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Publisher’s Preface

STAN GOOCH, ONE OF the top experts in the world on the nature and mythology of the Neanderthals, was born in 1932 in London’s docklands. His father was a private in the British army until he was discharged from active duty due to war wounds. His brother and sister were both physically handicapped from a rare genetic condition. He won a scholarship to Colfe’s Grammar School and from there went on to get a degree in modern languages at King’s College, London. He taught in a London grammar school for several years, during which time he also received a degree in psychology at Birkbeck College, London, and was appointed senior research psychologist at the National Children’s Bureau. After coauthoring two textbooks on child development, Mr. Gooch decided to write full-time, despite being offered the director-ship of the National Children’s Bureau and the chair of psychology at Brunel University. He is the author of Total Man, Personality and Evolution, The Neanderthal Question, The Paranormal, The Dream Culture of the Neanderthals, The Double Helix of the Mind, The Secret Life of Humans, The Origins of Psychic Phenomena, and Cities of Dreams.

Mr. Gooch’s working title for this book was Mayday Mayday Fifty Percent of Our History Is Missing or Should That Be Fifty Percent of Our Psychology Is Missing—No, It’s Both.  This gives you a sense of the scope of this book, his latest work. It is a mass of information concerning our historical past and our current psychology that has been ignored by our academic and scientific establishments. Mr. Gooch has gathered the information over many decades of research from a variety of reliable sources. Some of the information has appeared in his earlier works.

A selected bibliography has been included along with citations for a few specific pieces of information. Unfortunately, at the time of publication, Mr. Gooch was not well enough to compile all the sources he used for the writing of this manuscript. On behalf of Mr. Gooch, we encourage you to read his earlier works, which include more complete source information.


PART ONE

Our Missing History


Chapter 1

Our Denial of Thirteen

MY NINE EARLIER BOOKS give many thousands of academic and scientific references to the material of this present book.

But in this present book I am making instead a simple and direct approach in particular to students—but equally to other intelligent individuals—asking them to go to their teachers, lecturers, and professors to ask them for their views and explanations of the mass of material involved.

But I have to say in advance, there will not be any explanations.

So to begin, students, your first question is: sir/madam, why is it that all leading and founding groups and structures in every civilization worldwide, both past and present, number thirteen?

So we have Christ and the twelve disciples; Odysseus and his twelve companions; Jacob and his twelve sons; Roland and the twelve peers of France; Hrolf and the twelve Berserks; Romulus and the twelve shepherds; the coven thirteen of the Druids; the king and the twelve knights of the Order of the Garter (may I just mention that the robes of the knights and the king were embroidered with 168 garters, which, plus the garter worn on the leg, gives 169—that is, 13 × 13?); King Arthur and his twelve knights of the Round Table (which turns out to be a zodiac with thirteen signs, by the way); Robin Hood and his twelve merry men (should I mention that Robin is the commonest name for a witch’s familiar throughout Britain and is slang for penis?—sorry, I’m getting sidetracked into later matters); the judge and twelve jurors; Baiani and his twelve followers (they were the founders of the Australian Aborigine nation, of course—oh, you didn’t know that); and so forth—and then we also have the thirteen Valkyries; Asgard, the seat of the Teutonic gods, divided into thirteen spheres; the gods of Valhalla, which originally numbered thirteen; the original thirteen tribes of Israel; the thirteen attributes that Orthodox Judaism even today accords to God; the thirteen Buddhas of the Indian pantheon; the thirteen mystical disks that surmount both Indian and Chinese pagodas; the thirteen sacred items found in many Chinese and Japanese temples; and that the most sacred number in Mexico is the number thirteen, that thirteen was also centrally revered among Incas, Aztecs, and Toltecs—and, in fact, by every tribe and people throughout Central, South, and North America—that’s every tribe. (Gosh.)

I’ll stop there for the moment. But what’s clear from these items, sir/madam, is that the number thirteen is central to every culture and civilization throughout the whole world and the whole of human history. I’m wondering how and why that is the case. Especially in view of the fact that today, publicly, thirteen is the most hated, feared, and despised number that we have! Can you please explain this situation to me?

What—you didn’t really know most of this material? And so you don’t have any explanation?

(I’m not very encouraged by that, sir/madam.)

