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Historical Perspective: Light from the West?
In August 1999, conventional notions of Western history suffered a massive blow that
could prove to be a knockout punch.
The data is too recent to have come into general public awareness yet. But the fact is that
the Judeo-Christian tradition, undisputed champion of Western civilization for two
thousand years, may eventually be replaced by a very old and all but forgotten
contender…unless, that is, it can be patched up before the next round of controversy.
In August 1999, the Neolithic site of Viols-le-Fort was discovered about 100 airline
kilometers north of Narbonne in southeastern France. By June 2000, France’s CNRS
(Centre National de Recherche Scientifique) had C-14 dated some of Viols-le-Fort’s
domesticated pulses (“peas”), kernels of grain and sheep bones to a shocking 10,000 BC,
making this site the oldest Neolithic village so far discovered, older by a thousand years
than the site of Jerf el-Amar in Syria.
Most unfortunately, however, all the stone-built Neolithic houses of Viols-le-Fort, which
had once been neatly arranged along both sides of what was excitedly called “the oldest
street in the world”, had collapsed due to an ancient earthquake.
But, more dramatic yet, traces of an early alphabetic script had already been discovered
at two nearby sites, Pech-Maho and Ensérune. Some of the characters of this script had
previously been recorded as being incorporated in the famous French cave paintings of
the Dordogne that have been dated to the “Magdalenian Cultures” (I, II and III) between
about 15,000 and 10,000 BC. Some of these written characters recurred on the stone
slabs that had formed the doorways of Viols-le-Fort’s Neolithic houses. Dr. Marija
Gimbutas, a Lithuanian-American anthropologist at the UCLA has demonstrated in over
twenty books that this “Old European” script affected writing traditions as widely
separated as Scandinavian runes and Cypriot scripts.

“Capitelle” houses from the Rennes-le-Château site in France are much
like Viols-le-Fort’s Neolithic stone houses.
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Viols-le-Fort is on the watershed between the Gironde-Garonne-Tarn system of rivers
that flows into the Atlantic at Bordeaux and the Aude system of rivers flowing into the
Mediterranean at Narbonne, Béziers, Montpellier and so on. These Atlantic-toMediterranean river systems began to be canalized in the 1680s to form the present route
of the famous and beautiful Canal du Midi across southern France.
The extremely early Neolithic date of Viols-le-Fort was just one more indication, among
an ever-increasing amount of data, that important aspects of Western Civilization had
come from the “Atlantic region” into the Mediterranean world along the Garonne-Aude
waterway. And, if so, there should be Neolithic sites even older than Viols-le-Fort further
west back along the Garonne River in the direction of Bordeaux and the Atlantic coast of
France, Spain and perhaps especially Brittany.
The cultural assets apparently brought along this waterway from the Atlantic toward the
Mediterranean included the Neolithic arts of agriculture, animal domestication, organized
village living, surprisingly sophisticated survey mathematics and geometry incorporated
in megalithic monuments…and even, apparently, the secret of alphabetic writing.
It seems that not all the light of civilization came from the East, although the JudeoChristian “Light From the East” cultural dogma is still taught in almost all North
American universities. Much of the light of civilization seems to have beamed from the
Atlantic coast of Northwestern Europe.
But this Northwestern European region is an unlikely candidate for the actual original
development of advanced culture. This is due to many factors: a relatively poor climate,
geographic isolation of land masses, poor soils, presumably a scanty early population and
also the relative poverty of vegetable and zoological species available for domestication.
These Neolithic innovations most probably came from some more favourable
environment that was once out in the Atlantic Ocean itself.
And this Western torch of civilization seems to have been carried by maritime refugees
from a world-changing cataclysm that ended the last so-called “Ice Age” rather abruptly
almost precisely 11,500 BC, according to the very latest dating.
The persistent legend of lost Atlantis springs to mind, of course, as being the primary
cultural casualty of this era-changing tectonic catastrophe.
However, we are not compelled to accept the continent-sized Atlantis in the middle of the
Atlantic Ocean that Plato described in his Critias and Timaeus dialogues any more than
we must choose between the hundreds of locations proposed for Atlantis in over 25,000
published books and articles. Various authors have argued for an Atlantis in Norway,
Peru, Antarctica, Newfoundland, the Bahamas, India and the Andes Mountains, not to
mention Central Asia.
A relatively recent theory of the Greek archaeologist Constantin Marinatos is that
Atlantis was the volcanic island of Thera/Santorin in the Mediterranean. This idea has
earned a certain measure of support by respected academics, but we are not compelled to
accept it either.
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According to Marinatos, this small island, which exploded with tremendous force about
1500 BC, ended the Minoan Empire centred on Crete by destroying Cretan agriculture
under a blanket of volcanic ash. According to Marinatos, the later Greeks of Plato’s time
equated the Minoan Empire on Crete with “Atlantis”. But they exaggerated both the age
of the volcanic explosion of Thera/Santorin and the size of Minoan capital city of
Knossos by a factor of ten.
Aside from Plato’s possible mid-Atlantic continental land mass, and aside from the
documented explosion of Thera/Santorin, there truly were sizable “sea mounts” out in the
Atlantic at about the latitude of France, Iberia and Morocco.
Sea mounts are a particular kind of underwater geological feature, not just any submarine
mountain. Usually of fairly large extent, several hundred or even thousand square miles
in area, they resemble the nearly flat-topped “mesas” on land. This is because sea
mounts are thought to have been near sea level for several centuries or millennia. Oceanic
waves washing over them for many years eroded their surfaces to a nearly level state.
Geologically recent sea mounts are typically about 100-300 feet beneath present sea
level. They often form well-known “fishing banks” such as those off Newfoundland, the
“Grand Banks”, and the somewhat smaller fishing banks in the North Sea and off the
southern coast of Brittany.
It is thought that the existing ironically named “Atlantis” and “Plato” sea mounts,
submerged plateaus off North Africa and Spain, were well above sea level during the last
so-called “Ice Age”. When this last “Ice Age” ended about 11,500 BC, the melting of its
huge ice caps gradually inundated these sea mounts as the world’s sea level rose by about
300 feet within 6000 years. Two of these sea mounts in the Atlantic, “Plato” and
“Atlantis”, were fully large enough to have nurtured human culture in a nearly ideal
environment.
These sea mounts and their associated island archipelagoes, of which only the Madeira
and Canary Islands remain, had a mild climate, good soil and were surrounded by a
bountiful ocean. From their geographic position and because of many smaller islands
leading to them, the sea mounts called “Atlantis” and “Plato” would have boasted a
mixture of North European, Iberian and North African flora and fauna. These species
would have included prime candidates for domestication: sheep, goats, cattle, horses,
dogs and cats as well as a variety of grains, fruits and vegetables. Therefore, the light
from the West may have developed on these sea mounts and islands. Their inhabitants
may have fled to the European coasts as refugees when their roomy islands began to sink
beneath the Atlantic about 5600 BC.
One thing, at least, seems certain. These sea mounts, or some land mass out in the
Atlantic Ocean, had apparently been inhabited by morphologically modern people for a
very long time. These people seem to have visited Europe sporadically over thousands of
years because their skeletal remains have been discovered on the European mainland, but
only in scattered locations in the extreme West of continental Europe on the Atlantic
coasts of Spain and France.
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They have been dubbed “Cro-Magnon” people after the name of a French village near
which most of their remains have so far been found. The very earliest of these bones so
far discovered date from about 33,000 BC.
These Cro-Magnon people may have been of the so-called “Saan” (“Bushmen”) type or
“race” of humanity, originally from Africa, which used to be much more numerous and
widespread than they are today. Or, these Cro-Magnon people may have been a separate
“race” that had thoroughly intermixed with the Saan. No one really knows. But most art
authorities are willing to grant that Western European (at least) cave art exhibits very
remarkable similarities with cave and rock paintings known to have been created by
“Bushmen”.
What is known is that these “Cro-Magnon” people, whoever they were, continued to at
least trickle into extreme Western Europe for thousands of years and intermixed with
truly native European residents called “Neanderthals”. In 1999, the so-called “Lapedo
child” skeleton, a hybrid of Cro-Magnon and native European Neanderthal “races” who
had lived about 23,000 years ago in Portugal, was very widely publicized. But there had
been scores of such hybrids discovered previously – whole local populations, in fact –
that did not generate so much public interest. Some anthropologists even assert that all of
identifiable “Western humanity” or “Caucasians” are composed of intermixed CroMagnons and Neanderthals.
It is evident, however, that Western Europeans are generally “more Cro-Magnonish” in
their outward appearance, stature, body type and bone structure while the Caucasian
people of Eastern Europe and the ill-defined Middle East are “more Neanderthalish” in
these same physical features. There may be differences between them in the matter of
emotional and intellectual orientation, too. This is presently a matter of great scientific
debate and controversy – perhaps also involving much pseudo-scientific “evidence” laced
with purposefully manipulated DNA and Y-chromosome statistics.
The problem is, really, that almost everyone – excepting only physical anthropologists –
remains under the long-outmoded popular delusion of the 1930s that Neanderthals were
“primitive”. And because of that, no one wants them as ancestors. But Neanderthals
were not “primitive” and, in fact, they had larger brains than most living Europeans and
Western Asians (“Caucasians”) today. They had, however, adapted to the intense cold of
the last “Ice Age” and this gave them special physical and mental characteristics.
As we shall learn, genetic differences in Western humanity may have had a significant
impact upon Western religion. These possible or probable differences have therefore
also had at least some influence on the rationale behind “The Jesus Voyage”.
At the end of the last “Ice Age” about 11,500 BC, there seems to have been a major
influx of these Cro-Magnon people onto the coasts of Western Europe. Cultural
innovations are known to have coincided with their various arrivals.
We may as well call these Cro-Magnon people “Atlanteans”, if not because they came
from Plato’s lost Atlantic continent, then simply because they seem to have come from
large sea mounts and islands out in the Atlantic Ocean. They may also have originally
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inhabited the general Atlas Mountain region of North Africa – another reason for calling
them Atlanteans. These “Atlanteans”, then, apparently stimulated much of what we call
Western civilization whenever they arrived on the Atlantic coasts of Western Europe.
Although it is a relatively minor point, there is an “almost proof” that the Neolithic and
“megalithic” foundations of Western civilization could not have come from the Middle
East.
Thor Heyerdahl’s three experiments with Egyptian and Mesopotamian reed ships (Ra I,
Ra II and Tigris) showed conclusively that these clumsy vessels could not have coped
with the variable currents and winds of the Western Mediterranean and Europe’s Atlantic
coast.

Thor Heyerdahl’s replica reed ship Ra II under sail, 1971.

