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Foreword

David Hatcher Childress

I have known the work of Mary Bennett and David S. Percy since the mid-1990s and have been constantly amazed by the depth of their research as well as their startling conclusions. Here, as in their previous works, they ask all the right questions and shine a light on even the most distant objects, such as Mars.

This book, written by Bennett, is foremost a captivating account of the search for extraterrestrial intelligence and the quest to travel into deep space. It looks closely at the anomalous Cydonia region of Mars, which is shown to be laid out as a special right triangle that in turn is enclosed within a phi spiral. While revealing the geologically and mathematically verifiable evidence pointing to the intelligent design of this area on Mars, it also shows, with Percy’s excellent illustrations, the geometrical and cultural links between this design and Earth’s ancient sites and monuments.

The book goes on to detail how exploratory probes sent to Mars in the 1970s triggered a plethora of anomalous events in various countries around the world over a thirty-year period. It reveals that the special right triangle found at Cydonia has been unwittingly mirrored in the development of Washington, DC, and indicates that various elements of the Cydonian geometry, already replicated in the ancient Avebury landscape in Wiltshire, England, have been more recently deliberately and discreetly replicated elsewhere on the planet.

I find the relationships between megalithic monuments on Earth and those on Mars extremely compelling, and this book takes a fascinating look at the relationship between the complex on Mars, the Nazca plateau in Peru, the Great Pyramid, and quantum computing.

Alien Intelligence and the Pathway to Mars demonstrates that the data 
and information held within the anomalous events of recent times can be decoded 
and, indeed much has been decoded, producing knowledge that can assist us humans 
individually in our personal growth and also help us collectively in overcoming 
present environmental and technological difficulties both on Earth and in space.

One thing that I have always appreciated in Bennett and Percy’s research, including this book, is their insightful examinations of mainstream science and into whether what we are being told on a daily basis may be just plain wrong. When the average citizen is confronted with “facts and statistics” from rocket scientists and astrophysicists at NASA and elsewhere that are confusing and complicated, it is difficult for that person to seriously doubt the statements from respected scientists. But Bennett and Percy break down these facts and statistics so readers can make up their own minds. Whether it concerns the extreme dangers of space radiation, the bizarre inability to duplicate the Apollo missions of fifty years ago, or the diagraming of structures on Mars, Bennett and Percy discuss and elucidate all these topics in a credible, scientific way.

Here, with great clarity in their arguments and conclusions, they demonstrate how the geometric data present at Cydonia interact with the decoded knowledge to provide the blueprints of a viable spacecraft able to swiftly and safely take humans to Mars without being exposed to space radiation.

I have always liked books that get into the technical specifications of advanced aerospace designs, and in Alien Intelligence and the Pathway to Mars, thanks to Percy’s illustrations, future concepts for a spacecraft using propulsion without propellant are brought into a present reality. Elaborating on some of the subject matter presented in the 1993 book by David P. Myers and Percy, Two-Thirds: A History of Our Galaxy, this spacecraft concept is based partly on Tesla’s theories of electromagnetism and gravity and is described as using thrusting energy drawn from space for propulsion. At the time an outlandish suggestion. But by 2011, photon-based propulsion was being actively explored by some thirty-five teams under the aegis of NASA and DARPA (Defense Advanced Research Projects Agency). These teams have not adopted the concept of the rapidly spinning disk drive technology described by Myers and Percy, and little progress has been made toward a viable crewed craft for deep-space travel.

The proposed spacecraft design will deliver a totally different experience whereby one day it will be possible for astronauts to travel directly from the surface of Earth to the surface of Mars in the same craft. They would be able to transit between destinations rapidly while having total control of the craft within the vicinity of planets.

Bennett and Percy cover a great deal of ground in this extensively researched work and literally take us to another world! It is a world of ancient structures, astonishing science, and the promise of a future in space for mankind. They have deftly combined astronomy, math, art, music, philosophy, mythology, and history while imparting a wealth of information and fresh ideas. All the while they challenge cultural biases about who we are and where we come from. Take the leap into this book, and you will never think the same way about the worlds we live in.

DAVID HATCHER CHILDRESS

 

DAVID HATCHER CHILDRESS is a world explorer, an authority on ancient monuments, and an investigator into advanced technology and free energy. The owner of Adventures Unlimited Press, he is the author of Technology of the Gods and The Anti-Gravity Handbook.





Introduction

We human beings are a curious bunch. We want to know all about our world and how we got to be here on this planet, in this solar system, in this galaxy. Are we alone, or are there other beings like us out there? These age-old questions have only intensified as space engineers and scientists analyze data received from probes sent out into deep space.

The people of Earth have long been fascinated by Mars, and the notion that there might be life on the red planet has absorbed astronomers ever since Giovanni Schiaparelli observed channels on its surface over 150 years ago.

In the 1970s, we began physically interacting with Mars, first launching probes to fly past and orbit Mars, then sending small craft to touch down and, in more recent times, sending robots and roving vehicles to explore its surface. As a result of all this activity, Mars has been photographed and imaged extensively, but the next step—getting humans all the way there and landing them alive and in a healthy state—is a totally different matter.

In the early 1960s, NASA commissioned the Brookings Institution to study the ramifications of space exploration. This included looking at the question of how contact with any extraterrestrial intelligence (ETI) might occur. Given the perceived limitations of the speed of light and the state of rocket technology in the 1960s, no one in the space communities or at Brookings expected ETI to be anywhere close enough to warrant genuine concern about actual physical contact. However, the events described in the following pages reveal that the idea that ETI is far enough away to be irrelevant has not prevented the space agencies from employing their own strategic signaling to any intelligent life that may be out there, although whether they are asking for help or signaling “stay away” is a moot point.

The Brookings Report indicated that should there ever be any form of exchange, it was unlikely that the means of communication adopted by ETI would be similar to that used by us. In that respect, as it turns out, they would be confounded.

Whether ETI would use the same technology as ours for either contact or travel purposes is another debatable point. Naturally, the Brookings Report was founded on the technological understanding of human space travel capabilities as they were back in the 1960s. And this takes us to the nub of the problem we face today.

Imagine a conversation between a NASA representative and a member of the general public who is keenly following the human space program:

NASA spokesperson:  “We are going be sending astronauts to Mars, and we’re planning to go soon.”

Everyman:  “How soon?”

“Just as soon as we can perfect a rocket large enough to launch a spacecraft that can fully protect the crew from cosmic and solar radiation and sustain them all the way to Mars so that they arrive well enough and strong enough to walk unaided.”

