easily perturbed by the grav-
itational pull of the planets it passes (this is especially true of
Jupiter's effect). Each time a comet nears the Sun, its frozen
material comes to life; the comet develops a head and a long
tail and begins to lose some of its material as it turns to gas
and vapor. All these phenomena affect the comet's orbit; there-
fore, although more precise measurements have somewhat nar-
rowed the orbital range of Halley's comet from the seventy-
four to seventy-nine years that he had calculated, the period
of seventy-six years is only a practical average; the actual orbit
and its period must be recalculated each time the comet makes
an appearance.
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With the aid of modern equipment, an average of five or six
comets are reported each year; of them, one or two are comets
on return trips, while the others are newly discovered. Most
of the returning comets are short-period ones, the shortest
known being that of Encke's comet, which nears the Sun and
then returns to a region slightly beyond the asteroid belt (Fig.
20) in a little over three years. Most short-period comets av-
erage an orbital period of about seven years, which carries
them to the environs of Jupiter. Typical of them is comet
Giacobini-Zinner (named, like other comets, after its discov-
erers), which has a period of 6 1/2 years; its latest passage within
Earth's view was in 1985. On the other hand there are the
very-long-period comets like comet Kohoutek, which was dis-
covered in March 1973, was fully visible in December 1973
and January 1974, and then disappeared from view, perhaps
to return in 75,000 years. By comparison, the cycle of 76 years
for Halley's comet is short enough to remain in living mem-
ories, yet long enough to retain its magic as a once-in-a-lifetime
celestial event.

When Halley's comet appeared on its next-to-last passage
around the Sun, in 1910, its course and aspects had been well
mapped out in advance (Fig. 21). Still, the Great Comet of

Figure 21
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Figure 22

1910, as it was then hailed, was awaited with great appre-
hension. There was fear that Earth or life on it would not
survive the anticipated passage because Earth would be envel-
oped in the comet's tail of poisonous gases. There was also
alarm at the prospect that, as was believed in earlier times, the
appearance of the comet would be an ill omen of pestilence,
wars, and the death of kings. As the comet reached its greatest
magnitude and brilliance in May of 1910, its tail stretching
over more than half the vault of heaven (Fig. 22), King Edward
VII of Great Britain died. On the European continent, a series
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of political upheavals culminated in the outbreak of World War
1in 1914.

The belief, or superstition, associating Halley's comet with
wars and upheavals was fed by much that was coming to light
about events that coincided with its previous appearances. The
Seminole Indians' revolt against the white settlers of Florida
in 1835, the Great Lishon Earthquake of 1755, the outbreak
of the Thirty Years' War in 1618, the Turkish siege of Belgrade
in 1456, the outbreak of the Black Death (bubonic plague) in
1347—all were accompanied or preceded by the appearance
of a great comet, which was finally recognized as Halley's
Comet, thus establishing its role as the messenger of God's
wrath.

Figure 23

Whether divinely ordained or not, the coincidence of the
comet's appearance in conjunction with major historic events
seems to grow the more we go back in time. One of the most
celebrated appearances of a comet, definitely Halley's, is that
of 1066, during the Battle of Hastings in which the Saxons,
under King Harold, were defeated by William the Conqueror.
The comet was depicted (Fig. 23) on the famous Bayeux tap-
estry, which is thought to have been commissioned by Queen
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Figure 24

Matilda, wife of William the Conqueror, to illustrate his vic-
tory. The inscription next to the comet's tail, Isti mirant stella,
means, "They are in awe of the star," and refers to the de-
piction of King Harold tottering on his throne.

The year A.D. 66 is considered by astronomers one in which
Halley's comet made an appearance; they base their conclusion
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sion on at least two contemporary Chinese observations. That
was the year in which the Jews of Judea launched their Great
Revolt against Rome. The Jewish historian Josephus (Wars of
the Jews, Book VI) blamed the fall of Jerusalem and the de-
struction of its holy Temple on the misinterpretation by the
Jews of the heavenly signs that preceded the revolt: “a star
resembling a sword which stood over the city, a comet that
continued a whole year."

Until recently the earliest certain record of the observation
of a comet was found in the Chinese Chronological Tables of
Shih-chi for the year 467 B.C., in which the pertinent entry
reads, "During the tenth year of Ch'in Li-kung a broom-star
was seen.” Some believe a Greek inscription refers to the same
comet in that year. Modern astronomers are not sure that the
467 B.C. Shih-chi entry refers to Halley's comet; they are more
confident regarding a Shih-chi entry for the year 240 B.C. (Fig.
24). In April 1985, F. R. Stephenson, K. K. C. Yau, and H.
Hunger reported in Nature that a reexamination of Babylonian
astronomical tablets that had been lying in the basement of the
British Museum since their discovery in Mesopotamia more
than a century ago, shows that the tablets recorded the ap-
pearance of extraordinary celestial bodies—probably comets,
they said—in the years 164 B.C. and 87 B.C. The periodicity
of seventy-seven years suggested to these scholars that the
unusual celestial bodies were Halley's comet.