Reed vessels probably could not have managed the east-to-west voyage across the
Mediterranean at all, or only very infrequently. Adverse winds in the summer sailing
season, the force of the almost continual summertime “Meltemi” blowing from the north
down onto Egypt, exceeds their sailing capability against headwinds. And adverse winddriven and tidal currents in the Western Mediterranean, and even more often on the
Atlantic coast, sometimes equal or exceed a reed vessel’s top speed of only about 3 knots.
Reed vessels were also much too heavy to be portaged over the Garonne-Aude watershed
to reach the Atlantic coast of Europe, and this is by far the shortest, safest and most
convenient route between the Atlantic and the Mediterranean. Reeds themselves may be
light in weight, but they rapidly absorb water when afloat. The tied bundles of reed
comprising a vessel also trap water between the individual reed stalks.
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Two days after launching Ra II at the Moroccan port of Safi, once the vessel had
absorbed and trapped water to reach her initial capability of long-term flotation,
Heyerdahl estimated that the 38-foot reed ship weighed over 12 tons. Quite obviously,
the crew of Ra II could not even pull the vessel halfway ashore, never mind portaging it
over a watershed.
With Ra I, Heyerdahl also discovered that reed ships don’t travel well over land. This
first reed vessel of Hyerdahl’s was built in Egypt beside the Giza pyramids to test Thor
Heyerdahl’s theory that the Ancient Egyptians had perhaps sailed across the Atlantic to
America. But Heyerdahl wanted to launch it on the Atlantic coast of Morocco because he
rightly doubted the vessel’s ability to sail to and through the Straits of Gibraltar. Also,
being uncertain about how long the papyrus reeds would remain afloat before becoming
waterlogged, he was naturally concerned to have the shortest possible distance for the
ship to voyage in the water.
So he transported the reed ship across North Africa to the Atlantic by truck. He
discovered that the bundles of reeds settled and distorted the vessel’s shape. And as the
truck jolted over poor roads, the worst impacts sometimes burst the ropes tied around the
bundles so that many reeds were lost en route. Heyerdahl thought that this truck trip
might have contributed to the fact that Ra I broke up after crossing most of the Atlantic
from Morocco to the West Indies. Reed vessels would not survive the experience of an
even more primitive overland portage even it could somehow be accomplished.
Reed vessels were undoubtedly one of humanity’s first types of ocean-going ships. They
are depicted on Egyptian, Assyrian and Indus Culture frescoes and cylinder seals. They
had their advantages: immense carrying capacity (Sumerian “Ma-gurs” would carry up to
70 tons), simplicity, low cost of manufacture and great seaworthiness. They were good
for carrying very large amounts of cargo on relatively long ocean passages -- so long as
there was a reliable following wind, that is, and gentle sand beaches without strong tidal
currents at each end of the trip.
They were good for tropical Trade Wind and Monsoon zones. They plied the trade routes
back and forth between Africa-Arabia in the west and across the Indian Ocean to the
Indus Cultures in the east. Perhaps they went even further east. No one knows. The
occasional reed vessel may also have crossed the Atlantic from the very ancient port of
Lixus in Morocco to the New World using the Northeast Trades.
But speed and maneuverability were not among a reed vessel’s virtues, and these
characteristics were precisely what was crucial for navigation in the Mediterranean and
even more so along the Atlantic coast of Western Europe. Also, there are no suitable
boat-building reeds in Europe that could have sustained a viable and ongoing Middle
Eastern-type reed-vessel maritime culture. But aside from all this, the first depictions of
Middle Eastern reed boats date from only about 5000 BC on Nagadeh II pottery from
Upper Egypt. The Neolithic site of Viols-le-Fort in France is 5000 years older.
However…
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“Atlantean”, “Atlantic” or Northwestern European curraghs could easily have managed
culture-carrying voyages in the opposite direction...from west-to-east...across the
Mediterranean. Wood-framed and leather-hulled sailing curraghs were (and are)
lightweight vessels that could be rowed effectively in order to cope with coastal
Atlantic’s variable winds and tidal currents. They were also lightweight enough to have
been portaged over the Garonne-Aude watershed. Curraghs could have travelled from
the Atlantic to the Mediterranean and they could have reached the Middle East.
Curraghs are conventionally thought to have evolved from the primitive skin boats
possessed by European Paleolithic hunters about 50,000 years ago. The Eskimo “Umiak”
or “women’s boat” may be a direct survival of these very early hunters’ skin vessels.
Alternatively, skin boats or curraghs could also have been developed at an early date by a
cultured people who inhabited some now lost Atlantic Ocean land masses. If not Plato’s
Atlantis itself, could these land masses have been represented by the now-submerged sea
mounts so ironically named “Atlantis” and “Plato”?
Or, perhaps, as a third possibility, cultured Neolithic people may have inhabited offshore
islands of the European mainland, islands distributed in an arc between the south coast of
Brittany and Ireland. Most of these islands have been submerged since the fifth century
AD, but they are still remembered as the lost and magical land of “Lyonesse”.
But wherever they originated and however and by whomever they began their
refinement, some early examples of skin boats are thought to have been depicted on the
rock drawings of Boslund and Tanum in Sweden. These drawings are now thought to
date from the so-called “Bronze Age” which, until very recently, was believed to have
begun about 3000 BC and to have ended roughly 1000 BC (but see pages 42-59).

Tim Severin’s Brendan replica Irish curragh under sail, 1976.
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Curraghs remained in use as the typical kind of cargo carrying vessels up until the
Medieval Period in Irish waters. The Navigatio Sancti Brendani Abbatis (circa AD 600700), recording adventures attributed to St. Brendan, described the building of the saint’s
curragh in detail. Curraghs persisted until the mid-20th century as small fishing boats on
Ireland’s western coast. In 1976-1977, the replica Irish curragh Brendan proved its
seaworthiness by crossing the North Atlantic. In the early 1980s, I designed and built
“neo-curraghs” rendered in modern materials as inexpensive fishing boats for Third
World development projects in association with the CIDA, the Canadian International
Development Agency. Curraghs are currently enjoying a cultural revival in Ireland,
judging from the number of sites on the Internet; there are scores of amateur builders and
several curragh regattas.

Author’s “neo-curragh” design that was manufactured as an inexpensive Third
World fishing boat with the involvement of the Canadian International
Development Agency (CIDA), 1979-1983. Epoxy tube frame and canvas hull
skin replaced the traditional curragh’s ash-wood frame and leather hull.
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Given this long time-span for their evolution, since about 50,000 years ago, some
authorities assert that Northwestern European sailing curraghs had been developed in
some places (Ireland, Scotland, and maybe Brittany) by 7000 BC or even much earlier.
And this date of 7000 BC happens to agree with the time of the first arrival of Neolithic
and megalithic colonists on the larger Mediterranean islands.
And, as swift and nimble sailing vessels, curraghs can explain the very rapid Neolithic
colonization from the Northwest European coasts of the Atlantic, across southern France,
and then from Mediterranean France (around Narbonne and Viols-le-Fort) to the islands
of Corsica, Sardinia, Sicily and Malta.
For example, Tim Severin's replica medieval Irish curragh Brendan attained a speed of
12 knots on at least two occasions. And one of my "neo-curraghs" topped 13 knots while
being filmed by CBC (Canadian Broadcasting Corporation) news cameras on May 21,
1981. These "neo-curraghs" sailed at a speed of 6 to 7 knots on a regular basis when
used by Caribbean fishermen in the Trade Winds.
At this sort of speed, curraghs could easily sail from France to Egypt, even including
brief island-hopping visits, in just one summer's sailing season. This makes “The
Jesus Voyage” a feasible project both financially and administratively.

One of the author’s 32-foot CIDA-supported curraghs sailing fast
to windward. From International Fishing News, February 1983.

The leather for ancient “Atlantean” and/or Northwestern European curraghs came from
domesticated cattle, and an Atlantic-to-Mediterranean migration of Neolithic people
would help to explain the distribution of some European breeds of cattle, many of which
originated on Atlantic Coast islands (Guernseys, Jerseys, Herefords, Highland cattle,
Charolais, etc.).
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A migration from the Atlantic into the Mediterranean by the Western world’s first
Neolithic people also explains why a Magdalenian III painting is presently the earliest
known depiction of a domesticated cow. This painting comes from the North African
Mediterranean coast opposite Spain and is dated to roughly 12,000 BC. This is some
4000 years older than any evidence of cattle domestication in the Middle East where
animal husbandry (at Catal Huyuk and Hacilar in Turkey) is dated to about 8000 BC.
Below is the famous Magdalenian IIIb rock painting of the “Battle for the Holy
Cow”, as the nearly legendary French prehistorian, Abbé Breuil, called it. Note the
cow’s well-developed udder indicating at least semi-domestication. Dated at
roughly 12,000 BC, this painting predates any presently known Middle Eastern
cattle domestication by about 4000 years.

The most surprising and perhaps the most important cultural asset that apparently
travelled from the Atlantic into the Mediterranean along the Canal du Midi was the
religion of “true Christianity” – later to become much better known as the infamous
heresy of the “Holy Grail”.
This is the crux of “The Jesus Voyage” and why the implications of the project are so
immense for an understanding of Western history and religion. But there is a troublesome
matter – some nagging questions – which must be dealt with first.
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Mapmakers
An increasing amount of recent archaeological data suggests that Neolithic innovations
came into the Mediterranean world from the West, from the Atlantic coasts of Western
and Northwestern Europe. The sites of Viols-le Fort, Pech-Maho and Ensérune, which
are all clustered along the watershed between the Garonne-Tarn and Aude river systems,
hint that these Neolithic innovations were accompanied by what has been called the
“megalithic idea” or even the “Megalithic Culture”. This was a cohesive religious
outlook, apparently involving worship of a Neolithic “Great Fertility Goddess”, that was
shared by Europe’s “Post-‘Ice Age’” migrants and colonists who used this river route that
has become today’s Canal du Midi across southern France.
We have tried to demonstrate that boats called curraghs could have been made within the
limitations of Neolithic technology, could have been portaged over river watersheds
because of their light weight and could have sailed island-hopping across the
Mediterranean because of their speed and seaworthiness.
But we have not suggested why these Neolithic migrants with their “megalithic ideas”
should have chosen to colonize Europe at this time, that is, around 10,000 BC. We have
not suggested why they island-hopped across the Mediterranean, choosing an itinerary
that included the Northern Adriatic “detour” to the island of Hvar en route. And why did
they carry out their colonization with such speed and determination that they were well
established on Mediterranean coasts and islands within, say, a millennium or so?
It may be, of course, that this migration just happened and there was no particular reason
for it…or for the particular route that the Neolithic colonists chose. Or, it may be that we
will never really know what dictated their migration and what seems to be their primary
route from the Atlantic into the Mediterranean.
On the other hand, we already have at least some hints, which have fascinated a few
curious scholars, as to why these Neolithic-megalithic folk decided to colonize the
European mainland that was inhabited by Neanderthals and why they island-hopped
across the Mediterranean to the Middle East. And, above all, there are a few clues
pointing to why they should have apparently detoured to colonize the island of Hvar off
the present Croatian coast in the Northern Adriatic Sea. These hints and clues are maps
called “Portolans”.
Portolans are a special class of maps that first appeared, and very suddenly, in Europe in
AD 1327 (“The Dulcert Portolano”), just on the brink of the so-called “European Age of
Discovery”. They are distinguished from other cartographic products of the High Middle
Ages and the Renaissance by their inexplicable accuracy. Portolans usually show the
Mediterranean world from Iberia (Spain and Portugal) to roughly the Black Sea, but they
do so with an error of less than 30 miles over a west-to-east distance of about 3000 miles.
This is not the place to go into the long struggle to determine longitude, the distance east
or west of any given point on the earth’s surface. The Arts and Entertainment Network’s
2001 documentary Longitude dramatically presented the revolution in navigation and
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mapmaking that was made possible by John Harrison’s invention of the chronometer
during the AD 1750-1780 era.
But, as I pointed out in Holy Grail Across the Atlantic (1988) and Grail Knights of
North America (1998), someone beat Harrison to finding the key for determining
longitude – and they did it by at least 10,000 years.
The Portolan maps show correct longitude more accurately than most pre-satellite road
maps of the 1950s and, so far as we know, there was no cartographer in Europe or
anywhere else in the world who could have accomplished this feat at the time. There are
only about 30 known true Portolan maps. They were first studied by the great
Scandinavian scholar, A.E. Nordensjold, in 1898. He concluded that all of the known
Portolans had been copied from just one original.
The next scholar to become fascinated with Portolans was Dr. Charles Hapgood of Keene
State Teachers’ College in New Hampshire. During the 1960s, working with the
assistance of the U.S. Air Force’s Strategic Air Command Cartographic Service,
Hapgood discovered several things about Portolans that were even more amazing than
their inexplicable accuracy. Hapgood’s Maps of the Ancient Sea Kings (1968) analyzed
all the known Portolans using the latest mathematics and satellite photographs.
He demonstrated three other things about Portolan maps without any possibility of doubt.
Firstly, all the Portolans had been drawn using the Great Pyramid at Giza as their
“centre” (0 latitude and 0 longitude). Secondly, Hapgood demonstrated that
Nordenskjold had been right back in 1898. All the Portolans had been copied from just
one original map that, somehow, had been preserved for thousands of years. This had to
be true because, thirdly, they showed the geography of the earth as it was during and just
after the last “Ice Age” and not how the earth was during the Late Middle Ages, the
Renaissance and presently.
As we have seen, a very major change in the earth’s geography was the melting of the
larger “Ice Age” glaciers starting about 11,500 BC and a rise in the world’s sea level of
about 300 feet within about 6000 years. As we have seen, this rise in the world’s sea
level flooded the “Atlantis” and “Plato” sea mounts and the islands of so-called
“Lyonesse” off Brittany. The Portolans all reflected this lower “Ice Age” sea level. They
show islands larger than they are today, river deltas smaller than they are today and they
show parts of continental land masses that are no longer above sea level.
This project proposal and description of “The Jesus Voyage” is definitely not the place to
discuss Portolans in any great detail. Portolans have already inspired several fascinating
and lengthy books in their own right. But Portolans do have great relevance for “The
Jesus Voyage” and the rationale behind it.
This is because of the Ibn Ben Zara Portolan map that was drawn in AD 1487 in
Toulouse in southern France. Toulouse is on the Canal du Midi near the portage in the
vicinity of Albi/Carcassonne (we will get to this portage, see pages 36-41 below) and is
thus conveniently and significantly on the route of “The Jesus Voyage”.