“I understand that a crewed launch is scheduled for sometime around 2033, so what’s the problem?”

“Actually, we are finding that even in the International Space Station (ISS), orbiting 250 miles above Earth and mostly below the protective radiation belts, human bodies don’t function too well. We don’t know how to improve that situation right now. Nor do we know how to launch an adequately protected Mars-bound spacecraft with a suitable lander. Such a craft would be too heavy even for our big launchers.”

“But wasn’t that sorted in the 1960s with Apollo? Surely you just scale it all up as you are doing with the Space Launch System.”

“Scaling up isn’t that simple; there are several major challenges to overcome. The crew module/lander combo is still too heavy, we still haven’t mastered the essential technique of a skip re-entry, and a Mars return is even faster than a lunar return.”

The Brookings Report and any possible contact with ETI now come into focus. It is the premise of this book that the achievement of successfully landing a probe on the surface of Mars demonstrated to ETI that as a species we are now on the verge of addressing the challenge of sending human astronauts to land on another planet. But in reality, however good automated probes might be, the lack of progress in crewed deep-space flight has demonstrated that our existing rockets and spacecraft technology are woefully inadequate when it comes to protecting human beings anywhere beyond low-Earth orbit (LEO).

During the 1970s, the United States and the Soviet Union managed to send probes to Mars equipped with cameras to make planetary observations. And as NASA’s Mariner 9 was traveling toward the red planet, space engineers, having decided that mathematics would be understood by any civilization advanced enough to interface with the probes, were preparing messages for ETI. Greetings plaques were attached to Pioneer craft numbers 10 and 11. Launching in 1972 and 1973, respectively, both of these deep-space probes bore an aluminum plaque engraved with diagrams encoding mathematical, biometric, and locating data.

Meanwhile, in June 1972, Mariner 9, having had its mission brief extended, was taking a second round of photos of the Cydonia region, and here on Earth anomalous events occurred indicating interactions from ETI that, as the following chapters will show, have continued in various forms.

Four years after Mariner 9, the Viking probes were orbiting Mars and once again photographing the Cydonia region. In July 1976, an image was spotted by Tobias Owen of the Jet Propulsion Laboratory (JPL). It looked so much like an upturned face it was specifically mentioned at the July 26 press briefing by the Viking project scientist and astrobiologist Gerry Soffen, and immediately dismissed by him: “When we took another picture a few hours later, it all went away; it was just a trick, just the way light fell on it.” Coincidentally, a committee led by astrophysicist and author Carl Sagan was in the process of selecting elements to be incorporated into another ETI communication. This time, gold-plated copper disks were to be attached to the two Voyager probes launching in 1977. These disks included a message from then United States President Jimmy Carter:

This is a present from a small, distant world, a token of our sounds, our science, our images, our music, our thoughts and our feelings. We are attempting to survive our time so we may live into yours. We hope some day; having solved the problems we face, to join a community of galactic civilizations.1

After collating the available evidence during research for this book, it has become abundantly clear that communications and messages from Earth have not gone unheeded. Just as humans have sent out these encoded and engraved diagrams and disks so have messages been returned to us here on Earth, inserted into our material world as symbols and shapes containing layers of decipherable meaning.

We have evolved our means of transportation considerably over the years. From the early harnessing of animals leading to horse-drawn carts and carriages came the invention of steam, in turn leading to the internal combustion engine, progressing to the age of electric power, which is ideally suited to vehicles of all kinds, especially trains. In the air, propeller-driven aircraft were greatly improved with the advent of the jet engine. This is progress through incremental steps.

However, despite the brilliant scientific minds of rocket engineers, the space industry is the exception—it has not progressed in a comparable way. The principle of deploying a rocket for ascending flight has not changed substantially since its invention by the Chinese in the tenth century, and the very basic idea of burning or combusting fuel in one form or another to power these rockets continues to this day.

To put this into context, one might ask what it would be like if the telephone, instead of developing from the basic, rather chunky and limited instruments of the 1960s into the compact smart pocket computer used today by billions, had remained static for fifty years. Unimaginable!

Yet, today humans can only travel to the ISS orbiting just 250 miles off the surface of the Earth—just one thousandth of the way to the Moon. NASA, the agency that built the lunar rockets and modules of the 1960s, having retired the inadequate Space Shuttle, has relied completely on Russian spacecraft to transport their astronauts up to the ISS. A situation that only began changing in the summer of 2020, when the American-built Space X had its first test run of a human rated spacecraft.

During the 1960s, when the term “rocket science” became shorthand for doing something really brainy and clever, the public was encouraged to leave the difficult stuff to the scientists. But with the hindsight of 20/20 vision, maybe we should all start asking the awkward questions since, clearly, there are profound challenges to be overcome when designing, building, and launching a craft for journeying into deep space with a full crew aboard and a fit-for-purpose lander.

Not least among the challenges is the fact that every rocket launch is a major polluter of the atmosphere. The Earth is ringed with ever increasing numbers of orbiting satellites and potentially dangerous space junk, while the oceans are the repository of much of the hardware, fuel, nuclear power units, and any other items that don’t make it into space or “deorbit” and survive atmospheric re-entry.

The stagnating technology underscores the necessity for a big rethink. A totally new approach to human space travel is seriously overdue, and a paradigm shift is needed to make a genuine breakthrough.

In February 2020, the SETI (Search for Extraterrestrial Intelligence) Institute announced that the search for ETI had finally “gone mainstream” when it was granted access to real-time data coming from the Radio Telescope facility in New Mexico known as the Very Large Array (VLA).

Should this new SETI-VLA collaboration succeed, then a change of perspective is on the horizon. Tony Beasley, the director of the National Radio Astronomy Observatory (NRAO), which runs the VLA, made this statement:

Determining whether we are alone in the universe as technologically capable life is among the most compelling questions in science, and [our] telescopes can play a major role in answering it.2

This 2020 initiative, along with the assertion that it is primarily the NRAO and VLA telescopes in charge of this search for ETI, indicates a profound change of attitude. One that is only partly due to the sheer quantity of planets that have now been found to conform to the criteria defined by scientists as “potentially life-supporting.”

This book suggests that energetic interactions with our world (some via the VLA), mostly considered anomalous events by scientists, are actually encoded aspects of physics that, to date, mainstream science and the space agencies appear not to have fully grasped.