The year 164 B.C., as none of the scholars who have been
preoccupied with Halley's comet have realized, was of great
significance in Jewish and Near Eastern history. It was the very
year in which the Jews of Judea, under the leadership of the
Maccabees, revolted against Greek-Syrian domination, recap-
tured Jerusalem, and purified the defiled Temple. The Temple
rededication ceremony is celebrated to this day by Jews as the
festival of Hanukkah (“Rededication"). The 164 B.C. tablet
(Fig. 25), numbered WA-41462 in the British Museum, is
clearly dated to the relevant year in the reign of the Seleucid
(Greek-Syrian) king Antiochus Epiphanes, the very evil King
Antiochus of the Books of Maccabees. The unusual celestial
object, which the three scholars believe was Halley's comet,
is reported to have been seen in the Babylonian month of
Kislimu, which is the Jewish month Kislev and, indeed, the
one in which Hanukkah is celebrated.
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Figure 25

In another instance, the comparison by Josephus of the comet
to a celestial sword (as it seems to be depicted also in
the Bayeux tapestry) has led some scholars to suggest that the
Angel of the Lord that King David saw “standing between
the earth and heaven, having a sword in his hand stretched out
over Jerusalem" (I Chronicles 21:16) might have been in reality
Halley's comet, sent by the Lord to punish the king for having
conducted a prohibited census. The time of this incident, circa
1000 B.C., coincides with one of the years in which Halley's
comet should have appeared.

In an article published in 1986,1 pointed out that the Hebrew
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name for "comet” is Kokhav shavit, a “Scepler star." This
has a direct bearing, | wrote, on the biblical tale of the seer
Bilam. When the Israelites ended their wanderings in the desert
after the Exodus and began the conquest of Canaan, the Moa-
bite king summoned Bilam to curse the Israelites. But Bilam,
realizing that the Israelite advance was divinely ordained,
blessed them instead. He did so, he explained (Numbers
24:17), because he was shown a celestial vision:

| see it, though not now;

| behold it, though it is not near:
A star of Jacob did course,

A scepter of Israel did arise.

In The Stairway to Heaven | provided a chronology that
fixed the date of the Exodus at 1433 B.C.; the Israelite entry
into Canaan began forty years later, in 1393 B.C. Halley's
comet, at an interval of 76 or 77 years, would have appeared
circa 1390 B.C. Did Bilam consider that event as a divine signal
that the Israelite advance could not and should not be stopped?
If, in biblical times, the comet we call Halley's was considered
the Scepter Star of Israel, it could explain why the Jewish
revolts of 164 B.C. and A.D. 66 were timed to coincide with
the comet's appearances. It is significant that in spite of the
crushing defeat of the Judean revolt by the Romans in A.D.
66, the Jews took up arms again some seventy years later in
a heroic effort to free Jerusalem and rebuild the Temple. The
leader of that revolt, Shimeon Bar Kosiba, was renamed by
the religious leaders Bar Kokhba, "Son of the Star," specif-
ically because of the above-quoted verses in Numbers 24.

One can only guess whether the revolt the Romans put down
after three years, in A.D. 135, was also intended as was the
Maccabean one, to achieve the rededication of the Temple by
the time of the return of Halley's comet, in A.D. 142. The
realization that we, in 1986, have seen and experienced the
return of a majestic celestial body that had great historic impact
in the past, should send a shudder down some spines, mine
among them.

How far back does this messenger of the past go? According
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Figure 26

to the Sumerian creation epics, it goes all the way back to the
time of the Celestial Battle. Halley's comet and its like are
truly the Messengers of Genesis.

The Solar System, astronomers and physicists believe, was
formed out of a primordial cloud of gaseous matter; like every-
thing else in the universe, it was in constant motion—circling
about its galaxy (the Milky Way) and rotating around its own
center of gravity. Slowly the cloud spread as it cooled; slowly
the center became a star (our Sun) and the planets coalesced
out of the rotating disc of gaseous matter. Thenceforth, the
motion of all parts of the Solar System retained the original
direction of the primordial cloud, anticlockwise. The planets
orbit the Sun in the same direction as did the original nebula;
so do their satellites, or moons; so should also the debris that
either did not coalesce or that resulted from the disintegration
of bodies such as comets and asteroids. Everything must keep
going anticlockwise. Everything must also remain within the
plane of the original disk, which is called the Ecliptic.

Nibiru/Marduk did not conform to all that. Its orbit, as
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previously reviewed, was retrograde—in the opposite direc-
tion, clockwise. Its effect on Pluto—which according to the
Sumerian texts was GA.GA and was shifted by Nibiru to its
present orbit, which is not within the ecliptic but inclined 17
degrees to it—suggests that Nibiru itself followed an inclined
path. Sumerian instructions for its observation, fully discussed
in The 12th Planet, indicate that relative to the ecliptic it arrived
from the southeast, from under the ecliptic; formed an arc
above the ecliptic; then plunged back below the ecliptic in its
journey back to where it had come from.

Amazingly, Halley's comet shows the same characteristics,
and except for the fact that its orbit is so much smaller than
that of Nibiru (currently about 76 years compared with Nibiru' s
3,600 Earth-years), an illustration of Halley's orbit (Fig. 26)
could give us a good idea of Nibiru's inclined and retrograde
path. Looking at Halley's comet, we see a miniature Nibiru!
This orbital similarity is but one of the aspects that make this
comet, and others too, messengers from the past—not only
the historic past, but all the way back to Genesis.