20
Both Nordensjold and Hapgood concluded that this Ibn Ben Zara map of AD 1487 came
closest to the original from which all the other Portolans had been copied. That is, Ben
Zara’s map was the best copy of it. If so, the priceless original Portolan template map
may still be somewhere in Toulouse.

Ben Zara Portolan (left) and modern (1997) map of the end of the Eurasian “Ice Age” showing the
small melt-off lakes around the periphery of the “Ice Age” ice cap. Rivers leading from these small
lakes drain into the modern Black Sea. Modern map by Walter Pitman and William Ryan.

Above, the Ibn Ben Zara Map of 1487 compared with a map prepared in 1997 by the
Columbia University oceanographers Walter Pitman and William Ryan. Most
unfortunately, the original Ibn Ben Zara map is very faded and does not reproduce well.
Note, however, the definite glaciation on England (painted white on the original). I have
emphasized the faded map’s line of the ice cap from England eastward for purposes of
this comparison. These maps are virtually identical except that the modern (1997)
Pitman/Ryan map was drawn on a polar projection and the AD 1487 Ben Zara map was
drawn on a flatter projection because its centre was not the North Pole, but the Great
Pyramid at Giza.
The situation is further obscured by the fact that poor Ben Zara was himself apparently
confused by the map he copied. He knew quite well that it was more accurate than other
maps showing his Mediterranean world, but he also knew that in AD 1487 there were
thriving cities in England, Denmark, Sweden and Norway. Therefore, his solution was
simply to draw in the ice cap and to add existing cities known to him “under” the
glaciers, as it were!
But both maps show Northern Europe glaciated, and show the many roughly circular
lakes around the periphery of the ice cap that gave the sources of the present great
“Russian” rivers. One naturally wonders how Ben Zara had all this modern geophysical
information about the “Ice Age” back in AD 1487. The only plausible answer is that Ben
Zara had a map, during his lifetime in AD 1487, that showed the conditions of “Ice Age”
Central Europe as long ago as about 11,500 to 10,000 BC when the “Ice Age” ice cap
was starting to melt.
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So, we have a decision to make, and it is not a very appealing one for conventional
historians of the “Judeo-Christian Tradition”. This is either all “coincidence” – or, our
putative “Atlantean” migrants and refugees of the “10,000 BC era” knew where to go,
and why in order to re-establish their culture along their own traditional lines.
We have been informed by Plato in his Timaeus and Critias dialogues that the Atlanteans
had a technology based upon, basically, the “Bronze Age”. That is to say, their
technology was based on what Plato called “mountain copper” (the “orichalcum” of the
Critias and Timaeus dialogues). This would make sense if, as seems possible or
probable, “Atlantis” per se had been the Atlantic land mass now represented by the
present “Azores Plateau”. The present “Azores Plateau”, as charted by modern sonar, is
about the size of France or California (about 157,000 square miles in area) and is
presently about 10,000 feet beneath the surface of the Atlantic Ocean and about the same
distance above the floor of the Atlantic Ocean. It was (and is) surrounded by the major
fracture in the earth’s tectonic plates. This fracture is called the “Mid-Atlantic Ridge” by
modern geophysicists.
If the now-submerged Azores Plateau was ever above sea level, then one could expect
that copper, especially, would have welled up from the major tectonic fractures of the
same so-called “Mid-Atlantic Ridge” that surrounds the Azores Islands presently.
An astute reader might ask, at this point, that if Portolans shows the earth’s geography
during the “Ice Age” or just after the end of it, then why don’t we have the land mass of
legendary Atlantis shown on at least one or two Portolan maps?
The truth is that we do, indeed, have such maps, but they have been ignored as much as
possible and, whenever possible, they have been discredited as hoaxes. The “Buache
Map” of the Atlantic shows land masses out in the Atlantic that are no longer there, but
they don’t resemble Plato’s description of Atlantis very much either. Buache’s large
islands may, however, actually represent, and seem to represent, the present “Plato” and
“Atlantis” sea mounts just before they submerged completely.
The most notorious or infamous map of Atlantis was disclosed by Dr. Paul Schliemann in
1908 and made headlines until 1912. He was the grandson of the famous Heinrich
Shliemann, discoverer and first excavator of Troy. According to Paul Schliemann, his
grandfather had found at Troy a vase of some odd metal (“orichalcum”, he suggested)
that was dedicated to the King of Troy, Priam, from the ruler of Atlantis who was
Poseidon. This vase, supposedly made of “orichalcum”, very quickly disappeared…and
many experts, who were too polite to call Paul Schliemann an arrant liar, would have
liked to examine it.
Along with the “orichalcum” vase, Paul Schliemann disclosed his supposed “Map of
Atlantis” – hinting, but not claiming outright, that it was based on a pottery sherd that his
grandfather had also discovered at Troy. This map vindicated Plato’s description of
Atlantis in the Critias and Timaeus dialogues almost too perfectly. Most scholars
dismiss it as a hoax – and quite truthfully, I’m inclined to agree with them.
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However, two things about this map are interesting. The major city of Atlantis (exactly
as per Plato) is depicted on the southeastern coast of Atlantis opposite the mainland of
Atlantic Europe. The circular patterns of the city are boat canals, traversed by bridges,
that served the city’s various quarters by delivering produce and cargo. Plato described
Atlantis as a great naval and maritime power that used rowed and sailed “triremes” for
warfare and used sailing vessels for merchant ships.
Plato was thinking of his own day’s naval architecture (about 400 BC). Atlantean ships,
if there were any, may really have been curraghs back in its heyday of about 9500 BC
(according to Plato’s chronology, that is). But the general “Celtic Cross” shape of this
city will concern us again in “Genetics in Western History and Religion”, pages 66-86.