So what can we say about this?

Let’s ask, for starters, does the number thirteen occur anywhere in nature? Yes, it does. But only in one context.

There are thirteen new moons/thirteen full moons in each alternate year.

Oh, did I say that was the only thirteen? Sorry, I should have pointed out that women menstruate/ovulate thirteen times in each alternate year.

Ah—but these “two different” items are in fact one and the same item!

First, even under modern living conditions, a majority of women menstruate around the new moon and ovulate around the full moon. The length of a lunar cycle is 29.53 days. The average human female cycle is 28 to 30 days. And so is the menstrual cycle of gibbons and orangutans. But not that of monkeys, which can be 10 days, 18 days, 23 days, whatever.

Further, as actual experiments have shown, a woman suffering from irregular periods can have them regularized by having a light on in a closet in the bedroom during certain nights of the month (that’s the moon, of course). The woman’s menstrual cycle regularizes at—guess what—29 days.

But there is a more crucial item still.

The length of a normal human pregnancy is 9 × 29.53 days—almost to the minute. Can I repeat that, sir/madam? Almost to the minute.

This last item (but, of course, along with the other evidence) is crucial proof that the human menstrual and pregnancy cycles are governed by the moon.

Two questions, sir/madam.


	How and why did the menstrual cycle of humans (and some apes) become linked to the cycles of the moon—at this very, very late stage of evolution? Remember that monkeys, the apes’ closest relatives, show no sign of such linkage. How? Why?


	Why again are these amazing facts never debated or discussed in our schools, colleges, universities—or anywhere in the media? Why are they never mentioned?



Let’s begin to pick up on a bit of detail in regard to the institutionalized thirteen in our various human cultures. We’ll focus here specifically for the moment on the story of Christ and the twelve disciples, and the origins of Christianity.

Christ dies (at dusk) on Friday. Friday is Freija’s day. And she is the Moon Goddess. He is resurrected three days later (and just in passing here, three is another important moon number—for instance, because the moon is absent from the sky for three nights of each cycle) (so is that why it takes Christ three days to re-arise?). He is resurrected on Monday. And Monday is, of course, Moon Day.

But more crucially still, Christ dies on the cross. And the cross is the symbol for the moon in all pre-Christian cultures worldwide. Shall I repeat that? In all pre-Christian cultures worldwide.

Christ dies at dusk on Friday; nightfall on Friday is the beginning of the Jewish Sabbath (which ends at dusk next day). (A little strange that the Jewish holy day begins at dusk?)

Now, guess what—and the following is absolutely crucial (although so is the cross and so on)—“Sabbath” (Hebrew shabbat) was originally the name of the monthly festival of the menstruation of the Moon Goddess.

Shall I say that once again, sir/madam?

The name of both the Christian and Jewish holy days, the Sabbath, is the name of the monthly festival of the menstruation of the Moon Goddess.

One more crucial fact. (Sorry I keep emphasizing the word fact.) The date of Easter, the festival of the death and resurrection of Christ, is to this day determined by the phases of the moon. That is why Easter is a moveable feast and changes its date from year to year. I’m going to say it once again. The date of the central Christian festival, Easter, is determined by the moon.

But when did you ever hear this astonishing fact discussed or debated, or explained? Never.

Anyway, we have already shown beyond any argument that central and crucial features of Christianity are derived from the ancient moon religion. And there’ll be much more to say on that later in the book.

May we say here a bit more about the number thirteen? Yes, certainly.

We know, for example, that the astrological zodiac originally consisted of thirteen divisions and not twelve. This is again a fact because all the oldest stone zodiacs found (in Australia, North America, Israel, and so on) have thirteen divisions. (Incidentally, the Israeli example is on the floor of a synagogue, the Jewish equivalent of a church.) So there were thirteen months in the lunar year (as also confirmed, for example, in The Ballad of the Curtal Friar: “There be thirteen monthes in the year I say”).

(With what justification are we saying the thirteen-sign zodiac is lunar—though how could it not be? Well, the spider will help confirm that for us later in the book!)

The ancient moon-worshippers—whom, again, we’ll be saying much, much more about—had, in fact, hit on a brilliant idea. They were faced with the problem of equating the lunar year with the solar year, because the two do not agree (and that’s why the moon date of Easter moves around in the solar year), of somehow fitting the two together.