Halley's comet is not alone in having an orbit markedly
inclined to the ecliptic (a feature measured as an angle of
Declination) and a retrograde direction. Nonperiodic comets—
comets whose paths form not ellipses but parabolas or even
hyperbolas and whose orbits are so vast and whose limits are
so far away they cannot even be calculated—have marked
declinations, and about half of them move in a retrograde
direction. Of about 600 periodic comets (which are now given
the letter "P" in front of their name) that have been classified
and catalogued, about 500 have orbital periods longer than 200
years; they all have declinations more akin to that of Halley's
than to the greater declinations of the nonperiodic comets, and
more than half of them course in retrograde motion. Comets
with medium orbital periods (between 200 and 20 years) and
short periods (under 20 years) have a mean declination of 18
degrees, and some, like Halley's, have retained the retrograde
motion in spite of the immense gravitational effects of Jupiter.
It is noteworthy that of recently discovered comets, the one
designated P/Hartley-IRAS (1983v) has an orbital period of
21 years, and its orbit is both retrograde and inclined to the
ecliptic.
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Where do comets come from, and what causes their odd
orbits, of which the retrograde direction is the oddest in as-
tronomers' eyes? In the 1820s the Marquis Pierre-Simon de
Laplace believed that comets were made of ice and that their
glowing head (“coma") and tail that formed as they neared
the Sun, were both made of vaporized ice. This concept was
replaced after the discovery of the extent and nature of the
asteroid belt, and theories developed that comets were “flying
sandbanks"—pieces of rock that might be the remains of a
disintegrated planet. The thinking changed again in the 1950s
mainly because of two hypotheses: Fred L. Whipple (then at
Harvard) suggested that comets were “dirty snowballs" of ice
(mainly water ice) mixed with darker specks of sandlike ma-
terial; and Jan Oort, a Dutch astronomer, proposed that long-
period comets come from a vast reservoir halfway between the
Sun and the nearer stars. Because comets appear from all di-
rections (traveling prograde, or anticlockwise; retrograde; and
at different declinations), the reservoir of comets—billions of
them—is not a belt or ring like the asteroid belt or the rings
of Saturn but a sphere that surrounds the Solar System. This
“Oort Cloud," as the concept came to be named, settled at a
mean distance, Oort calculated, of 100,000 astronomical units
(AU) from the Sun, one AU being the average distance (93
million miles) of the Earth from the Sun. Because of pertur-
bations and intercometal collisions, some of the cometary horde
may have come closer, to only 50,000 AU from the Sun (which
is still ten thousand times the distance of Jupiter from the Sun).
Passing stars occasionally perturb these comets and send them
flying toward the Sun. Some, under the gravitational influence
of the planets, mainly Jupiter, become medium- or short-period
comets; some, especially influenced by the mass of Jupiter,
are forced into reversing their course (Fig. 27). This, briefly,
is how the Oort Cloud concept is usually stated.

Since the 1950s the number of observed comets has increased
by more than 50 percent, and computer technology has made
possible the projection backward of cometary motions to de-
termine their source. Such studies, as one by a team at the
Harvard-Smithsonian Observatory under Brian G. Marsden,
have shown that of 200 observed comets with periods of 250
years or more, no more than 10 percent could have entered the
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Figure 27

Solar System from outer space; 90 percent have always been
bound to the Sun as the focus of their orbits. Studies of com-
etary velocities have shown, in the words of Fred L. Whipple
in his book, The Mystery of Comets, that "if we are really
seeing comets coming from the void, we should expect them
to fly by much faster than just 0.8 kilometers per second,"
which they do not. His conclusion is that "with few exceptions,
comets belong to the Sun's family and are gravitationally at-
tached to it."

“During the past few years, astronomers have questioned
the simple view of Oort's Cloud," stated Andrew Theokas of
Boston University in the New Scientist (February 11, 1988);
“astronomers still believe that the Oort Cloud exists, but the
new results demand that they reconsider its size and shape.
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They even reopen the questions about the origin of the Oort
Cloud and whether it contains "new' comets that have come
from interstellar space.” As an alternative idea Theokas men-
tions that of Mark Bailey of the University of Manchester, who
suggested that most comets "reside relatively close to the Sun,
just beyond the orbits of the planets.” Is it perhaps, one may
ask, where Nibiru/Marduk's “distant abode"—its aphelion—
is?

The interesting aspect of the “reconsideration” of the Oort
Cloud notion and the new data suggesting that comets, by and
large, have always been part of the Solar System and not just
outsiders occasionally thrust into it, is that Jan Oort himself
had said so. The existence of a cloud of comets in interstellar
space was his solution to the problem of parabolic and hyper-
bolic cometal orbits, not the theory he had developed. In the
study that made him and the Oort Cloud famous (“The Struc-
ture of the Cloud of Comets Surrounding the Solar System and
a Hypothesis Concerning its Origin," Bulletin of the Astro-
nomical Institutions of the Netherlands vol. 11, January 13,
1950) Oort's new theory was called by him a "hypothesis of
a common origin of comets and minor planets" (i.e., aster-
oids). The comets are out there, he suggested, not because
they were “born" there but because they were thrust out to
there. They were fragments of larger objects, “diffused away"
by the perturbations of the planets and especially by Jupiter—
just as more recently the Pioneer spacecraft were made to fly
off into space by the "slingshot" effects of Jupiter's and Sat-
urn's gravitation.

“The main process now," Oort wrote, "is the inverse one,
that of a slow transfer of comets from a large cloud into short-
period orbits. But at the epoch at which the minor planets

(asteroids) were formed . . . the trend must have been the op-
posite, many more objects being transferred from the asteroid
region to the comet cloud. ... It appears far more probable that

instead of having originated in the faraway regions, comets
were born among the planets. It is natural to think in the first
place of a relation with the minor planets (asteroids). There
are indications that the two classes of objects"—comets and
asteroids—"belong to the same 'species.' . . . It seems rea-
sonable to assume that the comets originated together with the
minor planets.” Summing up his study, Oort put it this way:
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The existence of the huge cloud of comets finds a natural
explanation if comets (and meteorites) are considered as
minor planets escaped, at an early stage of the planetary
system, from the ring of asteroids.

It all begins to sound like the Enuma elish. . . .

Placing the origin of the comets within the asteroid belt and
considering both comets and asteroids as belonging to the same
“species” of celestial objects—objects of a common birth—
still leaves open the questions: How were these objects created?
What gave "birth" to them? What "diffused" the comets?
What gave comets their inclinations and retrograde motions?