Also, Plato did get another thing right about the Azores Plateau, and this map faithfully
reflects Plato’s ideas. All the mountains of today’s sunken Azores Plateau are actually in
the north. They are the Azores Islands of today. If the Azores Plateau had ever been at
sea level, as depicted above, then the Azores Island known as Pico Alto would have been
the highest mountain in the world, not Mount Everest. How did Plato know that the
highest mountains of his Atlantis were toward the north?
By the way, this is one of the several points that argue against the academically respected
theory of Marinatos that Plato’s Atlantis had been Minoan Crete. In Crete, the “White
Mountains” of the extreme southern coast are the highest elevations.
These mountains of the now-sunken Azores Plateau have been pushed up from the MidAtlantic Ridge by continually seeping flows of metal-bearing magma. The Mid-Atlantic
Ridge is the largest and most ancient tectonic fracture on the planet. It was formed when
Gondwana split off from Pangaea to begin the “drifting” of the continents into their
present configuration. One could, indeed, expect to find large deposits of “orichalcum”
(i.e. “mountain copper”) in the fractures surrounding the Azores Islands and the presently
sunken Azores Plateau, including the Mid-Atlantic Ridge.
Modern and highly profitable metal prospecting companies find copper today by tracing
these tectonic fractures. I have worked with Billiton International Metals of The Hague
helping to find sources of copper for modern mines. Readers can access “Esau’s Empire”
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I and II on this website. I give a couple of examples of my armchair metal prospecting
activities.
And now, at last, we come to it.
Accustomed to a copper-based technology, and maybe even metabolically adapted to
copper as a separate strain of humanity that used copper and not iron as the oxygencarrying ionic agent in their “blue blood”, did our putative “Atlanteans” push across
southern France and on into the Mediterranean?
Did they know, from maps like Ibn Ben Zara’s, that non-glaciated copper-bearing lands,
like the Danube River’s lower reaches, existed and had suddenly been left free for
colonization by the retreat of the “Ice Age” ice caps?
Historians of technology have always been somewhat puzzled as to why the so-called
“Chalcolithic” (“Copper and Stone Age”) and Bronze Ages came first and were the initial
stages of known metallurgy. Iron is much more common in geological deposits and is a
harder metal than copper or even the alloy of copper called “bronze”. Why, then, did the
so-called “Bronze Age” come earlier in human metallurgical history?
Maybe this anomalous technological evolution started simply because our hypothetical
Chalcolithic “Atlanteans” felt more healthy holding copper-based jewellery or weapons
in their hands, just like some people today still wear copper bracelets to ward off the
effects of arthritis. Bronze was called “The Royal Metal” long before iron began to be
smelted and used about 750 BC.
Did a map something like Ben Zara’s launch an “Atlantean Age of Discovery” about
10,000 years ago? That seems farfetched, maybe, but maps like Ben Zara’s certainly
launched Europe’s own “Age of Discovery” in the late 1400s.
I have written above that the 30-odd genuine Portolans depict the Mediterranean world
from Iberia to about the Black Sea. This is true. But there are some good reasons to
think – too complicated to cover here – that the Mediterranean portion was taken from an
original map that showed the entire world, and thus showed land westward from Europe
across the Atlantic. Columbus possessed such a map before he set sail from Palos on
August 3, 1492 (it is mentioned in his Log). Magellan had such a map before he set sail
1519 and it is mentioned in the account of the around-the-world voyage written of one of
his navigators, Pigafetta. Is this priceless “Pre-Columbus” map of the whole world
somewhere in Toulouse?
In any event, a visit to Ben Zara’s old house in Toulouse is an absolute must for “The
Jesus Voyage”.
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Christianity
To return to our major theme, true or original Christianity was the basic belief in a
Neolithic “good shepherd” or “teacher of righteousness”. He was traditionally put to
death by being hung on a “bush” (or “tree”, or “cross”) by a “Wicked Priest”.
And, by the way, obviously even the very concept of a “good shepherd” is possible only
within a culture that had achieved the domestication of sheep. And also, because sheep
and lambs are relatively vulnerable, the idea of a “good shepherd” would probably be
among the very first conceptions of a Neolithic culture that had managed to domesticate
this species. But the notion and necessary reality of shepherds inevitably leads to certain
“Christian” principles and moral values: the strong protecting the weak, the need to heal
sick and injured “lambs”, the obligation of selfless leadership and so on.
It is easy to show that these associations attached to the Neolithic Good Shepherd
thousands of years before either the Old Testament or the New Testament was written.
“The Jesus Voyage” intends to follow the actual apparent route of “true Christianity”
from the Atlantic to the Middle East and, with a real-life adventure, vividly re-create how
today’s so-called “Judeo-Christian Tradition” evolved.
Egyptian-educated Bishop Eusebius (AD 263-339?), usually accorded the epithet “Father
of Church History”, seems to have known something of the very ancient origins of
Christianity. He wrote that “Christianity is nothing new and outlandish”, but was the
oldest religion in the world.
St. Augustine (AD 354-430), a former North African pagan who eventually became the
Bishop of Hippo in modern Algeria, elaborated on the above-quoted comment by
Eusebius:
That which is called the Christian Religion existed among the Ancients,
and never did not exist, from the beginning of the human race until Christ
came in the flesh, at which time the true religion which already existed
began to be called Christianity.
There is mounting evidence that this prehistoric and Neolithic “saviour” was held to be
the consort of the Great Fertility Goddess, her continually regenerated husband-son. The
Neolithic Good Shepherd and consort-son of the Great Goddess was doomed to be
ritually sacrificed and replaced by a new “king” at various intervals of months or years,
depending on the specific Neolithic cultural group or “tribe”. Both Sir James Fraser in
The Golden Bough and Robert Graves in The White Goddess have discussed this custom
in great detail. It might have been inevitable that the Good Shepherd himself would
come to be equated and associated with his own lambs. Thus Jesus came to his fate “like
a lamb to the slaughter” and a metaphor for Jesus is “the Lamb of God”, and so on.
The first known name of the Great Goddess seems to have been Dana (though Robert
Graves says it was Anna). She was known in Egypt as Isis and to the Greco-Romans as
Aphrodite-Venus. In the Middle East, she was also called Cybele, Astarte, Ishtar and had
many other names in many languages extending into western India. The first Grail was
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her womb, a vessel that continually regenerated humanity and the whole world. And,
ultimately, all subsequent historical representations of the Holy Grail referred back to this
ancient symbolic motif.
There are some purely zoological reasons for thinking that this belief in the Great
Goddess and her Good Shepherd consort-son seems to have originated either on
“Atlantis” itself, or (at least) “somewhere” out in the Atlantic Ocean. Or, and perhaps
even more probably, it may have originated on the now-sunken islands of lost
“Lyonesse” off the coast of modern Brittany. This location of “Lyonesse” may explain
why, in Roman Catholic oral tradition (for it is not written in any known New Testament
source) “St. Ann of Brittany” is held to be the mother of Virgin Mary. That is, “St. Ann
of Brittany” was held to be the maternal grandmother of Jesus.
This folk belief is something of a minor puzzle in itself because it is difficult to imagine
how orthodox Early Christians in the Middle East, Greece and Rome could even have
learned of far-away Brittany. And why choose a woman from Brittany, of all places, as
the mother of supposedly Palestinian Mary?
But “St. Ann of Brittany” may be an allegorical personification of the very first phases of
Neolithic development, a time before even Good Shepherds became widely known and
generally necessary. “St. Ann” may symbolize a time when the domestication of sheep
had just barely been accomplished and it may have been an achievement that was first
introduced in Brittany. There are, in fact, several intriguing linguistic reasons for
thinking so.
The religion of the Neolithic Earth Goddess and her Good Shepherd consort-son
apparently appeared in Northwest Europe first and quickly travelled through southern
France. Then it travelled with Neolithic colonists from the Viols-le-Fort and Narbonne
region on across the Mediterranean Sea via the islands of Corsica, Sardinia, Sicily and
Malta by about 7000 BC.
An important centre of this belief was established in the northern Adriatic Sea within the
maritime so-called “Danilo-Hvar Culture” by 7000 BC. And it was here, apparently, that
the Great Goddess was worshipped as a “Fish Goddess” similar to the fish goddesses of
the Danubian Vinca and Lepinski Vir cultures. The problem is that we don’t know
whether the idea of Isis was inspired by Danubian fish goddesses or whether the cultural
borrowing went the other way.
From the northern Adriatic, this form of Goddess worship and “true Christianity” was
taken even further south and east to Crete, Cyprus, Egypt and elsewhere on the mainland
Middle East. We know this, or we can (more or less) safely conjecture it, because
“Balkan-style” sheep and goats from the northern Adriatic arrived in the Nile Delta at the
same time as the basic Christian story. And in the Nile Delta, the Great Goddess was
simultaneously and very firmly established as “Isis”, originally a Fish Goddess, by about
6000 BC.
An intriguing question, but one that may never be answered and one which is also well
beyond the specific focus of “The Jesus Voyage” project, is the origin of the Great
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Goddess as “Isis”... who eventually transmuted into the Virgin Mary. Was this fishy and
maritime notion of the Great Goddess conceived somewhere out on the Atlantic Ocean,
or on the Atlantic coast of Northwest Europe? Or, on the northern Adriatic Sea coast in
close proximity to Danubian cultures? No one knows.
We know only that “Isis” was the identity by which the Neolithic and megalithic Great
Goddess was known in Egypt from at least 6000 BC. We can also safely conjecture that
“Isis” was brought directly to Egypt by maritime colonists from the northern Adriatic’s
so-called “Danilo-Hvar Culture”. But we do not know where belief in “Isis” actually
originated.
It should also be mentioned that at some time, maybe between about 7000 BC and
perhaps 4000 BC, the Neolithic belief in true Christianity of the Goddess and the Good
Shepherd extended all the way to western India. This accounts for the many uncanny
similarities between Jesus Christ, Lord Krishna and even Buddha as “good shepherds”
and “teachers of righteousness”.

Greek sculpture of “Apollo-like
youth as the Good Shepherd”,
3rd century BC.

Boddisattva as the Good Shepherd.
India, 3rd century BC.

Scholars of comparative religion have long noted that teachings, parables and sayings
attributed to Jesus, Buddha and Krishna are not just generally similar. Given the
uncertainties of translation, they seem actually to be identical in literally scores of
instances. Some esoteric groups, notably the Rosicrucians, have tried to explain the
situation by speculating that Jesus must have travelled to India in his youth in order to
teach and to learn before he began his ministry in Palestine. But this assumption cannot,
of course, explain why the many statues of the Good Shepherd are pre-Christian by
centuries.
The “Atlantean”, or (at least) Atlantic, origin of this “true Christianity” may be hinted by
a rite that was performed even as late as the 1920s in some parts of India. An interesting
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story was told by the famous British novelist, E.M. Forster. He was once a secretary and
general factotum for a minor Indian Raja and was charged with organizing the local
religious celebrations. Forster recounts that the ten days commemorating the birth of
Lord Krishna culminated in the ceremony of sinking of a mud-built model of a city in a
pond.
This incident is related in Forster’s little known collection of letters entitled The Hill at
Devi (1927), written long before his much more famous novel, A Passage to India. Did
this ancient but so recently living custom reflect some localized Indian flooding? Or, did
it reflect Plato’s version of the end of Atlantis? Did it recall the similar sinking, on a
smaller scale, of the lost islands of Lyonesse? Perhaps it is only coincidence that the
traditional capital city of Lyonnesse was most anciently called “Kris”.
It is very much worth noting before we continue with this over-view of “The Jesus
Voyage” that people believing in the Old Religion or “true Christianity” were, by our
present standards, remarkably peaceful. What Dr. Marija Gimbutas has termed the
“Civilization of the Goddess” once extended from Ireland to India between about 10,000
BC and about 4500 BC when Indo-European Language speakers from the Caucasussteppes of “Russia” began to encroach upon it.
As of the time this is being written (February 2003), over 100 sites of this Goddessworshipping culture have been excavated in Northwest Europe, the Mediterranean coasts
of France, Italy, the Balkans, Greece and a scattering of sites through Syria, Iraq, Iran and
on into western India. Just recently, in August 2002, the discovery of the “oldest city in
the world”, underwater just off the Kathiawar Peninsula of extreme western India, was
somewhat over-enthusiatically announced. It has so far been dated to about 7500 BC.
There were no empires, although there was a definite and cohesive religious conception
among these far-flung people and many cultural affinities from one site to the next. They
lived in apparently independent townships, some of which could accommodate up to
10,000 people. In some places they constructed stone-built houses or cottages laid out
along identifiable streets, as at Viols-le-Fort, Rennes-le-Chateau and many sites in the
Balkans. In other places, they built wooden houses. There are always megalithic
structures near their settlements and dotting the countryside between villages.
There could have been very little organized warfare during this 10,000 BC to 4500 BC
era because weapons represent less than 1% of the tens of thousands of artifacts so far
recovered. During this long period from 10,000 BC to 4500 BC in Europe and Western
Asia, not one walled town or city has so far been discovered. They were peaceful
artisans, farmers, orchard-tenders, herdsmen, beekeepers and, above all, traders by both
land and sea. The bulk of artifacts (65%) presently tabulated consists of wooden, stone,
copper and sometimes bronze tools and implements (including boat paddles with long
handles). About 30% of the artifacts are personal adornments and some things have not
been identified.
City and town sites are predominantly coastal or located on navigable rivers leading to
the sea. It is very evident that people of this Old European Civilization much preferred to
settle on islands near a mainland whenever possible. Groups that penetrated inland even
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built artificial islands out in lakes -- large wooden platforms supported on wooden pylons
with only a narrow bridge to the shore.
Literally tens of thousands of clay-moulded votive offerings to the Great Goddess have
been recovered from the period 10,000 to 4500 BC, the majority of them clustering
around 6500 to 4500 BC, a fact that seems to indicate the heyday of the Old European
Civilization. The Great Goddess is always depicted naked, sometimes reclining and
sometimes in the process of giving birth. She has wide hips and hefty breasts, and there
may well be a definite cultural affinity with, and evolution from, the “Venus figurines” of
some Upper Paleolithic European hunting cultures of the last “Ice Age” about 23,000 BC.
Votive offerings of the Neolithic Good Shepherd usually show him with a proud erection
and swollen testicles appropriate for the consort of a fertility goddess.
It may be that Hesiod, a Greek poet who was a near contemporary of Homer, was
referring to folk memories of this Old European Civilization when he wrote of a past
“Golden Age” of humanity. During this Golden Age, he wrote, “men then lived on
honey and acorn-bread and were subject to their mothers their whole life long, but at least
they did not make war upon one another”.
“The Jesus Voyage” intends to visit Neolithic-megalithic sites (and museums) on
Corsica, Sardinia, Sicily, Malta and Hvar where hundreds of artifacts of this Old
European Civilization of the Goddess can be seen. Archaeologists began to realize with
great excitement back in the 1970s that an entirely new civilization had been discovered.
The previous lost civilizations of Minoan Crete and Mycenaean Greece, not to mention
the excavation of Homer’s Troy, had generated immense fascination among scholars and
the general public. But the very recently discovered “Civilization of the Goddess” was
immeasurably older than Minoa, Mycenae or Troy and was the deepest taproot of
Western culture.
French anthropologists Marcel Griaule and Germaine Dieterlen have documented the fact
that the basic Christian story had come to pre-dynastic Egypt by at least 6000 BC. By
1400 BC in Egypt, specific motifs of recognizable modern Christianity had evolved.
These motifs included initial baptism with the “water of life”, the Triune nature of the
Divinity (Father, Son and a female Holy Spirit) and the similarly triune “Holy Family”.
The Egyptian saviour was called the meseh, or “crocodile”, because he was ritually
anointed with crocodile oil. He “became” a crocodile. Personally, I suspect that his
association with crocodiles was because of the obvious fact that crocodiles are
voracious predators of fish. They seemed eager and determined, therefore, to fill
themselves (in a way) with the essence of the Fish Goddess Isis.
The Ancient Egyptian practice of Christianity also included some specific liturgical
vestments that are still used by some Christian priests today…such as the Christian
“dalmatic” style of ceremonial robe (from “Dalmatia” on the Adriatic coast).
Archaeologist Howard Carter was stunned when he discovered a genuine Christian
dalmatic and other priestly Christian trappings during his excavation of Tutankhamun’s
famous tomb (dated about 1350 BC). Naturally, today’s popular television and
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supposedly “educational” documentaries avoid any mention of Tutankhamun’s Christian
associations and usually offer titillating disinformation about the “curse of the mummy”
instead.
The Israelites, during their well-known sojourn in “Goshen” (Northeastern Egypt) about
1400-1300 BC, picked up this Egyptian belief in a world saviour and modified the
Egyptian word meseh into the Hebrew word messiah, meaning “the anointed one”. But
the biblical Hebrews, while accepting the male Egyptian Messiah easily enough, felt
compelled to change the sex of the supreme deity to conform with their male-dominant
mindset. Earth Mother Isis became “our father” Jehovah.
The Son and saviour’s “proper name” seems always to have been Essa or Issa (as used in
the Koran), and this is still the Arabic/Aramaic for our word “Jesus”, which is merely a
Latin form of the same name.
The prophets of the Old Testament are thought to have come out of “the wilderness” (as
the Bible calls it) around the Dead Sea where the so-called “Essene” community was
located. These people were really and more properly Essa-enes...that is, hermit and
ascetic believers in the world-saving messiah. One of the most famous prophets, Hosea
(circa 750 BC), makes no bones about the messiah’s originally Egyptian origins…from
the Israelites’ point of view, that is. “Out of Egypt have I called my Son”, wrote Hosea.