What is known as the “stellar lunar” cycle is as follows: Every 28 days, the moon returns to the same point in the sky where it was last observed—that is, reaches the same point against the background of stars.

Now, 28 × 13 (hooray—we can still use our central moon number, chortled the moon worshippers) gives us 364 days. That 364 plus 1, of course, is, in fact, the “year and a day” so often mentioned in ancient legends and fairy stories—and gives us the 365 days of the solar year. That “and a day” is actually, once again, an extremely important item. As the shortest day of the year it is the day on which the sun dies—or, as I suggest, is sacrificed by the moon before she graciously resurrects him the next day.

Any more cultural thirteens?

The importance and significance of the pyramids of Egypt, Central America, and elsewhere cannot be disputed—and no one would do so.

But the point to make here is that the pyramid is the only structure (or shape found, anywhere among crystals) that has a total of—guess what—thirteen sides and edges (including base). Well, well.

And the Aztec Great Pyramid of the Sun (my italics) has 4 flights of 91 steps, giving us 4 × 91 = 364, the number of days in the lunar year. And 91 is, in any case, 7 × 13.

Both 4 and 7, incidentally, are also important moon numbers, and not just because 4 × 7 = 28. Four is derived from the four quarters of the moon—and as we shall see, the cross is, in fact, a stylized representation of the four quarters of the moon, which is why cross equals moon. As to seven, again, as we shall see, this is derived not principally from the seven stars of Ursa Major, the Great Bear (or Big Dipper), which indicates the still center of the heavens—but from the seven of the obscure little group of faint stars known as the Pleiades. And seven just turns out to be a central number of all religions worldwide (again the use of the words all and worldwide)—thus the Sabbath, Sunday, is the seventh day of the week. (Worth mentioning also that seven is the central/middle number between one and thirteen: 1, 2, 5, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13; and that we have seven units of time: second/minute/ hour/day/week/month/year.)

Oh, and I should have said earlier that Jewish boys reach manhood at the age of thirteen, when a special ceremony is held (the bar mitzvah). They are, of course, at that point 13 × 13 lunar months old. We already saw the combination of 13 × 13 in regard to the Order of the Garter.

And one more “little” item here. The Drachenloch altar in Switzerland, built by Neanderthals 75,000 years ago, contains—yes—thirteen bear skulls. Drachenloch means “lair of the dragon.” And just to show we’re not sidetracking, the Chinese call the movement of the moon as it snakes back and forth across the equator “the path of the dragon.” Well, well.

Lots more to come about dragons later.


Chapter 2

Left: Left Out

WE HAVE ALREADY BEGUN to list the mass, the almost endless list, of worldwide items for which orthodoxy (a) has no explanation whatsoever; and, which it (b) either deliberately, or out of pure stupidity, chooses completely to ignore.

But at this point, perhaps I should begin to set out my own proposed scenario of explanation. This scenario deals, on one hand, with the mass of cultural mysteries—but on the other, also with the equal mass of psychological and behavioral enigmas for which, once again, orthodoxy has no explanation whatsoever (see part 2).

As we proceed, incidentally, I shall cite many recent discoveries and surveys that support, and often dramatically support, my views—and not one of which in any way contradicts them.

My scenario of our history and psychology, then, is that both culturally and genetically, we are a hybrid cross between the Neanderthal and Cro-Magnon varieties of early human.

Turning to specifics, my claim is that Neanderthal society was ruled and led by women and driven by sex—by which I mean totally promiscuous sex, also involving lesbianism and homosexuality. There was, in particular, no hint of pair-bonding whatsoever.

So, clearly, a totally wild and unfounded claim? Well, guess what? The recently discovered bonobo chimpanzees of Africa are—yes—led by the females and practice totally promiscuous sex, including lesbianism and homosexuality. How lucky can I get! Much more lucky, as we shall see. (Incidentally, the bonobo chimps also practice pedophilia—there’ll be more to say on pedophilia later.)

Further of my claims are that Neanderthals worshipped the moon and were at least seminocturnal. Also that Neanderthals were redhaired. And finally, that Neanderthals were left-handed.

Now, guess what? A Neanderthal carving of the Moon Goddess has been found in South Africa; it is 250,000 years old. (Yes—250,000.) Well, lucky me.