A major and outspoken study on the subject was made public
in 1978 by Thomas C. Van Flandern of the U.S. Naval Ob-
servatory, Washington, D.C. (lcarus, 36). He titled the study,
“A Former Asteroidal Planet as the Origin of Comets," and
openly subscribed to the nineteenth-century suggestions that
the asteroids, and the comets, come from a former planet that
had exploded. It is noteworthy that in the references to Oort's
work, Van Flandern picked out its true essence: "Even the
father of the modern ‘cloud of comets' theory was led to con-
clude,” Van Flandern wrote, "on the basis of evidence then
available, that a solar system origin for these comets, perhaps
in connection with 'the occurrence which gave birth to the belt
of asteroids,’ was still the least objectionable hypothesis." He
also referred to studies, begun in 1972, by Michael W. Oven-
den, a noted Canadian astronomer who introduced the concept
of a "principle of least interaction action," a corollary of which
was the suggestion that "there had existed, between Mars and
Jupiter, a planet of a mass of about 90 times that of Earth, and
that this Qlanet had 'disappeared’ in the relatively recent past,
about 10" [10,000,000] years ago." This, Ovenden further
explained in 1975 ("Bode's Law—Truth or Consequences?"
vol. 18, Vistas in Astronomy), is the only way to meet the
requirement that “the cosmogonic theory must be capable of
producing retrograde as well as direct" celestial motions.

Summarizing his findings, Van Flandern said thus in 1978:

The principal conclusion of this paper is that the comets
originated in a breakup event in the inner solar system.
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In all probability it was the same event which gave rise
to the asteroid belt and which produced most of the me-
teors visible today.

He said that it was less certain that the same "breakup event"
may have also given birth to the satellites of Mars and the
outer satellites of Jupiter, and he estimated that the “breakup
event" occurred five million years ago. He had no doubt,
however, that the “breakup event” took place “in the asteroid
belt." Physical, chemical, and dynamic properties of the re-
sulting celestial bodies, he stated emphatically, indicate “that
a large planet did disintegrate” where the asteroid belt is today.

But what caused this large planet to disintegrate? “The most
frequently asked question about this scenario,” Van Flandern
wrote, "is 'how can a planet blow up?'... There is presently,”
he conceded, "no satisfactory answer to this question.”

No satisfactory answer, that is, except the Sumerian one:
the tale of Tiamat and Nibiru/Marduk, the Celestial Battle,
the breakup of half of Tiamat, the annihilation of its moons
(except for "Kingu"), and the forcing of their remains into a
retrograde orbit...

A key criticism of the destroyed-planet theory has been the
problem of the whereabouts of the planet's matter; when as-
tronomers estimate the total mass of the known asteroids and
comets it adds up to only a fraction of the estimated mass of
the broken-up planet. This is especially true if Ovenden's es-
timate of a planet with a mass ninety times that of Earth is
used in the calculations. Ovenden's response to such criticism
has been that the missing mass was probably swept up by
Jupiter; his own calculations (Monthly Notes of the Royal As-
tronomical Society, 173, 1975) called for an increase in the
mass of Jupiter by as much as 130 Earth-masses as a result of
the capture of asteroids, including Jupiter's several retrograde
moons. To allow for the discrepancy between the mass (ninety
times that of Earth) of the broken-up planet and the accretion
of 130 Earth-sized masses to Jupiter, Ovenden cited other stud-
ies that concluded that Jupiter's mass had decreased some time
in its past.

Rather than to first inflate the size of Jupiter and then shrink
it back, a better scenario would be to shrink the estimated size
of the destroyed planet. That is what the Sumerian texts have
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put forth. If Earth is the remaining half of Tiamal, then Tiamat
was roughly twice the size of Earth, not ninety times. Studies
of the asteroid belt reveal not only capture by Jupiter but a
dispersion of the asteroids from their assumed original site at
about 2.8 AU to a zone so wide that it occupies the space
between 1.8 AU and 4 AU. Some asteroids are found between
Jupiter and Saturn; a recently discovered one (2060 Chiron) is
located between Saturn and Uranus at 13.6 AU. The smashup
of the destroyed planet must have been, therefore, extremely
forceful—as in a catastrophic collision.

In addition to the voids between groups of asteroids, as-
tronomers discern gaps within the clusters of asteroids (Fig.
28). The latest theories hold that there had been asteroids in
the gaps but they were ejected, all the way to outer space
except for those that may have been captured on the way by
the gravitational forces of the outer planets; also, the asteroids
that used to be in the "gaps" were probably destroyed "by
catastrophic collisions"! (McGraw-Hill Encyclopedia of As-
tronomy, 1983). In the absence of valid explanations for such
ejections and catastrophic collisions, the only plausible theory
is that offered by the Sumerian texts, which describe the orbit
of Nibiru/Marduk as a vast, elliptical path that brings it pe-
riodically (every 3,600 Earth years, by my calculations) back
into the asteroid belt. As Figures 10 and 11 show, the conclu-
sion drawn from the ancient texts was that Nibiru/Marduk

Figure 28
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passed by Tiamat on her outer, or Jupiter, side; repeated returns
to that celestial zone can account for the size of the “"gap"
there. It is the periodic return of Nibiru/Marduk that causes
the "ejecting” and "sweeping."

By the acknowledgment of the existence of Nibiru and its
periodic return to the Place of the Battle, the puzzle of the
“missing matter" finds a solution. It also addresses the theories
that place the accretions of mass by Jupiter at a relatively recent
time (millions, not billions, of years ago). Depending on where
Jupiter was at the times of Nibiru's perihelion, the accretions
might have occurred during various passages of Nibiru and not
necessarily as a one-and-only event at the time of the cata-
strophic breakup of Tiamat. Indeed, spectrographic studies of
asteroids reveal that some of them "were heated within the
first few hundred million years after the origin of the solar
system" by heat so intense as to melt them; "iron sank to their
centers, forming strong stony-iron cores, while basaltic lavas
floated to their surface, producing minor planets like Vesta"
(McGraw-Hill Encyclopedia of Astronomy). The suggested
time of the catastrophe is the very time indicated in The 12th
Planet—some 500 million years after the formation of the Solar
System.