Left: Isis holding infant Horus as the “Madonna and Child” Greco-Egyptian,
3rd century BC.
Right: Familiar later Christian Madonna and Child, 5th century AD.
Note (arrow) that even the horns of Isis are replicated, but as wheat sheaves, on this
Christian Madonna. The “halo” was originally the light-essence of divinity in Isis.
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Obviously, however, so-called “prophecy” was not any sort of factor here. There was
never any such thing as the “pre-existent Christ”. This was merely a conception of
desperate Christian theologians who had to explain away so much pre-Christian evidence
of Jesus. Essenes like Hosea were actually historians of an already ancient religious
tradition, although Israelite knowledge of it apparently did not reach back beyond the
Ancient Egyptian adoption of a much older creed.
This is why the Dead Sea Scrolls have caused so much controversy for orthodox
Christianity and Judaism and why the complete translation of them was withheld for over
half a century. The full translation was finally leaked on the Internet. The “Teacher of
Righteousness”, “Jesus”, is mentioned in Dead Sea Scrolls that have been Carbon-dated
to 250 BC. This did not suit the purposes of either modern Christians or Israel.
This name of “Essa” or “Issa” means, quite literally, the issue or essence of the Goddess
Isis and it is a muted and distorted whisper from prehistoric Neolithic times when the
son-husband of the Great Fertility Goddess was believed to be “Her” consort.
There’s biblical evidence that this name, Iesu, which the Hebrews rendered “Y’shua” or
our modern “Joshua” or “Jesus”, was in usage by at least about 1400-1350 BC, or
roughly the time of Tutankhamun. But this evidence requires an explanation.
Sigmund Freud, the discoverer of psychoanalysis, applied his methods to the Old
Testament and fundamental Judaism. In Moses and Monotheism (1939), he concluded
that the biblical Moses had been the Egyptian “heretical Pharaoh” known as Akenaten.
Akenaten tried to impose his own fanatical monotheistic belief in the “Egyptian” god
Aten on all Egyptians. But Aten may really have been a genuine Hebrew conception
because worship of him actually predated Akenaten’s birth and was localized in
northeastern Egypt, or “Goshen”, where the biblical Israelites traditionally resided for a
time. See “Genetics in Western History and Religion”, pages 61-80, below.
Akenaten’s attempt to impose monotheism was a most unpopular move among the vast
majority of Egyptians who had, by about 1375 BC, created a numerous and highly
regional pantheon. Akenaten was deposed and chased into exile. Sigmund Freud
suspected that this flight of Akenaten and his followers had been the “Exodus” of the
Bible. The biblical name “Moses” was just the well-known Egyptian suffix mosis – as in
Thothmosis, for example. The word meant roughly “rightful heir” or “rightful child” in
Ancient Egyptian. It was used in some XVIII Dynasty legal documents. Thus, the biblical
Hebrews of the Exodus regarded Moses as the rightful child of Aten, or even the rightful
“king”, even if most of the Egyptins had repudiated him and had chased him into exile.
The successor of biblical Moses was, of course, “Joshua ben Nun” (or “Joshua, son of the
Fish”), just as the successor of Akenaten was known to have been Tutankhamun, the
theoretical son of the Fish Goddess Isis. Therefore, Tutankhamun must also have been
“Joshua” or “Issa” or “Jesus”.
Freud personally knew the British archaeologist Howard Carter, the excavator of
Tutankhamun’s famous tomb, and met him several times at various European scientific
conferences. Freud and Carter also conducted a long correspondence. Freud knew that
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Tutankhamun had tried to reconcile Egyptians by permitting and restoring worship of the
traditional gods and goddesses, even though he himself apparently believed in Aten
during all of his brief life. Freud also knew that Tutankhamun had been murdered by
dismemberment while being hung on a tree, an ancient Israelite form of punishment
reserved for particularly odious criminals or particularly dangerous enemies.
The Talmud mentions Jesus – or more often, “a certain person” – over twenty times.
According to the Talmud, Jesus had been a false prophet or “evil magician” who styled
himself “king” and who was executed for trying to lead Israel astray. The Bible then
immediately mentions “Joshua” as the successor to Moses. Freud the psychiatrist
suspected immediately that this Joshua, the Israelites’ biblical conqueror of Canaan, had
been a “compensating psychological projection” on the part of the Hebrews.
The Hebrews, probably under orders from the deposed and exiled Akenaten, executed
Tutankhamun as a traitor and apostate to Aten-worship. The High Priest of Aten who
officiated was called Panhesy. But, guilt-ridden at having killed a Pharaoh and Messiah,
the priests then psychologically transmuted their real victim into their mythic champion.
Freud’s conclusions were given much support because archaeology from the 1930s to the
1950s (and still) has failed to find any evidence of Joshua’s military conquest of Canaan,
or any Hebrew military conquest of Canaan. In fact, there’s no evidence whatsoever of a
specifically identifiable Hebrew presence in Palestine until about 850 BC.
There’s no real mystery about where the biblical Israelites were from the time of the
Exodus about 1350 BC until the first signs of them in Palestine about 850 BC, a period of
roughly 500 years. However, Jewish religious and socio-economic leaders have taken
great trouble to suppress this knowledge because it undermines any justification for the
creation of the modern State of Israel in former Palestine.
But, aside from all that, it is clear enough that “Joshua” didn’t exist in his Old Testament
role. However, his name “Y’shua” or “Jesus” was equated in time with Tutankhamun.
Both biblical “Joshua” and Tutankhamun lived about 1350-1330 BC. The identification
of Joshua with Tutankhamun seemed to be clenched when Carter discovered obviously
Christian priestly garments and obviously “Christian” symbolism in Tutankhamun’s
tomb. Modern medical examination of Tutankhamun’s mummy has also confirmed that
the boy king, who was about 19 years old when he died, had been virtually dismembered.
So, the name “Issa”, “Y’shua”, “Joshua” or “Jesus” had been applied to the Messiah as
early as about 1350 BC. In the modern Greek version of the Bible, for example, there is
no such person as “Joshua ben Nun” in the Old Testament. In the standard Greek version
of the Old Testament, straightforward “Jesus” supposedly conquered Canaan for the
Israelites. Latin-speaking Romans and Palestinians of John the Baptist’s time would have
written the name as “Iesus” or “Jesus”, but they still would have pronounced it something
like “Yesus”.
This ancient and Egyptian Christian belief in “Jesus” son of Isis was appropriated and
distorted by Hebrews living in Palestine during the confused time of Roman take-over
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from the Greeks. This change in the political domination of the Mediterranean world
followed the Roman victory over Antony and Cleopatra in 31 BC at the Battle of Actium.
The Jews very quickly discovered that the Romans were much less tolerant of Jewish
behaviour than the easy-going Ptolemaic Greek rule of Antony and Cleopatra had been.
The Romans had no patience with fanatical Hebrew religious beliefs that continually
inspired Jewish zealots to undertake armed revolts against Caesar Augustus and his
successors. The Roman response was a strong military presence, quick crucifixion of
militant dissidents and even the eventual expulsion of Jews from Judea.
Both Greeks and their Roman successors have been presented in Judeo-Christian
literature as immoral and decadent oppressors of righteously God-fearing monotheistic
Jews who lived according to the strict morality of The Law of Moses. Well, that’s one
way of looking at it.
But another way of looking at it is that both the Greeks and Romans sought to create
what Alexander the Great had termed a “Cosmopolis”, a “World City”, where diverse
people from different countries could live together with a degree of social and sexual
equality (given the conceptions of that era, that is) and where an open interchange of
religious, intellectual, cultural, literary and scientific ideas could flourish. This is
precisely similar to the modern ideals of tolerant “Multiculturalism” and our recognition
of the so-called “Global Village” in our own time.
The great Library of Alexandria, founded by Alexander’s immediate successor in Egypt,
Ptolemy I, was a tangible manifestation of Alexander’s dream. And the teeming,
sophisticated and “cosmopolitan” city of Alexandria was itself the living proof of a
“world city” where scholars from all over the known world, representing most known
cultures and religious ideas, studied and taught freely.
The Jews wanted no part of this so-called “Cosmopolis” – unless, that is, their own
religious Law, which was the only possible “righteousness” in the eyes of their God, was
absolutely imposed upon everyone.
They fought first the Greeks and then the Romans with fanatical determination to avoid
any acceptance of, or assimilation within, any such world community. On a very basic
level, they refused to intermarry with non-Jews, and they generally still do. The Greeks
and Romans viewed this behaviour as a blatant form of we what would now term
“racism”. Because they were the self-proclaimed “Chosen People”, the inference was,
and must be, that Jews considered themselves superior to the rest of humanity. Where
did this unbending religious intolerance and cultural chauvinism come from? A possible
geographic and genetic answer to this question is offered in “Genetics in Western History
and Religion”, pages 61-80.
The belief in Isis and her Good Shepherd son and consort, the so-called “Messiah”, had
already made considerable inroads in Palestine before the Battle of Actium. This was
completely understandable because both Palestine and Egypt belonged to Marc Antony
under the division of formerly Greek territory approved by the Roman Senate.
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In fact, it is more than just a little interesting to note, in view of subsequent Christian socalled “history”, that Marc Antony “gave” Palestine to his lover, Cleopatra, in 44 BC.
Cleopatra, then, personally ruled Palestine up until the victory of Octavian, much better
known to New Testament readers as “Augustus Caesar”. It was Cleopatra, not Antony,
who established Herod the Great as a Jewish puppet king over part of Palestine.
This leads to an extremely interesting possibility that is, admittedly, just a speculation.
The famous and beautiful Cleopatra who captivated both Julius Caesar and Marc Antony
was actually the seventh in a succession of Cleopatras. She was, in the belief of
Egyptians at least, a direct descendant from the ancient Great Goddess Isis.
Egypt had a semi-matriarchal system. A male aspirant to the Egyptian throne could
become Pharaoh (literally “the light”, but by usage “king”) only if he married the current
descendant of Isis. He then automatically also became the “Meseh” or “Messiah”. This
usually meant that a brother married his sister (the supposed matrilinear descendant of
Isis) in order that royalty and wealth would remain “all in the family”. But occasionally,
usurpers managed to become Pharaoh by marrying an “Isis-descended” princess.
At least one of Cleopatra VII’s brothers married her to become Pharaoh of Egypt and he
was apparently either accidentally or purposefully drowned in the Nile. She appears to
have married a second brother, too, and he seems to have been assassinated. All this
happened before Julius Caesar arrived on the Alexandrian scene. He was the uninvited
Roman “protector” of the grain-rich formerly Greek-ruled territory of Egypt that was so
avidly coveted by Rome.
Caesar also married Cleopatra in order to solidify his position as Pharaoh. At least, he
married her by Egyptian rites. However, he wisely didn’t advertise this fact to the SPQR
(the official and ponderously ubiquitous abbreviation for Senatus Populusque
Romanorum or “the Senate and People of the Romans”). Nonetheless, in Egyptian eyes,
Caesar was Pharaoh...for a short time, anyway. After the assassination of Julius Caesar,
his dashing cavalry commander, Marc Antony, also promptly succumbed to Cleopatra’s
charms, married her, and so became the last Pharaoh of “Ancient” Egypt.
As we know, with Octavian’s victory at Actium and his immediate invasion of Egypt,
Marc Antony fell on his sword and Cleopatra clasped a poisonous snake (traditionally an
asp) to her bosom. Her son by Julius Caesar, Caesarion, was summarily killed by
Octavian since Caesarion was Caesar’s legal heir and this made Augustus Caesar’s own
legal position more than just a little iffy. Naturally, being a Roman from a patriarchal
culture, Octavian paid little attention to Cleopatra’s daughters.
There were at least two daughters of Cleopatra VII and they were of crucial importance
within the Egyptian matriarchal scheme of things because they were (supposedly, that is)
direct descendants of Isis through their mother. Anyone who married them would have
become the legitimate Egyptian Messiah. One daughter, thought to have been the eldest,
was called Cleopatra Selene and is known to have married King Juba I of Mauretania.
She is therefore accounted for.
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But one daughter is not accounted for and this brings us to a matter that all Christian
historians and theologians have been very careful to avoid. According to the JewishRoman historian Flavius Josephus in his Antiquities of the Jews (Book XVIII), John the
Baptist from Egypt attracted crowds of up to 50,000 people in Jerusalem and Judea at
some date after AD 21 (but before AD 52), the exact duration of John’s ministry is
uncertain. John offered the Ancient Egyptian rite of Baptism in running water (i.e.
“living” water) as a prerequisite for the eternal life of the soul. This was before the days
of mass media and therefore John must have had some obvious claim to fame among
those people who fondly remembered the tolerant rule of Egypt and Palestine under
Cleopatra.
First of all, it is important to realize that, in theory at least, only an Egyptian PharaohMessiah could offer and conduct the rite of Baptism. The Pharaoh and Messiah was also
the Chief Priest of Ptolemaic Egyptian life. And, although his secular title was “Pharaoh”
and his spiritual title was “the Messiah”, his more popular or “familial” name would have
been something like “Iessu” or “Issa” or “Essa” – that is, “the essence or issue of Isis”.
This may sound complicated, but it is roughly analogous to the custom that the “Prince of