I was the only person in the world to claim that Neanderthals had red hair—that was back in 1989, in my book Cities of Dreams. In 2001, the Oxford Institute of Molecular Biology announced—Neanderthals had red hair. Lucky, lucky me again. (The U.K. Times newspaper did have the decency to write an article pointing out that I had got there first.)

Just one more point on this subject. Recent studies have now shown that redheads are the most sexually active of all human groups! That finding, of course, does no harm whatsoever to my claims about the Neanderthals’ sexuality—quite the reverse, obviously.

But my “luck” goes on and on. Another recent study has shown that left-handedness is much more common among lesbians and homosexuals than in the general population! And yet another survey, that left-handed adults are, on average, shorter than right-handed adults. Neanderthals were, of course, much shorter than Cro-Magnons, as is well known—details on that later.

Of course, neither of these last two statements (or earlier statements) actually proves my claims in regard to Neanderthals. But they do them no harm whatsoever—quite the reverse.

Lastly, a tribe has been discovered in Siberia 66 percent of whom are left-handed! Scientists suggest that this dramatic level of left-handedness is an adaptation to extreme cold. Neanderthal, of course, lived through more than one ice age . . .

Now, as to the Cro-Magnons, I propose that their society was ruled and led by the males, and that one male bonded with one female for life (as is, of course, the case with Asian gibbons). Also that Cro-Magnons were creatures of daylight and the open plains, and that they worshipped the sun and were right-handed.

The above are, for the moment, some of my own specific claims concerning the two varieties of early humans.

But we already also know the following. These are agreed facts.

The classic Neanderthal was short in height, males an average five feet, four inches tall. The male was barrel-bodied, the so-called pyknic body type, and had a big toe shorter than the second toe. The back of the Neanderthal’s head, the occiput, was extended (housing a much larger cerebellum than that possessed by Cro-Magnons), giving the so-called long head. The Neanderthal also had a backward-sloping forehead and very heavily armored jutting brow ridges. The chin was recessive, but the mouth large and protruding (prognathous). The Neanderthal’s eye sockets were large (see figure 2.1). (This particular feature is, of course, regularly found in nocturnal creatures—but as far as I’m aware, nobody apart from myself has suggested that Neanderthals were nocturnal.)

Cro-Magnons were tall. Initial figures proposed that males were an average of six feet in height, but this figure was subsequently modified—to five feet, ten inches. The male’s build was athletic—broad shoulders with narrow hips. The back of the head was flat or slightly rounded, the forehead high and straight. The brow-ridges were flat, as was the mouth. The chin, however, was strong and often projecting (see figure 2.2).

The Cro-Magnon male’s height and athletic build very much suggest that he was a creature of the open plains and a hunter. The Neanderthal’s short and barrel-bodied build is much more suited to life in the jungle or forests. Neanderthals therefore were more likely “gatherers” (and I will suggest later that they were, initially, at least, largely if not completely vegetarian).

[image: image]

Figure 2.1. Skull of a Neanderthal from Rhodesia (40,000 years BP [before the present]). Note the very heavily armored brow ridges and the very large eye sockets, typical of nocturnal creatures. These are the people who excavated the red ochre mines of southern Africa, no doubt by moonlight.
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Figure 2.2. Skulls of (a) a Neanderthal man and (b) a Cro-Magnon man. Note the backward-projecting occiput or rear of the Neanderthal skull (this houses the large cerebellum and gives the long head) and the frontal “ horns.” The large eye sockets of the Neanderthal, altogether typical of nocturnal creatures (such as the owl), are better seen in figure 2.1.

And guess what—anthropologists refer to modern humans, ourselves, as hunter-gatherers! This is a rare but welcome nod in the direction of our duality—the duality that I, of course, insist on, and for which there is abundant evidence.

LEFT-HANDEDNESS

Let’s now take a closer look at some of the aspects of left-handedness.

First, a comment on witches. They danced in circles—counterclockwise. As it happens, counterclockwise circling is the natural movement for a left-hander. Right-handers dancing in a circle move clockwise. Witches, of course, are closely associated with the moon and the night—and the devil. Once again, guess what? All medieval portraits of the magically raised devil show him stepping from the magic circle with his left hand outstretched. Well, well, well.