The messages sent from Earth encode factual information for ETI about the people of Earth, with a sprinkling of culture, such as the first two bars of Beethoven’s String Quartet no. 13 in B-flat Major, added to the mix. The messages received on Earth also contain extra content to stimulate creative thinking, for the apparent high strangeness of the events described ultimately offer each of us the opportunity to explore our own response to other realities, to become more in tune with our environment and each other, and to become capable of embracing change harmoniously, should we so choose.

This book contains the story of how we got to where we are today in the matter of ETI and the quest to travel into space, and it also suggests how we might proceed in decoding more of the data and information held within those anomalous events described. It further proposes that the knowledge transmitted can assist us here on Earth. This is because we are living on our very own spaceship and so the blueprints that can provide us with the means to travel safely to Mars also offer solutions for overcoming present technological difficulties here on our home planet.

The research that has led to this book has involved a journey of some twenty-five years for my colleague David Percy and me, making connections with moments of insight and realization along the way. It is still very much a work in progress, and we shall continue developing themes from this book online. In the meantime we hope that the information we have amassed will enable the next step along the pathway to Mars, bringing successful deep-space travel to future generations.

MARY BENNETT





1

The Quest for Answers

Who Are We and Where Do We Really Come From?

The quest for meaningful answers to the major questions of all time has preoccupied humanity since our ancestors first gazed upward and contemplated the starry skies.

Of what stuff are we made? Physicists, biologists, and chemists agree we are of the same elements as the stars.1 This conclusion implies a deep and meaningful physical connection to the star that is the very genesis of the energy on which we depend for life—the Sun. It also implies a direct connection to all those other stars at their various stages of development—at the very least those contained within our own galaxy.

When did some of this star stuff become a self-aware creature, a human 
being? Anthropologists, archaeologists, and historians dig down through the 
earth looking for traces of earlier cultures in the search of answers to this 
complex question, and as they do so, they find their boundaries pushed ever 
further back into the mists of time. The assumptions made as to the capacity and 
intelligence of ancient humans are in constant need of revision. The focus of 
attention for ancient man and for modern humans may have been and is very 
different, but ancient peoples were able to resolve problems that today we would 
not know how to address, or even know why we should bother to do so.

Where do we actually come from? In attempting to address the emergence 
and spread of humankind, the “out of Africa theory” is now in question. So it is 
legitimate to ask if the traditional ladder or path of evolution is worth 
re-evaluating. After all, if essentially we are composed of star stuff and have 
an innate connection with “out there,” then, digging down into our own psyche, 
we could ask ourselves some really big questions.

Who are we,  Homo sapiens sapiens, relative to any other putative civilizations? Are there other sentient beings in other star systems who have their own experiences of living and are perhaps at other stages of development—physical, intellectual, and spiritual? And is our geocentric, solar-centric opinion of ourselves necessarily the same as any external observer’s opinion of ourselves?


TOO CLOSE FOR COMFORT

It was humankind’s early exploration into space that set us on the path to seeking real answers to questions formerly the preserve of philosophers and fans of science fiction. And although we humans are finding space travel challenging, our probes are wandering the solar system, and when apparent evidence of intelligent interaction with the landscape on our neighboring planet Mars emerged into the public domain in 1976, something in our collective consciousness was woken, and it became impossible to keep the subject of our ancestry a fiction, but that has not been for want of trying.

Human beings are a curious species, and when exploring our environment we have variously achieved the ability to travel, for the most part successfully, on water, on land, and in the air. For most of our energy needs, we have harnessed aspects of another basic element—fire. We then turned our eyes back to the starry skies we first contemplated millennia ago. Consequently, the most recent frontier for us to consider conquering is how to travel to those stars. Over the last fifty years or so, we have had some small successes with launching satellites, robotic probes, telescopes, shuttles, and space stations. But today, there are more unanswered questions than those that have been solved when it comes to human space travel. Even within LEO, astronauts orbiting Earth on the ISS are subject to various unfortunate biological effects—not all clearly understood or fully manageable. Yet despite this lack of a comprehensive understanding as to how to overcome these fundamental difficulties, the world’s space agencies intend to fast-forward with human exploration/exploitation of both the Moon and Mars.

Clearly, it is vital to have goals and to continue this desire to explore, which is innate within us all precisely because of the very stuff of which we are made. And that makes these fundamental questions ever more pertinent. To those already posed, we might then add: Why are we here, and what are we doing on this gem of a blue-green planet? Some say that we are still “at school” or that we are currently Earth-bound “in quarantine” for our own good and for the safety of everyone else “out there.” Others suggest that our predecessors trashed our original home planet in the distant past and that we settled and evolved here instead. These ideas might have some validity, but then again, shouldn’t we have matured over time? Is it inevitable that we trash the oceans and the environment of our own home planet all over again? As a result of which we will need to exploit and eventually colonize the perceived resources of our Moon or Mars. For it appears we are doing just that, out of greed, perceived energy needs, and continuing disagreements between each other. Has such immature behavior sent a clear signal to anyone observing that we are not yet mature enough to proceed in a responsible manner? Or worse? From the point of view of an outsider observing our space exploration programs, to be doing the same thing over and over again while expecting to achieve different results would appear insane.2




THOSE OTHERS

Considering the general behavior between nations, cultures, and professions, it is obvious that, for the most part, we are somewhat belligerent toward those considered to be “others,” mostly those whom we do not know or who do not look like us or speak like us or behave like us or hold the same ideas as we do. Finding common ground both on and off the planet might be the best way forward. Because if we are made of the same stuff as the stars, then surely each one of us is composed of the same stardust as all these “others”—both here on Earth and elsewhere too. Even if we, sentient beings, may look different, with differing languages and varying viewpoints and ideas, we are all of the same essence.

When it comes to exploring the so-called High Frontier, it’s not necessarily the case that the raw fire we deployed in the past is the answer to the power source needed to get us humans from here into deep space and beyond.

Although that message does not seem to be getting through. The principles set out by Princeton physicist and professor Gerard O’Neill in his influential 1976 book The High Frontier: Human Colonies in Space retain their grip. The appendix to the updated 1988 edition still had this advice for start-ups in the space business: “Avoid, if at all possible, developing new technologies or stretching old ones. Instead, assemble building blocks of existing technology in such a way as to build a new capability that serves a real need.” That book is much respected by NASA staff; however, it will become clear over the course of this book that if we are going to succeed in our inquiry into our origins and our desire to get out into deep space, we are going to have to develop new technologies and factor in “the fifth element.”