Wales” is traditionally “Heir Apparent” to the British throne and the present one is
popularly known by his family-given name of “Charles”. All three are the same person.
Was the figure we know as John the Baptist a legitimate Messiah of Egypt – the
legitimate Messiah at the dawn of the “Christian Era”?
Was he the longed-for Messiah of those Palestinians who were either of Egyptian
extraction themselves or who were Jewish sympathizers of Cleopatra’s former regime?
Given the harshness of Octavian’s (“Augustus Caesar’s”) policy in both Palestine and in
Egypt, there almost must have been some sort of “Palestinian-Egyptian Liberation
Organization” in John the Baptist’s lifetime. To stress how close in time Cleopatra was
to the start of the “Christian Era”, we should realize that at least a few Palestinians alive
in John the Baptist’s day could have retained a genuine living memory of Cleopatra. She
had been dead only fifty-one years in AD 21.
It is not at all unlikely that at least some Jews in Palestine would have also gravitated to
this Egyptian Messiah in spite of his Egyptian origin, or maybe even because of it. There
was a sort of “Messiah madness” infecting the Jews of the day and, referring to the
advent of the Messiah, the prophet Hosea had said it clearly enough: “Out of Egypt I
have called my Son”. Such Jews would have expected the Messiah to rally the
“Palestinian-Egyptian Liberation Organization” and kick the hated Romans out of both
countries.
Several things should be emphasized here, if only because they have been so deftly sidestepped by both Jewish and Christian writers. First of all, Palestine at the time of the
Roman take-over from the Greeks was not predominantly “Jewish”. The impression
given, and purposefully given, in Judeo-Christian literature is that Palestine of the time
was almost wholly a Jewish territory.
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Biblical Hebrews did represent a sizable minority of the “Holy Land’s” population, but
not the majority of it. This is clear from Roman taxation records. Also, when the Romans
expelled the Jews from Judea in AD 70, well, the place wasn’t in any way desolated or
depopulated. All sorts of people lived in Palestine: Jews, Greeks, Egyptians and native
Palestinians who worshipped all sorts of gods and goddesses. There is undoubtedly a
much greater proportion of Jews in the territory of “Palestine” today than there ever was
at any time in the past.
The “Messiah madness” that affected the Jews of the time has been attributed in JudeoChristian literature solely to the Jewish expectation of the Messiah’s advent that had been
“prophesied” in the Old Testament. But this is also a distortion of reality and one that has
been achieved by the simple expedient of ignoring everyone except Jews who inhabited
Palestine and by ignoring everything that was not Jewish-related in Palestine. But the
truth of the matter is that so long as the Ptolemaic Greeks ruled Palestine there had
always been a Messiah as a “savoiur” who could offer baptism and “life” to the people.
The “Messiah madness” of the first century was due to the lack of a Messiah, not due
mostly to ancient biblical prophecies of one to come at some undefined time in the future.
Remember that Palestine had traditionally belonged to Egypt and was considered an
Egyptian “sphere of influence”. Marc Antony’s rule of Palestine and Egypt had been
confirmed by the SPQR and he, in turn, had “given” Palestine to Cleopatra (it was
already hers and Egypt’s by tradition). But since the time Marc Antony and Cleopatra
had been defeated in 31 BC, and since Egypt had been occupied a year later (30 BC), a
great proportion of Palestinian people had been bereft of their Messiah.
If there was “Messiah madness” in Palestine during and after the time of Augustus
Caesar’s long reign, it was because there had been no Egyptian Messiah for about forty
years and yet one was suddenly rumoured to be alive, well and active.
This excitement would have gripped the many Egyptians in Palestine most directly, but it
would also have fascinated some Jews because of their own Old Testament “prophecies”.
Even some Greeks and pagan Palestinians would have been at least curious about this
rumoured Messiah because Roman rule was oppressive. The Messiah, in some peoples’
opinion, would end Roman domination.
To have been the legitimate Egyptian Messiah meant that John would most likely have
been born to a daughter or granddaughter of Cleopatra and also be married to his own
sister. Cleopatra VII died in 30 BC and one of her daughters, Cleopatra Arsinoë, is
thought to have been about 10 years old at the time. This would have made her about 40
years old when John could have been born at “about the time of the New Testament’s
nativity story”. We are specifically informed in the New Testament that “Jesus” and
John were born within six months of each other.
According to the New Testament, John’s mother was named Elizabeth and she was
“stricken in years” so that her husband was amazed to think that she could have a child.
Forty was a fairly old age back then, but did not necessarily compromise a woman’s
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fertility. Elizabeth could certainly have conceived a child at that age, or even more than
one, and could also have borne them successfully.
Most books supplying “names for girls” say that the name Elizabeth means something
like “Oath of God”. It does not. At least, not in Hebrew. It means El (“god” or
“goddess”)-isa (“Isis”)-beth/bat (“girl” or “house”). So, we have “House of the Goddess
Isis” as Elizabeth’s real name in Hebrew. “Oath of God” is not just ridiculous, it is
serious disinformation. Perhaps this misdirection has been intended to obscure and
disguise any possible connection between “Jesus” and Cleopatra.
The meaning of “House of the Goddess Isis” is fairly clear anyway, but becomes even a
little clearer with an insight into Egyptian usage. And any daughter of Cleopatra VII,
Queen of Egypt (even deposed and dead), would not have forgotten her own Egyptian
origins. In Egyptian, even any ordinary married woman was regarded as the “house” of
her husband. The Queen of Egypt was “the house of Pharaoh”. A descendant of Isis
would certainly, therefore, have been the “house” or “dwelling place” of the Goddess.
It would not have been so odd if a daughter (or granddaughter?) of Cleopatra happened to
reside in Palestine and called herself “Elisabeth” (i.e. “Elishabat” in the local HebrewAramaic pronunciation). Palestine had just recently belonged to Egypt and Cleopatra,
after all, and Cleopatra had even resided there for a time. It is even possible that
Cleopatra Arsinoë had actually been born in Palestine if, as seems probable from her
assumed age, she was the daughter of either of Cleopatra’s two early husbands or Julius
Caesar. And as far as danger from the Romans was concerned, they occupied Egypt just
as thoroughly and brutally as they occupied Palestine. Egypt was no safer than Palestine
for the matriarchal heir of Cleopatra.
I have always found it a bit curious that two of the most dominant personalities of the
early “Christian Era”, the near-contemporaries Cleopatra and Jesus, are almost never
mentioned in the same breath or sentence by historians. But here we have a definite
indication that John the Baptist may have been related to Cleopatra, we have some reason
to conjecture that John could have been the legitimate Egyptian Messiah and we have
several very good reasons to think that the Messiah had always been called “Jesus” from
at least 1350 BC.
The figure we know as “Mary Magdalene”, therefore, may well also have been John the
Baptist’s sister and wife. We know nothing much about her except that, according to the
Gospel of Philip from the Nag Hammadi texts discovered in 1945, she was the Messiah’s
“special and beloved companion” and that he often kissed her on the lips.
Perhaps it only has to be added that Cleopatra Arsinoë is thought to have died in Ephesus
in modern Turkey at the age of 67...just like the Virgin Mary. It is recorded that
Cleopatra Arsinoë ended her days as a priestess in the Ephesus Temple of Artemis.
Artemis was the local “Turkish” name and identity of the Great Goddess.
Because of the popularity of John the Baptist, the Egyptian religion of the Messiah was
thus already threatening the dominance of Judaism in some areas of Roman-ruled
Palestine. Less than three generations after the Battle of Actium, for example, Paul went
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to preach “Christiantity” in Ephesus...and found that “Christians” were already well
established there. But in Ephesus “the Christ” was the Egyptian Messiah named John
who had offered the Ancient Egyptian rite of baptism as the prerequisite for eternal life.
John the Baptist, by the way, is the only major personality of the New Testament to be
mentioned in any historical source outside of the New Testament itself. John is
favourably described by Flavius Josephus in Antiquities of the Jews (Book XVIII).
Something had to be done about the threat to Judaism posed by Egyptian Christianity.
And something was, indeed, done about it. The originally Ptolemaic-Egyptian religion of
“Christianity” or “Messiah-worship” was given a specifically Judaic origin by Hebrews
living in Palestine in order to disguise its legitimate Egyptian content and especially to
disguise any possible connection with Isis. This historical distortion and imposition
became so-called “orthodox Christianity” that we think we know today.
This distortion occurred simply because Saul, a Jewish rabbinical student under the great
Rabbi Gamaliel (grandson of Hillel), suddenly “converted” to Christianity and became
“Paul”.
And, as Paul (later “St. Paul”), he wrote almost all of the original New Testament which
modern scholars technically call “Marcion’s Canon”. Hyam Maccoby, a rather famous
modern Jewish scholar at the Leo Baeck Talmudic Institute in London, England, has
admitted and demonstrated Saul/Paul’s hijacking of Christianity in his book The
Mythmaker: Paul and the Invention of Christianity (1986).
Paul rather obviously used the truly historical career of John the Baptist as the basic
structure of the New Testament story because he could hardly do anything else. John’s
activities were quite well known to literally thousands of people living in Palestine in
Paul’s time. John’s existence and activities had also been acknowledged by one of the
most respected historians of the time, and a Jewish one at that.
But then, using the age-old “proper name” of the Messiah, Paul invented a fictitious “true
saviour” named “Jesus” – John’s “other” name. This “Jesus” came from a purely Jewish
background and had no connections with Egypt at all (except for Hosea’s awkward
“prophecy”). Paul played it even safer by writing that John and Jesus had been born only
six months apart and to mothers who were actually related. It was thus fairly easy to
confuse the real career of John with the fictional addition of Jesus – and then to meld one
with the other. The ruse worked simply because very few people in either Palestine or
Rome were literate and Paul was an extremely prolific and equally gifted writer.
He wrote almost all there was to read about “Christ”, including almost certainly the
Gospel of John (there’s an internal “almost proof” of Paul’s authorship) and probably
also the Gospel of Luke. In addition, Paul wrote the majority of Epistles in the New
Testament. Subsequent Early Christian priests and bishops, having little recourse except
to rely upon Paul’s writing, preached Paul’s version of the Christian story and it became
“orthodox”.
Although the Romans initially persecuted Christians, whom they viewed as a slightly less
obnoxious sect of hated Judaism because of Paul’s historical disinformation, Paul’s
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version of events was highly propagandized and its popularity grew rapidly in Rome.
This was because it was just on the cusp of being “politically correct” for the times.
Rome’s relatively young culture was contending against both the antiquity of Egyptian
civilization and the prestige of Greek intellectualism. But there was more to the eventual
victory of orthodox Roman Christianity than merely that. Genetics came into play again
with the barbarian invasions of Rome, and in a very big way. See pages 61-80 below.
Since first Rome and later the Roman Church thoroughly conquered Egypt, well, history
has always been written by the victors. The Roman conquest of Greco-Egyptian
civilization was not merely military with Caesar Augustus’ defeat of Antony and
Cleopatra in 31 BC. This military victory was capped by intellectual conquest in AD 391
when the Roman Bishop Theophilus thoroughly destroyed the Alexandrian library and
killed all the Egyptian (or “Coptic”) Christians he could find. In Europe, therefore, the
true origin of Christianity was all but lost beneath highly publicized Roman Church
orthodoxy based on the New Testament.
Nonetheless, some inexplicable and embarrassing loose ends remained.
Why did the Irish Druids revere their “Yesu”, a “good shepherd” and “teacher of
righteousness”, some three centuries before Rome’s (Paul’s) “historical Jesus” was
supposedly born? How are the pre-Christian parallels between Christ, Krishna and
Buddha to be explained? Why must orthodox Roman Church Christians eat fish on
Friday (until recently), if not to honour the Great (Balkan?) Fish Goddess Isis, mother of
the Messiah? Why were Roman Catholic “nuns” (Hebrew: “fish”) allowed to keep only
fish as cloister pets? Answer: because, as “brides of Christ”, they are also the spiritual
descendants of Isis, the ancient Fish Goddess and the Messiah’s wife. That’s why.
And why was the very first Christian symbol “the sign of the fish”? At least that must be
more than obvious by now.
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Black Jesus? Black Madonnas?
We now come to something that must be dealt with at least superficially in order to satisfy
the increasingly strident demands of racial politics in North America and even the world.
Was Jesus “Black”… that is to say, “Negro”… as African-American historians have claimed
with ever-increasing vehemence since Marcus Garvey’s assertions?
As early as 1924, the Italian anthropologist Alessandro Biasutti concluded from his forensic
study of several dozen pre-dynastic (natural, before 3200 BC) and dynastic (artificially
mummified, after 3200 BC) Ancient Egyptian mummies that racially the Ancient Egyptian
population had been a mix. It had been about equal thirds “Caucasian”, Saan and Negroids. A
slight preponderance of Caucasians was marked in pre-dynastic times, but gradually changed
by the Eighteenth Dynasty (roughly the 1400-1300 BC era) to become a bit more than onethird Negroid. Biasutti’s observations entirely agree with the very latest archaeological and
geographic data from the 1970s and 1990s.

