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"Instead of asking why the Roman Empire was destroyed, we should rather be amazed that it lasted so long."


Edward Gibbon (1737-1794)


"History is the lie that everyone has agreed upon."


Voltaire (1694-1778)









Augustus: The Phantom Emperor of a Fabricated Era


We dutifully applaud when official history celebrates its anniversaries. It has now been over 2,000 years since "Emperor Augustus"—one of the most popular and supposedly formative figures of antiquity—died. He is celebrated as the architect of a Golden Age, the founder of the Roman Empire.


But what is the truth behind the myth of "Augustus"? What if this icon is nothing more than a brilliantly placed placeholder in one of the greatest historical forgeries of all time?


The Telltale Copy-Paste Error


Anyone who reads the official chronicles must be blind to miss the blatant contradictions. Roman history contains a telltale "glitch," a system error that calls everything into question.


Let's look at the facts: In Roman history, there are two instances where a ruler named Gaius Julius Caesar is assassinated in a conspiracy led by a certain Cassius using numerous daggers. In both cases, the Roman Senate desperately attempts to restore the Republic immediately afterward.


1. The dictator known as "Caesar" (died 44 BC).


2. The emperor known as "Caligula" (who was also named Gaius Julius Caesar, died 41 AD).


Two identical murders, two identical ringleaders, two identical political outcomes. Who is seriously supposed to believe this "coincidence"?


This is obviously not a coincidence. It is the clumsy duplication of a single event. It is a copy-paste error made by the chroniclers.
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Figure 1: The double Gaius Julius Caesar. A duplicated assassination


The Inserted Phantom Time


But if the murder of Caesar (44 BC) and the murder of Caligula (41 AD) are the same event, what does that mean for the time between them?


It means that the entire 84 to 85 years that lie between these two identical assassinations (fittingly, exactly one Roman Easter cycle) are a fiction. A phantom time. And who sits enthroned like an untouchable monument precisely in the middle of this invented era? None other than the man known as Emperor Augustus (63 BC – 14 AD).


The great-nephew of Caesar I and the predecessor of Caesar II (Caligula). Augustus is the buffer, the inserted hero required to "fill" this 85-year duplication historically. His entire reign, his Pax Romana, his golden age-all of it is just the binding agent for a forged chronology.


The 800-Year Program


Why would anyone go to such lengths? Why invent an Augustus? The answer doesn't lie in Rome. It lies 800 years in the future.


The timing is too perfect to be true:


1. The most important dates in the life of "Augustus" are placed by historians exactly 800 years before Charlemagne.


2. During the "reign" of the fictional Augustus, Jesus Christ is (allegedly) born.


3. And Charlemagne, the first Western European emperor after the end of the Western Roman Empire, is crowned in Rome by the Pope—exactly 800 years after the birth of Christ.


What "perfect timing"!
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Figure la: 800 years between Augustus and Charlemagne


The matter is clear: History does not repeat itself; it is copied and backdated.


The figure of Augustus, along with his supposed era and the conveniently timed birth of Christ, is nothing more than the necessary blueprint for the Carolingian Empire. They needed an ancient, imperial predecessor. They needed an 800-year Christian tradition to portray Charlemagne's assumption of power as divinely legitimized and historically inevitable.


Augustus was not the founder of the Roman Empire. He is the founding myth for the Middle Ages. The 2,000-year celebration of his death is a commemoration of a phantom.
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Figure lb: Emperor Augustus in Las Vegas


A Rhythmic Descent: Was the Julio-Claudian Dynasty Cursed by a Numeric Fate?


From the towering ambition of Gaius Julius Caesar to the inglorious end of Nero, the Julio-Claudian dynasty unfolded with a curious, almost unsettling numerical rhythm. It's too neat, too precise, to be dismissed as mere coincidence, hinting at a cyclical destiny – or perhaps a subtle cosmic jest - that governed their rise and fall.


Consider the bedrock: Caesar's birth in 100 BC. A formidable beginning, yet precisely 56 years later, in 44 BC, the mighty dictator met his bloody end. A stark, dramatic pause, echoing through history. But the pattern didn't cease.


Fast forward another 56 years, and precisely in 12 AD, a new Gaius Julius Caesar emerged: the future Emperor Caligula. The echoes are uncanny, not just in name, but in the foreshadowing of violent ends. Caligula, whose birth year aligns so eerily with the doubled 56-year interval from Caesar's genesis, would later display the very tyrannical tendencies that often lead to a sharp, premature demise.