This fifth element has gone under different names in the past. In relation to humans, it has been described as the etheric: some have called it the invisible energy of space—the ether—and have given as its material symbol the fifth Platonic solid, the dodecahedron. Physicists today refer to dark matter and dark energy; ancient and modern philosophers refer to it as the filaments of connection between (a) so-called nonliving systems, (b) all living things, and (c) all self-aware beings. Traditionally and metaphorically, the nonliving systems are represented by the number 6, all living things by the number 5, and the self-aware beings’ physical body by the number 7. It is suggested that multiples of these three different levels of consciousness connect self-aware beings to everything in the universe, no doubt at very subtle levels. As we stand on the threshold of space, if we truly intend to travel up and away from the planet to work and live in harmony elsewhere without repeating the errors of the past, then it’s likely that we shall have to take these subtle effects of the fifth element into account before we can turn our dreams of space travel into reality. Otherwise, like ancient man, we will still look up at the stars and continue to feel and wonder. However, unlike ancient man, we will not be able to translate any of those feelings and wonderment into a useful technology.

The study of Earth’s ancient monuments combined with the use of modern technology has revealed that our ancestors built many of our most ancient monuments as practical tools for living on the planet. In the site locations and layouts of their buildings, it is clear that they also had the ability for considerable wise thinking, which means having the ability to operate their intuitive senses far more efficiently than the majority of us can do today. This planet’s ancient monuments have revealed considerable amounts of information passed on through the ages. Many researchers suspect that the works laid down by ancient stargazing ancestors contain resources hitherto unrecognized by modern humans. Those interested in cosmic connections and future space travel suspect that any such data will only be considered of practical use when our species has sufficiently matured mentally—first to understand the data and then to use them wisely and peacefully. As Jacquetta Hawkes famously remarked, “Every age has the Stonehenge it deserves—or desires.”3

Despite the considerable achievements of robotic space exploration thus far, and even though research on the ISS has demonstrated that the human body in space can benefit from specific harmonic resonances, NASA appears to be using an entirely inadequate technology for future human spacecraft and space stations. For the most part, the technologies employed to date have been developed as a result of wars, tension, and dissonance.

Thanks to the perceived necessities of deterring attacks from the air, radar was developed rapidly during World War II. And once again that age-old question resurfaced: Are we alone? Experiences by both allies and axis pilots of seeing lights (subsequently dubbed “foo fighters”) flying near to their planes, along with other unexplained aerial phenomena never accounted for either during or after the conflict, had already convinced the authorities of all combatting nations that there was a need to search for any possible ETI. Post–World War II, rocket-powered craft, devolved directly from Germany’s World War II rocket program, were later adapted to missile warfare and then to satellites, probes, and spacecraft for people. Post–World War II, thanks to the surplus of both technicians and equipment, radio astronomy progressed equally rapidly, setting us all on the road to the stars.

Parallel to these developments, the exploration and domination of the human mind through the use of drugs had been a subject of research for many governments. Warfare used as the excuse for developing and deploying drugs to produce specific physical conditions and mental states in a human being. Unsurprisingly, drugs are now being proposed as the means by which an astronaut might survive long spells traveling in space.

Indeed, the stress of conflict has often been credited with forcing nations into new discoveries by focusing the financing of new technologies. Although the rocketry that fueled the so-called Cold War was literally one of pushing and shoving a vehicle up into space, paradoxically, exploring far beyond the atmosphere is more than likely going to require a peaceful cooperation between the technological components we invent and the environment in which they, and ourselves, must function. And for this to be achieved, instead of scrapping like difficult teenagers, we might even have to grow up and become responsible adults. And invent a new way of traveling in space.

Down through the successive generations there have been those who know in their bones that form also generates function. What if the ideas we need to pursue have already been encoded not only by nature itself in the design of the solar system but also in the designs and layouts of Earth’s ancient monuments and structures, which are also waiting to be decoded in conjunction with the various motifs used to create their unique architectural features? This might seem ridiculous, yet many of these structures, while spread out across the planet, have a demonstrable coherence of design and methodology. How so? These cultures are not recorded as having intermingled at the time, but the inspiration for these similar architectural forms came from somewhere. What if ancient man’s use of intuition and openness to creativity resulted in constructions encoding layers of data and information, some useful for their times and some waiting for the time when we would need them? What if a set of blueprints showing us alternative processes for living in harmony with a planet, and traveling off planet, has been waiting for us to come of age?
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Figure 1.1. The high Nazca plateau on the Pampas de Jumana, Peru.

This side view from the air shows the principle plateau in the background and a separate flattened area at a lower level in the foreground. Attributing the geoglyphs on this UNESCO World Heritage Site to the indigenous population is to ignore these facts: that several of the stylized depictions of life-forms originate far from Peru and that considerable engineering was required prior to placing miles of trapezoid forms across the plateau and the surrounding mountains.

Some of this thinking is not news; there are many who consider that there must be an underlying pattern to the seemingly random placement of each of the great monuments across the world. Various arrangements of geometric patterns are discussed in books on this subject, but with each author proposing a different geometric design underlying their “world grid.”4 While these works are strong on pattern and placement within their selected sites, they fail to address the fundamental issue: What coherence of thought produced various ancient archaeological sites based on the same design principles while separated by vast distances and, to our eyes at least, built by different cultures? Pyramids are a good example of this perplexing problem. Whether stepped or smooth-sided, adorned or plain, these square-based monuments were constructed across the globe at different periods of history by different cultures, yet they are instantly recognizable as belonging to the same architectural family.

Let’s look at some examples of two pyramid complexes and a city built on the same principles. The pyramid city of Teotihuacán, the pyramid complex at Giza, and the Forbidden City of Beijing all have connections and correspondences, but at the time of their building, according to the available records, there was little if any trading of importance occurring between Mexico, Egypt, and China. It is, however, a fact that all three complexes are based on the golden spiral, the phi spiral. The city of Teotihuacán also echoes the layout of the Forbidden City in Beijing in that both have waterways manipulated to intersect the site at the same level. At Teotihuacán, the natural waterway flowing east of the site has been deviated to cross the site a quarter of the way up, separating the sunken Quetzalcoatl complex from the rest of the site.5

[image: image]

Figure 1.2. Teotihuacán complex, Teotihuacán, Mexico, as featured in the June 1967 issue of Scientific American. North is to the top of the image, along with the Moon pyramid, the Sun pyramid is to the east of the Avenue, and below it to the south is the sunken Quetzalcoatl complex.