If we choose to regard Tutankhamun as a highly refined “Jesus figure” because of the
Christian artifacts that Howard Carter discovered in his tomb in late 1922, then we also have
to admit that Tutankhamun’s facial features do display definite Negroid physical
characteristics.
These could hardly have come from his putative “father” (Akenaten) and his putative
“mother” or step-mother, Nefertiti. Akenaten had definite Caucasian characteristics, but with
anomalies that have caused some archaeologists to think that he suffered from Froelich’s
syndrome, Marfan’s syndrome – or both. These metabolic conditions could explain his own
intolerance and also the monotheistic fanaticism of biblical Moses – assuming, as Sigmund
Freud concluded, that they were almost undoubtedly the same person. Negroid characteristics
in Tutankhamun’s facial and skeletal features could also not have come from his putative
“mother”, Nefertiti, the wife of Akenaten. Her bust is the prize of the Berlin Museum and
clearly shows a particularly exquisite example of a purely Caucasian, not a Negroid, type of
beauty.
These facts reinforce the idea that Tutankhamun wasn’t the actual son of Akenaten and
Nefertiti, but was possibly the son of Amenhotep III (Akenaten’s father) and his original
wife, Sitamun. This idea is given some support by the fact that Akenaten and Nefertiti were
often depicted with their six obvious daughters, but never with an obvious boy child as well.
Therefore, Tutankhamun’s definite Negroid features would seem to have come from
Amenhotep III and Sitamun (or some other princess).
It is known, however, that Tutankhamun married the youngest daughter of Akenaten and
Nefertiti, a girl called Ankhsenpa-Aten, and this would have been politically necessary, or at
least desirable, in order to legitimise his reign after the deposition of Akenaten. It is also
thought that Tutankhamun died too young to have a child by Ankhsenpa-Aten and this may
be of interest to students of Masonic and Grail lore. The Masonic code phrase “Son of the
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Widow Lady” refers to a “spiritual” son of the actual son that Ankhsenpa-Aten never had a
chance to bear.
Therefore, if we regard Tutankhamun as the original “Jesus figure”, then he was at least
partly and definitely Negro, if not purely “Black”.
And what about the first century Messiah, John the Baptist? If he were, indeed, a descendant
of Cleopatra VII, then he would have been at least “Blacker” than your average Egyptian or
Palestinian. Roman historians like Plutarch and Suetonius make the point that Cleopatra was
notably “dusky” and this tradition persisted up until Shakespeare’s plays. John the Baptist, as
the real New Testament Messiah, was very probably just as dusky as Cleopatra if not pure
Negro.
Then, we are faced with the fact that there are several hundred “Shrines of the Black
Madonna” scattered throughout Caucasian “Christian” Europe. One naturally wonders why –
unless there had been an ancient and enduring belief that the mother of the first century
Messiah had been “dusky”.
Thus, the Judeo-Christian Tradition not only distorted real religious history by obscuring the
Egyptian origin of recognisably modern Christianity. And it not only promoted a false
perspective of Palestine’s secular and ethnic history. It also changed the Messiah from being
a racially mixed saviour for all people into a purely Caucasian Son of a purely Caucasian
God. This change of racial affiliation was dictated by the Judaic Talmud’s so-called “Hamitic
Curse” (circa 400 BC) which began the Judeo-Christian doctrine that Negroes were
“inferior”. This was a doctrine that subsequently justified slavery on the basis of race, a
uniquely Judeo-Christian cultural legacy that resulted in immense human misery.
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The Albi Portage “between Heaven and Earth”
Only on relatively isolated islands in the Mediterranean and off the Atlantic coast of
Europe, did the “Old Religion” continue to survive within the nominal context of Roman
orthodox so-called “Christianity”. Many scholars of religion have noted and accepted
that Christianity in Ireland and Sicily, and on the much smaller islands of Corsica,
Sardinia and Malta, is really just thinly disguised “Mary worship”. Except that she has
been draped in decently Christian clothing for 2000 years, Mary is recognizably the
ancient and formerly naked Earth Mother. Her consort-son, though in orthodox Christian
dogma of crucial importance, is very much a secondary focus of daily reverence in these
places. “The Jesus Voyage” intends to visit Corsica, Sardinia, Sicily and Malta.
The most determined adversary of Rome’s version of events remained a force to be
reckoned with until the thirteenth century AD. These were the Cathars or “Albigensians”
who lived along the Canal du Midi, in the French regions known as Provence and
Languedoc. This region is the very first stage of “The Jesus Voyage”.
These southern French “heretics” knew very well where true Christianity had once come
from, and they also knew that it was much older than Rome’s first century “Jesus”.
Although the Cathars and Albigensians were defeated in what has often been called the
bloodiest religious war the West has ever known (AD 1209-1244), their version of true
Christianity has lived on in the romanticized legend of the “Holy Grail”.
On the simplest level, this was the Medieval tradition that the New Testament’s “Jesus
and Mary Magdalene” had been married, and had had children and that this “Holy
boodline” was the living cup or chalice called the “Holy Grail”. In French, the words
“Holy Grail” are still rendered “Saint Graal” and this is merely a pun on the similarsounding French words sang real or “holy blood”.
But the Grail legend that “Jesus and Mary Magdalene” had been married reaches back to
a much older Neolithic belief that a “Mary” had to be both the mother and wife of the
Messiah. This is because the word mery in Egyptian (from which both the Hebrew
“Miriam” and “Mary” derive) means “beloved of the sea” and was a title of the Great
Goddess Isis. Therefore, even orthodox Christianity preserves the fact that the “Virgin
Mary” was the mother of Jesus and that “Mary Magdalene” was his devoted disciple, if
not wife (as in the heretical Holy Grail tradition).
And, curiously, this legendary Holy Grail may provide the final and unarguable proof
that much of Western civilization, including Christianity itself, came from the Atlantic.
This is because of the mundane fact that a curragh portage should exist somewhere on the
watershed between the Garonne and the Aude river systems.
The German historian Paul Hermann (Conquest by Man, 1954) has identified two very
ancient portages, probably for hauling Neolithic curraghs and dugout canoes over river
watersheds. One portage followed the route of today’s Kiel Canal linking the North Sea
with the Baltic through southern Denmark. Another haul-over linked the Danube River
with the northern Adriatic Sea.
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There should be a curragh portage or haul-over linking the Garonne and Aude River
systems, too, although these watercourses have changed over the past 13,500 years since
the end of the last “Ice Age”. But…where to look?
The Grail-believing Cathar heretics were sometimes called “Albigensians” because the
small town of Albi was a noted centre of belief in the Holy Grail. This may be a crucial
clue. Albi, fifty kilometers north of Carcassonne and twenty miles southwest of Viols-leFort, is presently on the watershed of two rather small streams.
Specifically, these streams leading respectively to the Atlantic and the Mediterranean
almost meet at a village called Castelnau-de-Levi, a “suburb” or “quarter” of the slightly
larger town of Albi itself. This “Castelnau-de-Levi” means very roughly in French the
“new (or small) fortification at the lifting place”. The two streams almost meeting here
may have been much larger during and immediately after the last “Ice Age”. But they are
still almost large enough to float a curragh. The present Canal du Midi, intended for the
much larger and heavier barges of the 1680s, by-passed Castelnau-de-Levi completely
and chose the route of the larger Garonne-Tarn-Aude rivers about twenty miles south.
Albi had special sanctity among the Cathar heretics because it supposedly “stood between
heaven and earth”. In mundane and non-spiritual terms, this may mean only that the
town of Albi may have marked the location of a curragh portage. This portage must once
have both separated and linked rivers leading to the lost world of the “Atlanteans”
(naturally, the land of the dead or “heaven”) with rivers leading to the living world of the
Mediterranean. Thus, in a way, the location of the village of Albi did, indeed, “link
heaven and earth”. The Mediterranean Sea and its islands and coasts were, at Albi, almost
within sight of Neolithic colonists as a beckoning new beginning for cultured humanity.
From the hills at Albi, on a clear day, one can actually see a haze of blue on the distant
eastern horizon. Surveying the Garonne-Aude waterway from Bordeaux to Narbonne on
a combined honeymoon and research trip during November-December 1999, my new
wife, Joelle Lauriol, and I may have pinpointed the ancient curragh portage near Albi.
We discovered a cluster of suggestive place-names not far from Albi and local rumours
of a previously unrecorded Neolithic settlement nearby.
Goddess willing, with “The Jesus Voyage” we plan to return to the Narbonne area in the
near future to look for artifacts that will prove the existence of a Neolithic portage or
haul-over near Albi and Viols-le-Fort. This portage could well date from the end of the
last “Ice Age” about 11,500 BC.
This portage could be even older yet, because as we’ve seen there’s anthropological
evidence that an apparently Atlantic race (the so-called “Cro-Magnons”) occasionally
visited Western Europe as early as about 33,000 BC. They, too, may have left presently
unknown and datable artifacts, if only one knew where to look.
The “discovery” or confirmation of an ancient curragh haul-over at Castelnau-de-Levi
would add to the accumulation of data that much of Western Civilization came from the
direction of the Atlantic Ocean and not from the Middle East.
Perhaps it is not too much of a blasphemous digression to make an unspiritual suggestion.
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The Hebrew priesthood of “Levites”, who supposedly paraded the Ark of the Covenant
up and down the steps of the Temple once a year, were actually only re-creating the
portage of curraghs over this Castelnau-de-Levi watershed “between heaven and earth”.
The Hebrews probably picked up this ritual from the Egyptians during their sojourn in
Goshen. Every Egyptian pharaoh had his “solar bark” (a smallish model of an “ark” or
ship) carried before him in any state procession. Egyptian Christians, called “Coptic
Christians” today, still parade their Arks once a year in the spring, the start of the
navigation season. Every Coptic Christian church has its own ark, whether the church is
in Egypt, Ethiopia or North America. In Toronto, this celebration is held in March at the
Coptic Church at Dufferin Street and Eglinton Avenue.
If this train of association is at all valid, then the famous Jewish “Ark of the Covenant”
was only Pharaoh Akenaten’s solar bark that he carried with him into forced exile and the
Levites’ “Songs of Ascent” probably replicate phonetically some very ancient Neolithic
sea-chanteys and megalithic sailors’ hauling songs. The “God” who gave the covenant of
hope for a new life to those fleeing from the inundation of “Atlantis” was, of course, Isis.
And so, so much for Graham Hancock’s very profitable but equally misleading book
about his search for the Ark of the Covenant – as if it was in any way special or unique.
Every pharaoh had his “ark” and every Coptic Church has one today.
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The Jesus Voyage
We intend to reassemble and complete the replica “Atlantean refugee” curragh of the
Neolithic-megalithic era. Almost certainly, we must do this in the modern French region
of Brittany because of the availability of some authentic materials there (oak bark tanned
leather, flax thread, beeswax).
Having completed the constructed an authentic curragh of the immediate post-glacial era
of about 10,000-7000 BC in Brittany, we then plan to duplicate the ancient culturecarrying voyages through southern France and on across the Mediterranean. We will
follow the trail of the Great Goddess Isis, who was to become the Virgin Mary, and her
Good Shepherd son and consort who came to be known the Christ, the Messiah.
“The Jesus Voyage” has already begun to recruit an international crew of volunteers to
build and sail the curragh. Some will be university students and others just enthusiasts.
But there will also always be a core of experienced boatbuilders, sailors and oarsmen to
augment and direct the amateurs. Unlike some earlier replica voyages, we plan to try to