(And need I remind you that a witches’ coven consisted of thirteen individuals?)

Let’s now look at a rather different item.

All of us have noticed how difficult and awkward it is for a left-handed individual to use normal Western handwriting, which crosses the page from left to right.

But in five major languages/civilizations, namely in Chinese, Japanese, Hebrew, Arabic, and the ancient Egyptian hieroglyphs, writing crosses from right to left—which is of course the natural direction/ movement for a left-hander.

Go on, pick up a Japanese book today. The back cover is the front cover! The first page is the last page. It’s all back to front—as far as we right-handers are concerned. (I only realized this myself when one of my books was translated into Japanese!)

So, sir/madam, how did that Chinese, Hebrew, Japanese, and so forth, situation arise—that is, handwriting from right to left, in a world that is very predominantly right-handed—and in which actual left-handedness is hated, despised, and punished, as we shall soon see, throughout all history and all cultures worldwide? I reiterate, why should handwriting in major modern cultures today be so difficult and awkward for the very large majority of the actual population?

Has this situation never struck you as odd, weird, sir/madam? Have you any explanation? (No, of course you haven’t.)

I do not myself have a provable answer to this riddle. But there is certainly a very likely explanation. This is that left-handed Neanderthals had already, in fact, produced the first form of handwriting—not necessarily letters as such, but stylized shapes, patterns, hieroglyphs—which, nevertheless, recorded events, conveyed instructions, messages, and whatever, just like the Egyptian hieroglyphs—at the time when Neanderthals and Cro-Magnons first met up. The Cro-Magnons at that point had not discovered or invented writing, and so took over the idea from the Neanderthals in the form (right to left) the Neanderthals had produced it.

If the idea of Neanderthals producing a form of handwriting sounds wild, we do have a very clear indication that Neanderthals could use rows of stones set out on the ground as an abacus to calculate, for instance, the star cycles, the periodicity of planets, and whatever—because the Tamils did precisely this in early historical times. And, of course, our present abacus appears among the Chinese, the Japanese, the Incas, and elsewhere—yet another example of so many parallel cultural phenomena found worldwide (which could only have come from one once-central source).

But let’s just emphasize the main point in question once again. Hebrew, Arabic, old Egyptian, Chinese, and Japanese writing is from right to left. And, as it happens, these ethnic groups (among others) have clearly more physical Neanderthal characteristics than those shown by Europeans—for instance, the sloping forehead, the prognathous mouth, the recessive chin, the short height, and so on.

We turn now to etymology.

In all languages of the world, the word for “right” produces a host of positive derivatives. But the word for “left” produces none. Moreover, the word for “left” itself means something very derogatory and is further vilified in a series of derogatory epithets.

So in English, derived from the same root as the word right, we have: correct, direct, rectitude, erect, erection, rector, rectify, regal, royal, regime, regiment, forthright, upright, rights, and so forth. Also from the Greek word for right, deks, we get (never mind what they get) dexterous, dignify, decent, decree, doctrine, decorum, and others. From the French droit we get adroit. And so on.

But as already noted, the root for left (with its, in any case, negative meaning) produces no derivatives whatsoever. Instead, we have a host of contemptuous epithets: cack-handed (which, in British slang, means “shit-handed”), squiffy, wacky, bollock-handed, molly-handed (that’s “soft-handed”), coochy, southpaw, cowpaw, and so on.

Actual left (lyft) in Anglo-Saxon means weak, worthless, womanish. Italian mancino means dubious and dishonest. Latin sinister means the same as our own word sinister. French gauche means awkward. In Indonesia, left means ignorant and foolish. Japanese hiddarimaki means mad. In various African languages, left means hated/unclean and weak/stupid, among others. And so on throughout the whole world. (You don’t mind me saying that again, sir/madam? Throughout the whole world.)

May we mention in passing that Islam specifically states that Muslims must use their left hand to wipe their bums and for all other unclean purposes, and the right for all honorable purposes?

Left-handedness itself was (we should say is—see below) also actually punished and persecuted, throughout the whole world. In many tribes the left hand of a left-handed child was tied to the body—and sometimes actually mutilated—to prevent its use.

Incredibly, but in fact (and why is this so, sir/madam, why?), the Chinese and Japanese today report zero left-handedness in their populations.