In Beijing’s Forbidden City, the artificial moat has been fed into the site down the western side and then deviated to cross the site at the same distance from the entryway as at Teotihuacán, but here it separates the emperor’s receiving complex from Tiananmen Square and the forecourts.6

The phi spiral is also the foundation on which the three large pyramids at Giza were constructed. This connectivity speaks of coherence of thought regarding placement, form, and, as it turns out, function.7
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Figure 1.3. Forbidden City complex, Beijing, China.
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Figure 1.4. Giza plateau, Egypt, with superimposed phi spiral.

It is certainly interesting that the very same fundamental principles set out in these two ancient complexes are again present when we consider the planet’s location, only this time in proportions of thirds.




GOLDILOCKS

Our solar system is located two-thirds of the way from galactic center, in the galaxy’s Orion arm. Within the rocky planets of the inner solar system, the Earth is two-thirds of the way from the Sun. However, if we take the asteroid belt as the boundary between the rocky planet arena and the four outer planets, the so-called gas and ice giants, then the third planet from the Sun, the Earth, is one-third of the way from the Sun. The Earth is considered by scientists to be the most likely orbital location in this solar system where life, as a start-up, could develop from single-cell bacteria and evolve on through to human beings. This outcome is possible because the Earth orbits in what astrophysicists call the “Goldilocks Zone”—an ideal location defined by the orbits of Venus and the Mars.

Venus, although slightly larger than Earth, is considered too hot for a startup and will never be a place for life as we know it. Mars, a planet half the size of Earth, is too cold, but again, this seems not to have been the case in the past, and speculation is rife among scientists as to the how, when, and why the environment on Mars changed. Albeit with some competition from Mars as scientists learn more and more about conditions on the red planet, Earth is just right, neither too near nor too far from its Sun. Earth also has an abnormally large Moon (nearly half the size of Mars). This keeps our axis relatively stable; it varies through three degrees over forty-one thousand years. (According to our astronomers, the range is from 21.48° to 24.4° and we are currently at 23.93°.) Mars, on the other hand, has two interesting smaller moons, but these are not large enough to affect its axial tilt, which is therefore more variable than ours. Although we all know that we are orbiting the Sun and rotating on our imagined axis counterclockwise, we tend to describe the Sun’s motion from the perspective of an observer standing on Earth. As such we tend to imagine its rising in the east and setting in the west as a clockwise motion.

Earth’s orbiting Moon also generates a tidal pull on both land and sea, as does the Sun. In this regard, the Moon, being much closer, has a stronger effect than the Sun. The Moon’s orbital actions also generate a subtle clockwise wobble on the counterclockwise rotation of the Earth, and this wobble affects our orbital motion around the Sun. And thus our perception of where we see the Sun rising at the spring equinox changes over time. While astronomers to this day designate the spring equinox, 0º Aries on or around March 21, as the starting point of the solar retrograde precessional cycle, over very long periods of time, from here on Earth it looks as though the Sun gradually slips clockwise, taking 25,920 years to complete one Great Year. Ancient astronomers said of the Sun during its passage against the background stars that it “dwelt in the house”: spending 2,160 years in each house of 30° arc by moving at a rate of one degree every seventy-two years. Now, as most people know, the Sun is gradually leaving the house of Pisces and will be entering the house of Aquarius.

Both ancient and modern astronomers understand that the ecliptic constellations actually vary in size, but for mapping and calendar purposes, the ancients also chose to divide the ecliptic into twelve “houses” of equal size summing to 360°. This band of twelve constellations is known as the zodiac. The tilt of our axis also means that an extra constellation is often seen sharing the house of Scorpio. As such, Ophiuchus, the serpent bearer, is referred to as the thirteenth constellation. Interestingly, the ancient font at Avebury parish church, in Wiltshire, England, depicts this serpent bearer.

On a much shorter seasonal cycle of spring, summer, autumn, and winter, our rotating planet allows us to see the Sun move through these twelve “houses” on a monthly counterclockwise basis. The ancient Chinese also operated a zodiacal calendar of 365.24 days that recognized the influence of the Moon on Earth’s seasonal year.

Whether one is for or against astrology as a methodology, it is quite possible that the combination of our position relative to the Sun, along with the Earth’s axial rotation and the effects of the Moon on the planet, produce virtually the same effect on our perceptions throughout time and across cultures. It’s worth recalling that while many cultures use strings of beads as a handheld tool during prayer, meditation, or simply to calm the mind, the Tibetans used a bead chain with cosmic significance. Originally made of seeds, the Buddhist chain came in three sizes, having 27, 54, or 108 beads. These multiples of nine are relevant, as to this day Tibetans consider nine to represent “all”; for example, nine thoughts would represent all thought. The nine becomes one. As the Tibetans were formerly spiritual counselors to the ancient Chinese, it’s unsurprising that the ancient Han people used nine in the same context, along with the notion of infinity.8 The fact that these three different mala bead lengths can be generated from initially squaring the number 3 leads to another insight. The auspicious number 3 is applied to many matters important to the Tibetans, among which are the cosmic triple of Earth, Moon, and stars. From all this number manipulation, the ancient Tibetans created the longest 108-bead chain. It was derived from the sum of the diameters of the Moon, Earth, and Sun and multiplying the result by 108. This figure produced the distance of Earth, a planet supporting life, from its own star—the Sun. With the addition of another single and larger bead (also present on the Tibetan chain), the 109 beads then encoded the number of times the diameter of Earth divides into its Sun’s diameter. How did they know that? This stunning cultural example begs the question as to exactly how such subliminal messages might be received. And provides a clue in the function of these prayer beads as a tool for the mind. Is this information concerning a Sun, a planet harboring a sentient species and its moon, part of the specific requirements for the emergence of self-aware life within a solar system? And have Tibetan meditation practices enabled them to tap into the collective unconscious, of their own people or that of the solar system or another galaxy? And if such technical data relative to our place in the solar system have been translated into an artifact for use as a meditative tool, then it is reasonable to conclude that we might, at some stage in our cultural development, whether in Mexico, Egypt, China, or elsewhere, have included some of the same sort of technical data and translated barely consciously aware sensations or perceptions into the building of our pyramids, stone circles, and cities and, indeed, other important artifacts.