Recent scientific advances in astronomy and astrophysics go
beyond corroborating the Sumerian cosmogony in regard to
the celestial collision as the common origin of the comets
and the asteroids, the site of that collision (where the remains
of the asteroid belt still orbit), or even the time of the cata-
strophic event (about 4 billion years ago). They also corro-
borate the ancient texts in the vital matter of water.

The presence of water, the mingling of waters, the separation
of waters—all somehow played an important role in the tale
of Tiamat, Nibiru/Marduk, and the Celestial Battle and its
aftermath. Part of the puzzle was already answered when we
showed that the ancient notion of the asteroid belt as a divider
of the waters “above" and the water "below" is corroborated
by modern science. But there was more to this preoccupation
with water. Tiamat was described as a "watery monster," and
the Mesopotamian texts speak of the handling of her waters
by Nibiru/Marduk:
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Half of her he stretched as a ceiling to be Sky,
As a bar at the Place of Crossing he posted it to guard;
Not to allow her waters to escape was its command.

The concept of an asteroid belt not only as a divider between
the waters of the planets above and below it but also as a
“guardian” of Tiamat's own waters is echoed in the biblical
verses of Genesis, where the explanation is given that the
“Hammered-out bracelet" was also called Shama'im, the place
“where the waters were." References to the waters where the
Celestial Battle and the creation of the Earth and the Shama'im
took place are frequent in the Old Testament, indicating mil-
lennia-old familiarity with Sumerian cosmogony even at the
time of the Prophets and Judean kings. An example is found
in Psalm 104, which depicts the Creator as the Lord

Who has stretched out the Shama'im as a curtain,
Who in the waters for His ascents put a ceiling.

These verses are almost a word-for-word copy of the verses
in Enuma dish; in both instances, the placing of the asteroid
belt "where the waters were" followed the earlier acts of the
splitting up of Tiamat and having the invader's "wind" thrust
the half that became Earth into a new orbit. The waters of
Earth would explain the whereabouts of some or most of Tia-
mat's waters. But what about the remains of her other part and
of her satellites? If the asteroids and comets are those remains,
should they not also contain water?

What would have been a preposterous suggestion when these
objects were deemed “chunks of debris" and "flying sand-
banks" has turned out, as the result of recent discoveries, to
be not so preposterous: the asteroids are celestial objects in
which water—yes, water—is a major component.

Most asteroids belong to two classes. About 15 percent be-
long to the S type, which have reddish surfaces made up of
silicates and metallic iron. About 15 percent are of the C type:
they are carbonaceous (containing carbon), and it is these that
have been found to contain water. The water discovered in
such asteroids (through spectrographic studies) is not in liquid
form; since asteroids have no atmospheres, any water on their
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surface would quickly dissipate. But the presence of water
molecules in the surface materials indicates that the minerals
that make up the asteroid have captured water and combined
with it. Direct confirmation of this finding was observed in
August 1982, when a small asteroid that came too close to
Earth plunged into the Earth's atmosphere and disintegrated;
it was seen as "a rainbow with a long tail going across the
sky." A rainbow appears when sunlight falls on a collection
of water drops, such as rain, fog, or spray.

When the asteroid is more like what its name originally
implied, "minor planet," actual water in liquid form could
well be present. Examination of the infrared spectrum of the
largest and first-to-be-discovered asteroid Ceres shows an extra
dip in the spectral readings that is the result of free water rather
than water bound to minerals. Since free water even on Ceres
will quickly evaporate, the astronomers surmise that Ceres
must have a constant source of water welling up from its in-
terior. "If that source has been there throughout the career of
Ceres," wrote the British astronomer Jack Meadows (Space
Garbage—Cornels, Meteors and Other Solar-System Debris),
“then it must have started life as a very wet lump of rock."
He pointed out that carbonaceous meteorites also "show signs
of having been extensively affected by water in times past.”

The celestial body designated 2060 Chiron, interesting in
many ways, also confirms the presence of water in the remnants
of the Celestial Battle. When Charles Kowal of the Hale Ob-
servatories on Mount Palomar, California, discovered it in
November 1977, he was not certain what it was. He simply
referred to it as a planetoid, named it temporarily "O-K" for
“Object Kowal," and opined that it might be a wayward sat-
ellite of either Saturn or Uranus. Several weeks of follow-up
studies revealed an orbit much more elliptical than that of
planets or planetoids, one closer to that of comets. By 1981
the object was determined to be an asteroid, perhaps one of
others to be found reaching as far out as Uranus, Neptune or
beyond, and was given the designation 2060 Chiron. However,
by 1989, further observations by astronomers at Kitt Peak
National Observatory (Arizona) detected an extended atmo-
sphere of carbon dioxide and dust around Chiron, suggesting
that it is more cometlike. The latest observations have also
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established that Chiron "is essentially a dirty snowball com-
posed of water, dust and carbon-dioxide ice.”

If Chiron proves to be more a comet than an asteroid, it will
only serve as further evidence that both classes of these rem-
nants of the Genesis event contain water.

When a comet is far away from the Sun, it is a dark and
invisible object. As it nears the Sun, the Sun's radiation brings
the comet's nucleus to life. It develops a gaseous head (the
coma) and then a tail made up of gases and dust ejected by
the nucleus as it heats up. It is the observation of these emis-
sions that has by and large confirmed Whipple's view of comets
as "dirty snowballs,” first by determining that the onset of
activity in comets as the nucleus begins to heat up is consistent
with the thermodynamic properties of water ice, and then by
spectroscopic analysis of the gaseous emissions, which have
invariably shown the presence of the compound H,O (i.e.,
water).