And finally, the grand finale. Another 56 years tick by, bringing us to 68 AD. This year marks the death of Emperor Nero, the last of the Julio-Claudians, and with him, the entire dynasty crumbles into dust.


Is it merely a fascinating sequence of numbers, or does it reveal a deeper, perhaps fatalistic, cadence to their reign? A 56-year pulse, marking birth, dramatic demise, the rise of a tumultuous successor, and ultimately, the dynasty's extinction. It's almost as if the Fates themselves had a chronometer, ticking off precise intervals, ushering in each monumental event with an unsettling regularity.


The Julio-Claudians, for all their power and influence, seem to have danced to a drumbeat set long before their individual destinies began. A dynasty born, climaxed, reborn in chaos, and extinguished – all to the relentless rhythm of 56 years. Too perfect for chance, too chilling to ignore.
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Figure 2: 3 x 56 years from Caesar's birth to the end of the dynasty


Conspicuous features when comparing the Julians and Claudians


The anomalies in the dates of birth and death of the rulers of this period are too great to be coincidental. The dates of birth and death appear to be rather contrived.


This applies on the one hand to the Julians (all named Gaius lulius Caesar) and on the other hand to the Claudians (all named Tiberius Claudius Nero), who together with the emperor known as "Nero" form the Julio-Claudian dynasty.


If birth and death dates were random, there should be no similarities or repetitions between the dates of one branch and those of the other, as they are not dependent on each other. However, we have the following.


The Julians





	Name

	Born

	Died

	Age





	
Gaius Julius Caesar (Father of the dictator)

	c. 135 BC

	85 BC

	~50 years





	
Gaius Julius Caesar (Dictator)

	c. 100 BC

	15 March 44 BC

	~55 years





	
Augustus (Gaius Julius Caesar Octavius)

	23 Sep 63 BC

	19 Aug 14 AD

	75 years





	
Caligula (Gaius Julius Caesar Augustus Germanicus)

	31 Aug 12 AD

	24 Jan 41 AD

	28 years







The Claudians





	Name

	Born

	Died

	Age





	
Tiberius Claudius Nero (Father of Emperor Tiberius)

	c. 85 BC

	33 BC

	~52 years





	
Tiberius (Tiberius Claudius Nero)

	16 Nov 42 BC

	16 March 37 AD

	77 years





	
Claudius (Tiberius Claudius Nero Caesar Augustus Germanicus)

	1 Aug 10 BC

	13 Oct 54 AD

	63 years





	
Nero (Nero Claudius Caesar Augustus Germanicus)

	15 Dec 37 AD

	9 June 68 AD

	30 years







Table 1: The construction of the Julio-Claudian dynasty
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Fig. 1: Julius Caesar (100-44 BC) and Cleopatra, Queen of Egypt
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Fig. 2: The obelisk from Egypt ("Vatican Ob elide") brought to Rome by Caesar Caligula – 84 years later!
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Fig. 3: Caesar Caligula (12-41 AD)






1) The first thing that stands out about the progenitors is that Gaius Julius Caesar died in 85 BC and Tiberius Claudius Nero was born around 85 BC.


2) It is an interesting observation that the age difference at death between three of the four Julians and their Claudian counterparts is only 2 years (with the Julians being 2 years younger in each case).


This applies to the following pairs:



	
Gaius Julius Caesar (Father of the dictator, age ~50) and Tiberius Claudius Nero (Father of Tiberius, age ~52).


	
Emperor Augustus (age 75) and Emperor Tiberius (age 77).


	
Emperor Caligula (age 28) and Emperor Nero (age 30).
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Figure 3: Age difference 2 years between Julians and Claudians


3) This pattern is also reflected in the timing of the succession between the emperors:


Julians:




	The year of Caligula’s birth (12 AD) was the year of Augustus' death (14 AD) minus 2 years. (Here, too, we see a "2 years less" pattern for the Julians).


	Caligula lived to be 28 years old and died 27 years (or 28 minus 1) after Augustus.




Claudians:




	The year of Nero’s birth (37 AD) was the same year as Tiberius' death (37 AD).


	Nero lived to be 30 years old and died 31 years (or 30 plus 1) after Tiberius. (And again, the "2 years less" pattern for the Julians).