PYRAMIDS

Modern archaeologists have assessed and classified the pyramid complexes in terms of the amount of material that was displaced and the numbers of manpower hours required to build these monuments. These specialists consider pyramid building to be a demonstration of the authority of the designated “instigator” of these builds. A decline in pyramid building and in quantity or quality is attributed to social change within the culture. But this completely materialistic approach does not take into account other attributes of these pyramidal constructions.

Giza is commonly considered to represent half the hemisphere of this planet. It would be more accurate to state that its build incorporates data relative to half of a three-dimensional sphere. However, remembering that the diameter of Mars is just over 50 percent of our own diameter and that the city of Cairo is named after the planet Mars, we might be missing a trick here. Surveyors and architects have also linked Teotihuacán to luni-solar planetary matters, and it is the so-called Moon Pyramid that dominates the avenue of that city. So we might wonder if smooth-sided pyramids perform one function while step pyramids have another function. We also know that the Sumerian astronomers used a seven-step pyramidal (ziggurat) system to signify latitudes from the equator to the North Pole.9 As each step therefore represented 12.85° (12 degrees, 51.42 minutes), the priest-astronomer at its summit was literally on top of the world. However, that number of degrees is the average of degrees the Moon tracks around our planet every day. Which recalls the twelve-day average length of time between a woman’s ovulation and her period.10 If we no longer build pyramids in quite such a considered and monumental form today, is it because, subconsciously, we know we do not need to because they are already in situ? Or is it because we have forgotten what they do when fully in form? Taking the square base of all these pyramidal forms, does this particular form affect the planetary environment at its location, whether under its base or in the air surrounding it? If so, how much has any subsequent damage to our truly ancient monuments affected us?11 Even if the copies constructed more recently are but a partial reflection of an original total concept, it is clear that many of us still have a fascination for pyramids.
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Figure 1.5. The Luxor Pyramid, Las Vegas, plays on the Egyptian theme to the hilt. Built in 1993 as a casino and thirty-story hotel complex, its 111-meter height makes it similar to the Egyptian Red Pyramid at Dahshur, just south of Giza. The Vegas pyramid is flanked by an obelisk and a reproduction of the Giza Sphinx.

So much so that when pyramidal forms were first observed by the Mariner 9 probe at 16.6° north in the Elysium region on Mars, even Sagan thought them “worth a closer look.” Which is unsurprising, since the three principal pyramids on the seemingly featureless Elysium plain were remarkably akin to the layout of the Giza big three on their high plateau, while the Elysium latitude was 1.11° different from the 15.49° azimuth of Teotihuacán’s Avenue of the Dead. On Mars, when a complex of pyramidal forms was found at Cydonia, some 40–41° north and just over 9° west of the Martian Airy 0° prime meridian, the cat, so to speak, was among the pigeons.

How does it happen that the northern boundary latitude of all Earth’s pyramid complexes is the same as the location of a city full of pyramid forms on Mars?
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Figure 1.6. Ancient pyramids on Earth are found to lie between 40° north and south latitude, while 40° north on Mars finds the Cydonian pyramid complex adjacent to the famous Face on Mars.

How does it happen that the azimuth of a “lunar city” in Mexico is comparable to the first complex of Martian pyramidal forms deemed worthy of note by scientists?12

Bearing in mind that the designer-architects were apparently totally disconnected from each other, one might ask how such a geographical constraint came about. Although any interplanetary connection remains tenuous until we actually get astro-boots on the Martian ground, the authorities have made enough noise about the Martian discoveries to make it legitimate to inquire as to how cultures, thousands or even millions of miles apart, came to build complexes that have significant cartographical and highly accurate mathematical relationships to each other.

Are the observed ideas and traits that exist within all societies, and even within each human being, carried over time, across vast distances, and passed from generation to generation? Is this transference uniquely down to our genetic inheritance? Computer engineers are actively researching the possibility of storing data in synthesized DNA, so it is quite possible that the so-called junk DNA, which does not code for proteins but is used by forensic scientists when identifying an individual, has the potential to store information across multiple generations over eons. Which would mean that we can access this data via our minds and that all mystical practices, whether meditation or other means used to tap into the subconscious or hyperconscious, would help in that endeavor. From a purely physical basis, the natural environment of places we intuitively choose to visit or to live potentially enhances the possibilities for subliminal data collection. And it follows that those places esteemed across time to hold special power, especially when enhanced with amazing architecture, also contain the “where-with-all” that we need.
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Figure 1.7. Xi’an Pyramid, China, 1945, located at 34.33° N, 109.28° E. This pyramid was unknown to the West when this photo was taken. It is the 210 BCE mausoleum of the first emperor of China, Qin Shi Huang, and is comparable in height to Teotihuacán’s Pyramid of the Sun. The Terracotta Warriors were found nearby.

Then other questions arise: Do we create different forms for different functions? Are square-based pyramids for example, associated uniquely with the effects of planetary rotation? Are stone circles (Stonehenge in England is a prime example) uniquely concerned with the effects of our yearly orbital revolution around the Sun and the Moon’s orbital revolution around us?

At first glance, this might seem a useful way of categorizing monuments, but it only goes so far. In the 1970s, engineer and surveyor Hugh Harleston Jr. meticulously surveyed the Teotihuacán pyramid complex and surrounding area. He established that the city had a common measurement system, which he called the Hunab.13 He also found that the distances between the principal structures along the main Avenue of the Dead, expressed in Hunabs, were virtually indistinguishable from the mean orbital distances of the planets of the solar system as we know them to be today and expressed in astronomical units from the Sun.

This apparent encoding of the solar system included Uranus, which is barely distinguishable with the naked eye. Interestingly, the Uranus structure is now called the Moon Pyramid. Harleston thought that if he had indeed found a model of the solar system and that if it included a planet generally beyond the remit of naked-eye observations, finding anything at the putative locations of Neptune and Pluto (at that time still considered as a planet in its own right) would confirm his theory. To his delight and astonishment, walking in the natural terrain beyond the ruined city complex but on the extended sightline of the Avenue of the Dead, he found significant markers inscribed on stones placed at exactly the distance predicted for the orbits of Neptune and Pluto. He felt the urge to continue his exploration, and at nearly four times farther out than the Uranus-Sun distance, he found yet another marker.
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Figure 1.8. Teotihuacán, Mexico. This illustration shows the distances between the outer solar system and how they connect to the built city of Teotihuacán. These distances are expressed in Hunabs, the 3.47571113 feet unit of measure discovered by Hugh Harleston Jr. North is to the left of the image, and the distance between Pluto and another unknown planet has here been shortened. Crossing between Jupiter and the Quetzalcoatl complex, the river represents the asteroid belt. The Quetzalcoatl complex at the southern end of the built city represents the inner solar system. Its sunken courtyard contains the Quetzalcoatl (bird-snake) pyramid, and smaller builds represent Mercury and Venus. Mars is on the northern and southern ramparts; Earth is on the eastern rampart and the western entryway. Also note that the measurement of one Hunab is also found across the Atlantic: it is the width of the lintels linking the huge verticals of the sarsen ring at Stonehenge.
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Figure 1.9. Fellow researcher David Percy on the Moon Pyramid at the northern end of the main avenue, Teotihuacán, Mexico.