The presence of water in comets has been definitely estab-
lished in recent years through enhanced examination of arriving
comets. Comet Kohoutek (1974) was studied not only from
Earth but also with rockets, from orbiting manned spacecraft
(Skylab), and from the Mariner 10 spacecraft that was on its
way to Venus and Mercury. The findings, it was reported at
the time, provided “the first direct proof of water" in a comet.
“The water finding, as well as that of two complex molecules
in the comet's tail, are the most significant to date," stated
Stephen P. Moran, who directed the scientific project for
NASA. And all scientists concurred with the evaluation by
astrophysicists at the Max Planck Institute for Physics and
Astrophysics in Munich that was seen were “the oldest and
essentially unchanged specimens of the material from the birth
of the Solar System."

Subsequent cometary observations confirmed these findings.
However, none of those studies, accomplished with a variety
of instruments, match the intensity with which Halley's comet
was probed in 1986. The Halley findings established unequiv-
ocally that the comet was a watery celestial body.

Apart from several only partly successful efforts by the
United States to examine the comet from a distance, Halley's
comet was met by a virtual international welcoming flotilla of
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Figure 29

five spacecraft, all unmanned. The Soviets directed to a Comet
Halley rendezvous Vega 1 and Vega 2 (Fig. 29a), the Japanese
sent the spacecraft Sakigake and Suisei, and the European
Space Agency launched Giotto (Fig. 29b)—so named in honor
of the Florentine master painter Giotto di Bondone (fourteenth
century), who was so enchanted by Halley's comet when it
appeared in his time that he included it, streaking across the
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sky, in his famous fresco Adoration of the Magi, suggesting
that this comet was the Star of Bethlehem in the tale of the
birth of Christ (Fig. 30).

As intensive observations began when Halley's comet de-
veloped its coma and tail in November 1985, astronomers at
the Kitt Peak Observatory tracking the comet with telescopes
reported it was certain "that the comet's dominant constituent
is water ice, and that much of the tenuous 360,000-mile-wide
cloud surrounding it consisted of water vapor.” A statement
by Susan Wyckoff of Arizona State University claimed that

Figure 30
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“this was the first strong evidence that water ice was preva-
lent." These telescopic observations were augmented in Jan-
uary 1986 by infrared observations from high-altitude aircraft,
whereupon a team made up of NASA scientists and astrono-
mers from several American universities announced “direct
confirmation that water was a major constituent of Halley's
comet."”

By January 1986, Halley's comet had developed an immense
tail and a halo of hydrogen gas that measured 12.5 million
miles across—fifteen times bigger than the diameter of the
Sun. It was then that NASA's engineers commanded the space-
craft Pioneer-Venus (which was orbiting Venus) to turn its
instruments toward the nearing comet (at its perihelion Halley's
passed between Venus and Mercury). The spacecraft's spec-
trometer, which "sees" the atoms of its subject, revealed that
“the comet was losing 12 tons of water per second.” As it
neared perihelion on March 6, 1986, lan Stewart, the director
of NASA's Halley's project at the Ames Research Center,
reported that the rate of water loss “increased enormously,”
first to 30 tons a second and then to 70 tons a second; he
assured the press, however, that even at this rate Halley's comet
had "enough water ice to last thousands of more orbits."

The close encounters with Halley's comet began on March
6, 1986, when Vega 1 plunged through Halley's radiant at-
mosphere and, from a distance of less than 6,000 miles, sent
the first-ever pictures of its icy core. The press dutifully noted
that what Mankind was seeing was the nucleus of a celestial
body that had evolved when the Solar System began. On March
9, Vega 2 flew within 5,200 miles of Halley's nucleus and
confirmed the findings of Vega 1. The spacecraft also revealed
that the comet's “dust” contained chunks of solid matter, some
boulder size, and that this heavier crust or layer enveloped a
nucleus where the temperature—almost 90 million miles from
the Sun—was a hot 85 degrees Fahrenheit.

The two Japanese spacecraft, designed to study the effect
of the solar wind on the comet's tail and the comet's huge
hydrogen cloud, were targeted to pass at substantial distances
from Halley's. But Giotto's mission was to meet the comet
virtually head-on, swooping at an immense encounter speed
within 300 mites from the comet's core. On March 14 (Eu-
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ropean time), Giotto streaked past the heart of Halley's comet
and revealed a "mysterious nucleus," its color blacker than
coal, its size bigger than had been thought (about half the size
of Manhattan Island). The shape of the nucleus was rough and
irregular (Fig. 31), some describing it as “two peas in a pod"
and some as an irregularly shaped “potato.” From the nucleus
five main jets were emitting streams of dust and 80 percent
water vapor, indicating that within the carbonaceous crust the
comet contained "melted ice"—Iliquid water.

Figure 31

The first comprehensive review of the results of all these
close-up observations was published in Nature's special sup-
plement of 15-21 May, 1986. In the series of very detailed
reports, the Soviet team confirmed the first findings that water
(H,0) is the comet's major component, followed by carbon
and hydrogen compounds. The Giotto report stated repeatedly
that "H,O is the dominant parent molecule in Halley's coma,”
and that “water vapor accounts for about 80% of the volume
of gases escaping from the comet.” These preliminary con-
clusions were reaffirmed in October 1986, at an international
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conference in Heidelberg, West Germany. And in December
1986, scientists at the John Hopkins University announced that
evaluation of data collected in March 1986 by the small Earth-
orbiting satellite IUE (International Ultraviolet Explorer) re-
vealed an explosion on Hailey's Comet that blew 100 cubic
feet of ice out of the comet's nucleus.