4) When comparing the dates of birth and death of Caligula and Nero, the last of each dynasty, the difference for the Julians is 4 years less in each case.
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Figure 4: Caligula and Nero – The 4-year difference


	
Comparison of Births:



	
Julians: Caligula was born 74 years after Augustus.


	Claudians: Nero was born 78 years (74 + 4) after Tiberius.








	
Comparison of Deaths (relative to their predecessors):



	
Julians: Caligula died 27 years after Augustus.


	Claudians: Nero died 31 years (27 + 4) after Tiberius.
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Fig. 4: Emperor Tiberius
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Fig. 5: Emperor Claudius
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Fig. 6: The death of Nero (painting from 1888)








5) Birth and death dates of Julius Julius Caesar (progenitor), Caesar, Augustus, and Caligula:





	Birth

	Death

	Birth

	Death





	135 BC

	85 BC

	135 BC

	85 BC





	100 BC

	44 BC

	100 BC

	44 BC





	63 BC

	14 AD

	63 BC

	14 AD





	12 AD

	41 AD

	12 AD

	41 AD







The differences on the left and the differences on the right (marked in bold) add up to 184 years.
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Figure 5: The obviously fabricated dates of birth and death of the Julii


6) Birth and death dates of Tiberius, Claudius, and Nero:





	Birth

	Death

	Birth

	Death





	42 BC

	37 AD

	42 BC

	37 AD





	10 BC

	54 AD

	10 BC

	54 AD






	37 AD

	68 AD

	37 AD

	68 AD







From top left to bottom left, there are 79 years, and from top left to top right, there are also 79 years = the age of Tiberius.


From top right to bottom right, there are 31 years, and from bottom left to bottom right, there are also 31 years – Nero's age.


47 years each and a difference of 17 years each (marked in bold).
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Figure 6: The even more obviously constructed dates of the Claudians' lives -years of birth on the left and years of death on die right


84 years deleted from the Julio-Claudian dynasty


Note also that the number 84/85 (Roman Easter cycle), also in combination with 100, appears several times. 84/85 years is the difference between the two assassinations of the rulers named Gaius Julius Caesar, each with many daggers, each organized by a certain Cassius, which were followed by the Roman Senate's attempt to renew the Republic.


In "naturally" occurring number sequences, there cannot be such striking repetitions of numerical ratios as in this overview of the Julio-Claudian dynasty. The data must therefore necessarily be constructed, which does not necessarily mean that the persons are also invented.


However, if further evidence is added (as described below) and the deletion of the rulers in question solves previous problems, and if archaeologically and numismatically a deletion does not cause any new problems, then it can be assumed that there are a few too many rulers in the history books, and thus, in the present case, also in their time.


From Caesar's birth in 100 BC to the Year of the Four Emperors in 68 AD and the end of the Julio-Claudian dynasty, there are not 168 = 2 x 84 years (=3 x 56), but only 1 x 84 years.


84 years = Roman Easter cycle


56 years = Caesar's age


The elevation to "Augustus" would then probably have taken place posthumously – as is well known, every Roman princeps of the first century minted coins bearing the image of "the Exalted Caesar" (Augustus).


In addition, there are, of course, Octavian's co-rulers in the Triumvirate ('rule by three men'), who are also doubled in the official history:


1) Marcus Aemilius Lepidus. He also appears twice, once as a contemporary of Julius Caesar and triumvir with Octavian and Mark Antony {around 90 BC-12 BC), and once as a contemporary of Caligula (6-39).


2) There is also two Marcus Antoniuses, one as a triumvir {around 83 BC-30 BC) and another as a general and consul since Nero's time {around 30 AD-after 81 AD). Both are practically the same age, and their dates of birth and death are mirrored on the timeline. Their portraits could also almost be confused {Figs. 8 and 9 on p. 24).




[image: ]


Fig. 8: Marcus Antonins (around 30 AD– after 81 AD)
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Fig. 9: Marcus Antonius (around 83 BC – 30 BC)






Tiberius Claudius {14-37), also known as Tiberius, would then be Tiberius Claudius {41-54), also known as Claudius. Both became emperor at a fairly advanced age, Tiberius at 56 and Claudius at 51.