Decades later, Harleston would redefine the naming of his pyramids while keeping his Hunab measurement system. More recently, a Japanese researcher would assert that Harleston should have adopted the megalithic yard converted into meters! The differences are interesting and will come into focus later in this book; here this measurer’s squabble diverts from the fact that many millennia previously, our ancestors somehow knew how to build a city accurately based on a solar system, including a barely visible planet. This “invisible” planet happens to be the only planet of this solar system that lies on its side, with its axis at about the same 5.1415° from the horizontal that our Moon has with the ecliptic. So it’s even more interesting that this Teotihuacán pyramid is the focus of the main avenue of this city and that later ancestors called this pyramid/planet Uranus—“the Moon.” Some have given it the nickname of “the Distant Reflection.”14

Crossing the Atlantic and considering the Giza complex near Cairo, Egypt, there are still some enthusiasts for the notion that “the big three” on the Giza plateau reflect the three belt stars of the Orion constellation. Given the mismatch between ground features and star features, most astronomers do not find this theory (first proposed by Robert Bauval and Adrian Gilbert in The Orion Mystery, 1994) particularly persuasive. Even the authors themselves are less enthusiastic today, but they might have picked up on something subliminally. Our solar system is located in the Orion spiral arm. There is a multiplicity of threes on the Giza plateau, and the layout of this complex would better fit a visual reference to Earth’s position as the third planet out from the Sun. This hypothesis gives another interpretation for the presence of a lion sculpture on the Giza plateau, the lion being considered a solar symbol. Furthermore, the two groups of three small pyramids are two-thirds of the total pyramid build on the plateau, and Giza’s latitude is two-thirds of the way from the North Pole to the equator. In relation to each other, these two small groups of three pyramids also encode an X/Y coordinate system. It is generally considered that the ancient Egyptians did not have access to the knowledge required to encode data such as latitudes and longitudes into this location (see chapters 18–20).
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Figure 1.10. The Great Pyramid (top center) overlaid with the curve of the phi spiral crossing the big three.




CIRCLES OF TIME

It is generally agreed that whatever else Stonehenge might represent, it does reference lunar/solar positions and cycles as seen from Earth. And appearing to have been constructed in three phases, it seems to have some links to the “three motif” at Giza.

The architectural features of these three ancient sites suggest that their original designers had a profound knowledge of their environment and of the heavens: Teotihuacán demonstrates the fact that in order to encode the distances between planets, ancient man would have required full knowledge of all the planetary bodies in the solar system. Combined with the fact that even the Aztecs themselves had no clue as to who had built this city, to our modern minds this is clearly an impossibility. Today, archaeologists don’t know why sheets of mica were used in two specific locations in the complex (one of which was the Sun Pyramid). All of which poses such profound questions about our past that while Harleston’s academic qualifications are not doubted, to all intents and purposes his findings are generally denigrated by his peers, their conclusions widely avoided.

The Great Pyramid at Giza is a monument that many agree couldn’t even be constructed today, nor do we really understand why red granite was such a vital part of the construction that it was transported all the way from Aswan in southern Egypt and installed in a chamber that, according the Egyptologists’ tomb theory, was intended to be sealed forever. Further, if the “Orion hypothesis” carries any weight at all, it would also infer knowledge of our actual location in the galaxy. 

The development of Stonehenge over time incorporates a bluestone component: stones brought from a location in the Welsh mountains some 140 miles distant. And again, experts have failed to convincingly reproduce the methods by which this transportation was undertaken at the time of construction. Nor do we understand why this was necessary. The same applies for the huge sarsen stones at Stonehenge. In 2019 a lost 42 inch (108 cm) core sample extracted from one of the trilithons being repaired in 1958 was returned to the UK. By the summer of 2020, delighted archaeologists felt able to announce that with two exceptions, the Stonehenge sarsens originated from West Woods near Avebury. Despite the fact that conventional wisdom always knew that north Wiltshire was the source of these stones, and notwithstanding the new analytical technologies available since 1958, it was admitted that no one had tried very hard to establish the exact source before. This lack of curiosity might have had something to do with the next problem such a confirmation poses: it is now necessary to explain how these huge stones were transported some eighteen miles over very undulating terrain. Stonehenge is principally laid out as a circular monument, purportedly to reflect the perceived motion of the Sun and the Moon across our skies. Author Robin Heath also finds correspondence between the phi spiral geometry and the monument at various scales. Here the lunation triangle connects Stonehenge to the bluestones and the southern English and Welsh landscape.
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Figure 1.11. Southern England under a lunar phi spiral emanating from Stonehenge.

It is clear to construction engineers that building a structure like the Great Pyramid is not possible today, even with current technology, and that from experiments carried out by archaeologists and engineers to date using the methods extant in ancient Egypt, neither could the extant Egyptian civilization.15 The same observations are valid for Stonehenge. And surely the solar system layout of Teotihuacán suggests that either its designers or its builders knew of technologies and techniques that we have long forgotten—or have yet to access. We seemingly have the choice between our own lost memories and the fact that another civilization from elsewhere, somewhat more technically advanced than ourselves, was involved in the establishment of these complexes. In either case, Harleston has shown us the way at Teotihuacán, and in recovering the knowledge held therein, we recuperate our memories of our past and gain access to our future.

The very presence of these three major sites, as well as the circumstances of their construction, is virtually crying out to us to ask questions and poses a challenge to investigate and resolve them rather than glossing over the visible evidence by simply accepting any old myth or closing the mind and decrying any notion of outside help from elsewhere. Closer analysis indicates that these sites are multiplexed and multilayered, with meanings both exoteric and esoteric. This is the case despite the thousands of years since their inauguration, and it turns out to be highly relevant to us in the twenty-first century—as the considerable numbers of visitors to these places testify.