All their left-handers are still “corrected” (that is, “righted”). But luckily for me, in 1976 E. L. Teng and colleagues conducted a survey in which they asked adult Chinese whether they remembered being “corrected” in their early life. And 18 percent reported yes. And these same individuals—just to emphasize that no fantasy is involved here—still used their left hand for minor and not readily noticed tasks.

So actual left-handedness in China is in fact double that reported in Europe! And just in case you think that Europeans can reprimand or criticize Asians, Italy—yes, Italy—still today also reports zero left-handedness. Incredible but true.

And we have no cause for smugness in Britain either. In 1937, a survey reported 5.8 percent left-handedness among males. In 1959 the figure reported had increased to 6.7 percent. In 1976 the figure had again increased to 11.3 percent . . .

We have to ask again (and again and again and again)—where has this universal loathing, hatred, and fear of left-handedness come from? Orthodoxy, of course, has no answer whatsoever to this question.

(And in case you are wondering—are left-handers in some way underachievers or pathetic in any sense?—here are just a few names of actual left-handers: Beethoven, Michelangelo, Leonardo da Vinci, Goethe, Nietzsche, Holbein, Landseer, Cicero, Tiberius, Lewis Carroll, Charlie Chaplin, Judy Garland, Paul McCartney, Cole Porter, Danny Kaye, John MacEnroe, Jimmy Connors, Pele, Babe Ruth, and many others.)

Here we must make a very, very important point. There is no question whatsoever of any kind of instinctive or biological reaction on our part to left-handedness. None whatsoever.

You can test this matter easily for yourself. While waiting in a post office or bank with a friend, ask your friend casually: “Was that chap who wrote the check/that cashier that served us/that woman ticking her shopping list/whatever left-handed or right-handed?” Or better still, while watching television: “That gunman who just shot the policeman—was he left-handed or right-handed?” You will get a blank, puzzled look from your friend: “I don’t know.”

So let me ask you personally. You’ve seen the individuals concerned many, many times on television. So the question is: Is former president Bill Clinton left-handed or right-handed? Was President Reagan left-handed or right-handed? Is former president George H. W. Bush (George W. Bush’s father) left-handed or right-handed?

You don’t know. In fact, all three are/were left-handed.

The treatment of left-handers and the attitudes toward left-handedness we are examining are not in any way instinctive—they are purely and totally sociopolitical.

We have already mentioned that witches danced counterclockwise and that circling counterclockwise is the natural movement for a left-hander—right-handed people circle clockwise. Now, guess what? Viewed from any point north of the equator, the sun (rising in the east, setting in the west) circles the Earth clockwise. The moon rising in the west and setting in the east circles the Earth counterclockwise. (So the moon is left-handed.)

These facts are recorded in the symbol of the swastika—which is, by the way, found worldwide in all cultures. Shall we say that again? The symbol of the swastika is found worldwide.

First, let us remember that the cross symbolizes the moon (worldwide). These “four arms of the moon,” as many tribes actually call them, are derived from the four quarters of the moon. The cross is often shown enclosed in a circle (the moon itself, of course). Now, if we make small breaks in that circle at appropriate points, we produce the cursive (running) swastika—the swastika with bent arms as opposed to straight arms. And, in fact, we get two cursive swastikas: the swastika that runs to the left (the sauvastika) and the swastika that runs to the right (the svastika—see figure 2.3). These, of course, represent the actual movements of the two heavenly bodies. (We note in passing that it was the right-moving clockwise svastika the Nazis adopted for their symbol.)

Incredible how all the many items we are looking at hang together, isn’t it?

There is yet another very, very important aspect to left-handedness. In all cultures worldwide and throughout history (yet again!) the left is associated with the feminine.

[image: image]

Figure 2.3. Progressive development of the moon symbol (cross within a circle) into the cursive sauvastika and svastika, and thence into the conventional modern swastika (left- and right-facing varieties).

Thus in Africa, males are buried lying on their right side, the females lying on their left side. In India, the god Siva is male on the right side, female on the left. In classical Greece, left is stated as female, right as male—and specifically the left testicle is said to produce female children, the right testicle male children. The Maoris of New Zealand also state that the right hand is male, the left is female. And so on and so on.
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