This solves the mystery of why the Romans completely ignored Britain for almost 100 years-from Caesar's failed expedition to Britain to its conquest by the completely unmilitary Claudius. Tiberius, on the other hand, was a born commander, but as emperor, unlike Claudius, he was hardly able to expand the borders of the empire.


According to official history, his successful campaigns took place under Emperor Augustus. In reality, they probably took place during the period now attributed to Claudius.


Otherwise, territorial expansion during this period was rather limited and could easily be shifted to a later time. In Germania, the Battle of the Teutoburg Forest is traditionally cited as the reason for the halt of Roman expansion, while Egypt more or less went its own way until the end of the third century.
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Fig. 7: Territory of the Roman Empire in 133 BC (red), 44 BC (orange), 14 AD (yellow), and 117 AD (green)






Here, too, we see a doubling: Julius Caesar's openness to the Egyptian cult of Isis was followed by its rejection by Augustus and Tiberius, while Caligula then made the cult of Isis part of the Roman state religion.


After Caesar's death, his supporters (the triumvirate of Marcus Antonius, Lepidus, and Octavian) built the Temple of Isis in Rome in his honor in 43 BC. Tiberius then had the temple destroyed, and Caligula rebuilt it after 41 AD.


The last new construction of the temple is said to have been by Alexander Severus. Today, however, practically nothing remains to be seen.


The so-called Vatican Obelisk in Rome (see Fig. 2) also dates from the time of Caligula. He had it brought from Egypt to Rome.


The doppelgangers are obviously designed as literary antipodes: the warlike Caesar <-> the benevolent Emperor of Peace Augustus <--> the nasty Caligula, as well as the clever commander Tiberius <-> the unmilitary fool Claudius.
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Figure 7: Literary Antipodes – The doppelgangers


This extension would also explain why coins from the Roman Republic and Marcus Antonius are often found in coin hoards together with emperors from the beginning of the third century – 250 years later. Minus 84 years is then more normal.


Several coin hoards in Britain contain Republican coins and end with Tiberius (Claudius), before the conquest by (Tiberius) Claudius, or continue after Tiberius with the emperors after Caligula.


The arbitrariness of assigning coins to historical figures


In numismatics, there are certain conventions for assigning found coins to historical figures, but these are based on the accuracy of official history, e.g., that there were three Roman rulers named "Gaius Julius Caesar" and two named "Tiberius Claudius Nero" before Nero. Somehow, the coins had to be divided up so that each ruler got a few.


Let's take coins with the inscription CAESAR, for example.


According to official history, the CAESAR coins depicting an older person are attributed to Gaius Julius Caesar (100-44 BC).


Coins bearing the inscription CAESAR and depicting a younger person are officially attributed to Octavian, later Emperor Augustus.


Figure 10: The portrait on the right, inscribed CAESAR IMP PONT (Caesar Imperator Pontifex) and depicting a younger person, is, according to official history, Octavian, later Emperor Augustus.


The portrait on the left depicts Marcus Antonius (M ANT), who is inscribed as IMP AVG. IMP stands for Imperator and AVG usually stands for Augustus - but not in this case, as according to official history Octavian later became the first Augustus.
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Fig. 10: Coin with Marcus Antonius (left) and Octavian (right)






AVG is interpreted here as "augur." An augur was a priest and official whose main task was the practice of bird watching, i.e., interpreting the will of the gods by studying the flight of birds.


The coin in Figure 11 bears the inscription CAESAR IMP and depicts an elderly person. It is attributed to Julius Caesar (100-44 BC).


After his adoption by Julius Caesar, Octavian was known as "Gaius Julius Caesar Octavianus." However, he himself no longer used his birth name Octavi(an)us.
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Fig. 11: Coin with Julius Caesar






Since then, his name has been identical to the names of


1) the dictator Caesar,


2) the later emperor from 37-41, known as 'Caligula',


3) and also the father of the dictator Caesar.


Coins bearing the inscription "Caesar" could therefore originate from any of the aforementioned individuals. And, of course, from many other individuals who were also given the title "Caesar."


Coins bearing the inscription "Gaius" may also originate from any of the individuals mentioned. However, these are currently attributed exclusively to Caligula, which is not necessarily the case.


The same applies to coins bearing only the inscription "Augustus." These are attributed exclusively to Octavian, which is also not conclusive.


Since the names of the rulers and their titles are largely similar, and the motifs on the coins are also identical, any clear attribution is impossible.