There was water everywhere on these Messengers of Gen-
esis!

Studies have shown that comets coming in from the cold
“come to life" as they reach a distance of between 3 to 2.5
AU, and that water is the first substance to unfreeze there.
Little significance has been given to the fact that this distance
from the Sun is the zone of the asteroid belt, and one must
wonder whether it is there that comets come to life because it
is where they were born—whether water comes to life there
because there is where it had been, on Tiamat and her watery
host

In the discoveries concerning the comets and the asteroids,
something else came to life: the ancient knowledge of Sumer.
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CELESTIAL "SEEING EYES"

When the Anunnaki's Mission Earth reached its full com-
plement, there were six hundred of them on Earth, while
three hundred remained in orbit, servicing the shuttle craft.
The Sumerian term for the latter was IGLGI, literally
“Those who observe and see.”

Archaeologists have found in Mesopotamia many objects
they call "eye idols" (a), as well as shrines dedicated to
these “gods" (b). Texts refer to devices used by the An-
unnaki to “"scan the Earth from end to end." These texts
and depictions imply the use by the Anunnaki of Earth-
orbiting, celestial "seeing eyes"—satellites that "observe
and see.”

Perhaps it is no coincidence that some of the Earth-scan-
ning, and especially fixed-position communications satel-
lites launched in our own modern times, such as Intelsat-
IV and Intelsat IV-A (c, d), look so much like these mil-
lennia-old depictions.




GAIA: THE CLEAVED PLANET

Why do we call our planet "Earth"?

In German it is Erde, from Erda in Old High German; Jordh
in Icelandic, Jord in Danish. Erthe in Middle English, Airtha
in Gothic; and going eastward geographically and backward in
time, Ereds or Aratha in Aramaic, Erd or Ertz in Kurdish,
Eretz in Hebrew. The sea we nowadays call the Arabian Sea,
the body of water that leads to the Persian Gulf, was called in
antiquity the Sea of Erythrea; and to this day, ordu means an
encampment or settlement in Persian. Why?

The answer lies in the Sumerian texts that relate the arrival
of the first group of Anunnaki/Nefilim on Earth. There were
fifty of them, under the leadership of E.A (“Whose Home is
Water"), a great scientist and the Firstborn son of the ruler of
Nibiru, ANU. They splashed down in the Arabian Sea and
waded ashore to the edge of the marshlands that, after the
climate warmed up, became the Persian Gulf (Fig. 32). And
at the head of the marshlands they established their first set-
tlement on a new planet; it was called by them E.RI.DU—
“Home In the Faraway"—a most appropriate name.

And so it was that in time the whole settled planet came to
be called after that first settlement—Erde, Erthe, Earth. To
this day, whenever we call our planet by its name, we invoke
the memory of that first settlement on Earth; unknowingly, we
remember Eridu and honor the first group of Anunnaki who
established it.

The Sumerian scientific or technical term for Earth's globe
and its firm surface was KI. Pictographically it was represented
as a somewhat flattened orb (Fig. 33a) crossed by vertical lines
not unlike modern depictions of meridians (Fig. 33b). Since
Earth does indeed bulge somewhat at its equator, the Sumerian
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Gaia: The Cleaved Planet
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representation is more correct scientifically than the usual mod-
ern way of depicting Earth as a perfect globe. . . .

After Ea had completed the establishment of the first five of
the seven original settlements of the Anunnaki, he was given
the title/epithet EN.KI, “Lord of Earth." But the term KI, as
a root or verb, was applied to the planet called "Earth” for a
reason. It conveyed the meaning "to cut off, to sever, to hollow
out." Its derivatives illustrate the concept: KI.LA meant “ex-
cavation,” KI.LMAH "tomb," KI.IN.DAR "crevice, fissure.”"
In Sumerian astronomical texts the term KI was prefixed with
the determinative MUL (“celestial body"). And thus when
they spoke of mul.KI, they conveyed the meaning, “"the ce-
lestial body that had been cleaved apart.”

By calling Earth KI, the Sumerians thus invoked their cos-
mogony—the tale of the Celestial Battle and the cleaving of
Tiamat.

Unaware of its origin we continue to apply this descriptive
epithet to our planet to this very day. The intriguing fact is
that over time (the Sumerian civilization was two thousand
years old by the time Babylon arose) the pronunciation of the
term ki changed to gi, or sometimes ge. It was so carried into
the Akkadian and its linguistic branches (Babylonian, Assyr-
ian, Hebrew), at all times retaining its geographic or topo-
graphic connotation as a cleavage, a ravine, a deep valley.
Thus the biblical term that through Greek translations of the
Bible is read Gehenna stems from the Hebrew Gai-Hinnom,
the crevicelike narrow ravine outside Jerusalem named after
Hinnom, where divine retribution shall befall the sinners via
an erupting subterranean fire on Judgment Day.

We have been taught in school that the component geo in
all the scientific terms applied to Earth sciences—geo-graphy,
goo-metry, geo-logy, and so on—comes from the Greek Gaia
(or Gaea), their name for the goddess of Earth. We were not
taught where the Greeks picked up this term or what its real
meaning was. The answer is, from the Sumerian K1 or Gl.