Map of The Jesus Voyage.

include participants of both genders and this has, admittedly, sometimes proved to be
both difficult and inconvenient.
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We intend to “re-discover” the suggestive evidence of a west-to-east flow of Western
civilization and true Christianity. Basically, our route will be from coastal Brittany south
to the Gironde River. We will ascend the Gironde to Bordeaux and enter the Garonne
River that will take us to the watershed near Carcassonne at Albi. Specifically, we will
“re-discover” the ancient portage near Albi in order to cross from the Atlantic-bound
watershed into the Mediterranean-bound rivers. We will travel the route of the Canal du
Midi to Narbonne with side trips for exploration and documentation. This may include
actually hauling the curragh over the Castelnau-de-Levi watershed.
Time and finances permitting, we would extend the expedition further than Narbonne.
The curragh would sail along the coast from Narbonne around the Gulf of Lyon to
Marseilles and then island-hop via Corsica, Sardinia, Sicily and Malta.
The expedition would then sail north up the Adriatic Sea to visit the island of Hvar with
its early Fish Goddess associations and its connections with the Balkan Danubian
cultures. The final stage would be to retrace the route southward in the Adriatic and then
sail on from Greece to Crete and finally to Egypt.
These beautiful coasts and islands still preserve ancient Neolithic innovations in the strata
of excavated sites and megalithic monuments still punctuate their geography. These
special places really form a beaded strand of culture pearls flung west-to-east across the
bright blue Mediterranean Sea.
One end of this precious strand of Western civilization is in Egypt and the Middle East.
There, “Christianity” was transplanted and flourished, and alphabetic writing was
refined. But the clasp that firmly secures this cultural thread in Western history seems to
be on the Atlantic coast of Northwestern Europe where Christianity, alphabetic writing
and other cultural assets began. And then, carried by colonists in curraghs, these cultural
and technological innovations rapidly spread to influence all of Western civilization.
A replicated ancient curragh voyage from Brittany to the Middle East will demonstrate
that the past decade of archaeology has resulted in what can be called a genuine version
of the “Protocols of the Elders of Cyan”.
“Cyan” is the artist’s and technical name for the colour blue, one of the three so-called
“primary colours”. Until a few decades ago, “cyan” was the word for the bluest blue, a
Prussian or Cobalt blue. But these days, with the advent of 3-color printing (actually four
colours with black), and especially with the advent of digitalized processes, “cyan” was
the word chosen to mean the turquoise blue used by modern technology. Just like
“magenta” was the word chosen to substitute for earlier bright Chinese red. And this
turquoise-like blue is what people associate with “cyan” today. This is appropriate
because this colour more closely approximates most blues of the sea.
The “Protocols of Cyan” is not an entirely fanciful or romantic way of labelling Western
civilization, although the very phrase may sound politically and religiously offensive to
some people. Throughout the Western world, the colour blue has actually symbolized the
first culture heroes and heroines, and has always represented the first and the best.

46
A “blue ribbon” is reserved for first prize. “Bluebloods” are aristocrats. The deepest
Atlantic blue, or “purple” is reserved for royalty. “Blue chip” stocks are the most
valuable assets in any portfolio. “Blue stockings” tried to emulate their own ideas of
“blue blood” behaviour. Both North African Berbers and Ancient Britons painted
themselves blue in honour of their post-glacial culture-heroes from the sea. The Virgin
Mary must be depicted in blue clothing (according to a papal bull). And blue was the
colour of Cathar “perfects” from Languedoc and Provence, the country of the ancient
culture corridor of the Garonne and Aude Rivers, now traversed by the Canal du Midi.
It is no exaggeration to say that the true origins and values of Western civilization have
always been unconsciously remembered as the lore of ancient culture heroes and heroines
who appeared from over the blue sea in olden times. Artifacts recovered from riverside
sites leading to the indigo Atlantic and along rivers leading to the azure Mediterranean
constitute a revelatory and revolutionary view of real Western history. The past decade
of archaeological and anthropological discoveries lends more historical truth to the Holy
Grail’s allegorical story of “Jesus the Good Shepherd” than two thousand years of
purposeful propaganda promoting the Bible’s Judeo-Christian Tradition.

The “protocols of cyan” still beckoning at Narbonne, France. A canal scene
along the Canal du Midi (Narbonne). Author’s photo, December 1999.

To view the additional and more detailed information on The Jesus Voyage,
Click here to go to the Index page or click here to continue.