It is also claimed that the portraits of the rulers of the Julio-Claudian dynasty differ significantly from one another, so that the emperors can be identified by their portraits. However, the differences quickly become blurred when comparing a series of different coins.


The coin in Figure 12 (left) bears the inscription TI CLAVD CAESAR AVG PM TR P X IMP, meaning Tiberius Claudius Caesar Augustus, etc. It is attributed to Emperor Claudius (10 BC-54 AD).


The coin in Figure 13 (right) bears the inscription NERO CLAVDIVS DRVSVS GERMANICVS IMP, meaning Nero Claudius, etc. It is also attributed to Emperor Claudius (10 BC-54 AD) when he was young.
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Fig. 12: Coin with Emperor Claudius
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Fig. 13: Coin with Emperor Claudius






The coin in Figure 14 bears the inscription NERO CLAUD DIVI F CAES AVG GERM IMP, i.e. Nero Claudius, etc. It is attributed to Emperor Nero (37-68 AD). Behind Nero, his mother Agrippina is depicted in portrait form – according to the official interpretation of history.


These examples demonstrate the arbitrariness of attributing the coins found to individual historical figures.
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Fig. 14: Coin featuring Emperor Nero (and his mother Agrippina)






In the case of two trios (Caesar/Augustus/Caligula and Tiberius/Claudius/ Nero) and one pair (Vespasian/Titus), the separation did not work because there are no clear criteria for distinguishing between these textbook emperors in the numismatic (real) world.


In fact, even the Augustus coins cannot be clearly assigned. Coins with the inscription "AUGUSTUS" were minted throughout the first century. Only official history dictates that coins on which no other names are mentioned should be attributed to a so-called "Emperor Augustus," also known from the Bible.


This is similar to the coins with the inscription "BASILEIOS" or "ROMANOS" in the Byzantine period, for which emperors with the corresponding names were then invented. Yet BASILEIOS simply means "king/emperor" and ROMANOS simply means "Roman/Roman." This makes it clear who minted the coins – not local princes.


This fits in with the usual picture of this period, in which the calendar from which the years were counted began anew with each king/emperor.
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Fig. 15: Coin of Emperor Basileios I (812-886), reverse side Constantine and Eudocia; inscription: bASILIOS AUGUST and COhSTAhT S EVdOCIA






An Emperor Augustus was clearly unknown to the medieval Latin-writing rulers (today called Kaisers in German) in his original sense as 'the Exalted One.' For them, Augustus (IMP AVG – Imperator Augustus) meant 'the Expander (of the Empire),' derived from the Latin augere — to increase or enlarge.


And what else did this "Emperor Augustus" leave us?


He is said to have written an autobiography. However, it has been "lost."


Just imagine: the forefather of all emperors writes an autobiography, and despite being highly revered in the following millennia, not a single copy of the countless copies that must have existed has somehow survived to the present day.


Of course, none of the many writings that Claudius is said to have authored have been preserved either.


Instead, we have the "Deeds of Augustus" (Res gestae Divi Augusti), a nasty piece of propaganda. This "Deeds of Augustus" is said to have been a tomb inscription written by Emperor Augustus himself.


However, this epitaph has not been preserved either. Only three copies of it remain. The first was "discovered" in Turkey in the mid-16th century on behalf of the Holy Roman Emperor Charles V, and two more were found in the 19th century, also in Turkey.
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Figure 8: The “discovery” of Augustus’ Res Gestae


What buildings do we have?


The Forum of Mars (Ultor), also known as the Forum of Augustus, of which not much remains to be seen. However, it may not actually have been built by Emperor Augustus.


The Obelisk of Augustus... well, it doesn't really originate from him, but from Egypt. Caligula had it brought to Rome, as mentioned above.


Then there are a few stones in Rome that are now interpreted as the remains of the Arch of Augustus.


And so it goes on ...


There are no buildings that can be definitively attributed to Emperor Augustus and that could not also have been built by rulers before or after him. Stylistically, there are no differences.


It is also surprising that the ancient writer Plutarch (c. 45-125) did not include Emperor Augustus in his collection of biographies, Parallel Lives (oί βίοι παράλληλοι). In this collection, Plutarch describes the lives of famous Greeks and Romans in parallel, including Alexander the Great and Julius Caesar, as well as Demetrius and Marcus Antonius. But the supposedly outstanding Augustus is missing.
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