Scholars agree that the Greek notions of primordial events
and of the gods were borrowed from the Near East, through
Asia Minor (at whose western edge early Greek settlements
like Troy were located) and via the island of Crete in the eastern
Mediterranean. According to Greek tradition Zeus, who was
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Figure 34

the chief god of the twelve Olympians, arrived on the Greek
mainland via Crete, whence he had fled after abducting the
beautiful Europa, daughter of the Phoenician king of Tyre.
Aphrodite arrived from the Near East via the island of Cyprus.
Poseidon (whom the Romans called Neptune) came on horse-
back via Asia Minor, and Athena brought the olive to Greece
from the lands of the Bible. There is no doubt that the Greek
alphabet developed from a Near Eastern one (Fig. 34). Cyrus
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H. Gordon (Forgotten Scripts: Evidence for the Minoan Lan-
guage and other works) deciphered the enigmatic Cretan script
known as Linear A by showing that it represented a Semitic,
Near Eastern language. With the Near Eastern gods and the
terminology came also the "myths" and legends.

The earliest Greek writings concerning antiquity and the
affairs of gods and men were the Iliad, by Homer; the Odes
of Pindar of Thebes; and above all the Theogony (“Divine
Genealogy") by Hesiod, who composed this work and another
(Works and Days). In the eighth century B.C., Hesiod began
the divine tale of events that ultimately led to the supremacy
of Zeus—a story of passions, rivalries, and struggles covered
in The Wars of Gods and Men, third book of my series The
Earth Chronicles—and the creation of the celestial gods, of
Heaven and Earth out of Chaos, a tale not unlike the biblical
Beginning:

Verily, at first Chaos came to be,

and next the wide-bosomed Gaia—

she who created all the immortal ones

who hold the peaks of snowy Olympus:

Dim Tartarus, wide-pathed in the depths,

and Eros, fairest among the divine immortals. . . .
From Chaos came forth Erebus and black Nyx;
And of Nyx were born Aether and Hemera.

At this point in the process of the formation of the "divine
immortals"—the celestial gods—"Heaven" does not yet ex-
ist, just as the Mesopotamian sources recounted. Accordingly,
the "Gaia" of these verses is the equivalent of Tiamat, “she
who bore them all" according to the Enuma elish. Hesiod lists
the celestial gods who followed “Chaos" and "Gaia" in three
pairs (Tartarus and Eros, Erebus and Nyx, Aether and Hemera).
The parallel with the creation of the three pairs in Sumerian
cosmogony (nowadays named Venus and Mars, Saturn and
Jupiter, Uranus and Neptune) should be obvious (though this
comparability seems to have gone unnoticed).

Only after the creation of the principal planets that made up
the Solar System when Nibiru appeared to invade it does the
tale by Hesiod—as in the Mesopotamian and biblical texts—
speak of the creation of Ouranos, "Heaven." As explained in
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the Book of Genesis, this Shama'im was the Hammered-Out-
Bracelet, the asteroid belt. As related in the Enuma elish, this
was the half of Tiamat that was smashed to pieces, while the
other, intact half became Earth. All this is echoed in the ensuing
verses of Hesiod's Theogony:

And Gaia then bore starry Ouranos
—equal to herself—
to envelop her on every side,
to be an everlasting abode place for the gods.

Equally split up. Gaia ceased to be Tiamat. Severed from
the smashed-up half that became the Firmament, everlasting
abode of the asteroids and comets, the intact half (thrust into
another orbit) became Gaia, the Earth. And so did this planet,
first as Tiamat and then as Earth, live up to its epithets: Gaia,
Gi, Ki—the Cleaved One.

How did the Cleaved Planet look in the aftermath of the
Celestial Battle, now orbiting as Gaia/ Earth? On one side there
were the firm lands that had formed the crust of Tiamat; on
the other side there was a hollow, an immense cleft into which
the waters of the erstwhile Tiamat must have poured. As Hesiod
put it, Gaia (now the half equivalent to Heaven) on one side
“prought forth long hills, graceful haunts of the goddess-
Nymphs"; and on the other side "she bare Pontus, the fruitless
deep with its raging swell."

This is the same picture of the cleaved planet provided by
the Book of Genesis:

And Elohim said,

“Let the waters under the heaven

be gathered together into one place,

and let the dry land appear."”

And it was so.

And Elohim called the dry land “Earth,"

and the gathered-together water He called “Seas."

Earth, the new Gaia, was taking shape.

Three thousand years separated Hesiod from the time when
the Sumerian civilization had blossomed out; and it is clear
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that throughout those millennia ancient peoples, including the
authors or compilers of the Book of Genesis, accepted the
Sumerian cosmogony. Called nowadays "myth,” "legend,"
r "religious beliefs," in those previous millennia it was sci-
ence—knowledge, the Sumerians asserted, bestowed by the
Anunnaki.

According to that ancient knowledge, Earth was not an orig-
inal member of the Solar System. It was the cleaved-off half
of a planet then called Tiamat, “she who bore them all." The
Celestial Battle that led to the creation of Earth occurred several
hundred million years after the Solar System with its planets
had been created. Earth, as a part of Tiamat, retained much
of the water that Tiamat, “the watery monster,” was known
for. As Earth evolved into an independent planet and attained
the shape of a globe dictated by the forces of gravity, the waters
were gathered into the immense cavity on the torn-off side,
and dry land appeared on the other side of the planet

This, in summary, is what the ancient peoples firmly be-
lieved. What does modern science have to say?

The theories concerning planetary formation hold that they
started as balls congealing from the gaseous disk extending
from the Sun. As they cooled, heavier matter—iron, in Earth's
case—sank into their centers, forming a solid inner core. A
less solid, plastic, or even fluid outer core surrounded the inner
one; in Earth's case, it is believed to consist of molten iron.
The two cores and their motions act as a dynamo, producing
the planet's magnetic field. Surrounding the solid and fluid
cores is a mantle made of rocks and minerals; on Earth it is
estimated to be some 1,800 miles thick. While the fluidity and
heat generated at the planet's core (some 12,000 degrees Fahr-
enheit in the Earth's center) affect the mantle and what is on
top of it, it 