Other than basic guidebook information, the first principle of all ancient sites noted by those with a wider interest in their meaning is their specific layout, because the geometry defines the site relative to the local environment and the form adopted. A pentagonal shape does not “do” the same things as a square or a circle; each form harnesses the local energetic environment in a particular way.

Finding a single site using specific geometric forms to describe an aspect of astronomy, as in the three examples above, infers that the layout on the ground relates to the function. Which might be confirmed by the well-known fact that the phi spiral underlying the Giza pyramid layout is manifest in nature throughout the structure of all living things and that currently the third planet from the Sun is the only one in this solar system supporting life as we know it.

Surely any worldwide matrix of structures would have to be about more than just joining locations where single geometric forms are sited to create a visual net around the globe. Hypothetically, it ought to contain useful information in a form that conveys something when intelligences interact with it. Since all of us are continually transferring energy from one state to another, as is all of nature, then it is quite possible that any pattern or patterns will do the same thing. If we are receiving subliminal notions, once we become fully cognizant of what they might be and how they interact with us, we can make use of such information. Many ancient sites are seemingly related to the observed motions of our solar and galactic systems, so perhaps we should investigate the possibility that these layouts are indeed blueprints that describe new ways of harnessing the natural energies around us, but without blighting the landscape or acting in detriment to the planet or its inhabitants. Or have these sites arisen simply because our ancient ancestors used their senses differently or more efficiently than we ourselves do today?

Although scientists do not yet know enough about our DNA and RNA to be able to say whether we have inherited an awareness of form and function from our ancestors, it was confirmed in 2015 that the human optical system contains the same markers as those used by birds for flight navigation via the Earth’s magnetic field. Whether navigation means the same thing for humans as it does for birds is less certain. Bird species are in the main not genetically mixed. Modern human beings, on the other hand, are already a mix of two species—Neanderthal and Cro-Magnon—in varying proportions according to their genetic inheritance.16 And they have also merged their cultures over time. So it might be that our modern human abilities in this regard vary according to several factors: our genetic inheritance, our location at any one time, and the hemisphere in which we live, since the inflow of the Earth’s magnetic field occurs through the north magnetic pole with the outflow through the south magnetic pole.

To think about this in another way, those living within the latitudes of 40° north and south of the equator might be more responsive than others to pyramidal forms and the sense of place and time given by the diurnal pattern of rotation. Farther north, those living around the western European coastline and in the British Isles, at the interface of land and sea, where stone circles abound, might better relate to the very specific tidal forces of the Moon and the Sun. And then there are those Nordic boat-shaped stone formations that consist of two parabolas of equal radii intersecting at bow and stern. These are mimicked somewhat in form by the British Isles’ long barrows, variously aligned to the cardinal and quarter points of the compass.

Looking for the underlying key pattern or even fully understanding each individual site is a mind-expanding exercise in itself. However, this is far from New Age whimsy; the defense industries of many nations are just as keen to find the “keys to the kingdom,” since the potential of pro-actively exploiting the effect any such patterns might have on their environment has implications for war game technologies. More peaceful people, having the niggling suspicion that ancient man was rather more in tune with Earth than most of us today, suspect that simply finding a coherent overall pattern would lead to a better understanding of our place in the scheme of things and offer more harmonious ways of working together.

And that might not be all.

NASA is set on going to Mars, but many of the aspects of this long journey are extremely challenging for the human body, to say the least. As challenging perhaps as that of accepting that ancient monuments might hold a valuable database for human space travel beyond LEO. The shock of confirmation that there are other intelligences who already know how to do this might alleviate their dismay over the fact that conventional methods of rocketry are apparently not considered best practice. Certainly, the possibility that we all have the biological potential for tuning in to the Earth’s magnetic field will have huge ramifications for human space travel. It begs the question: Can we also adapt or tune ourselves to other planetary magnetic fields of different strengths?




EMERGENCE OF THE A-WORD

Although astronomers had already started scanning the Earth for clues about ancient ETI as soon as the ability to photograph the skies above was perfected, the public impetus for seeking the key pattern (although latent in human beings since the beginning of time) really flowered in the 1960s. The influential American Edgar Cayce, the “Sleeping Prophet,” had predicted that “Atlantis would rise again” at this period. Whether he truly meant an island emerging from the Atlantic or something else is not clear from his published words, but American Egyptologists took him very seriously indeed and set off for Giza, no doubt aware of the fact that two decades earlier, ostensibly as a vital point of its World War II campaign, the US Air Force (USAF)*1 had created an azimuthal equidistant projection map using, as the 0/360° centerpoint, the largest mass of stone accumulated in a pyramidal form on Earth—Giza’s Great Pyramid.
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Figure 1.12. Azimuthal equidistant map centered over Cairo, modern version of US Air Force original.

Meanwhile, US rocket engineers were becoming ever more adept at launching satellites and probes into space, and in the 1960s, NASA set up the Apollo space project and ended up calling a space shuttle Atlantis.

However, when it sought to identify space flight with the notion of lost continents and ancient civilizations, it’s a moot point as to whether NASA’s PR department had taken into account only the data acquired from secret military programs designed to explore and use the abilities of the human mind, or whether the pronouncements of Cayce and other American psychics had been the leading influence. Perhaps the latter was a cover for the former.




PLATES IN MOTION

A few decades later, this same monument at Giza, the Great Pyramid, would be determined by mathematician and cartographer Carl Munck (a man originally trained in the USAF) to be the 0/360° prime meridian of a worldwide geomathematical grid. How intimately Munck’s work was connected to the previous exploration of Earth and elsewhere for lost civilizations such as Atlantis will be explored in later chapters, as will the stimulus that initiated the finding of this geo-mathematical grid. The very fact that a global grid might exist at all raises a rather big question.

Earth has very active plate tectonics shaping its geology and features, the ramifications of which are not yet fully understood. However, as a result of its tectonic plate activity, Earth’s crust is constantly in motion, devolving and evolving. It follows that from the outset, any matrix consisting of notable artificially engineered locations and monuments many thousands of years old, but all relating mathematically to the same 0/360° prime meridian today, as was discerned in the twentieth century by Munck, would need to have been the subject of an overall plan from the outset. A plan that took into account the highly complex rate of Earth’s tectonic plate motion together with the mechanics of rotation and orbital revolution. This is the only way in which it would have enough mathematical coherence such that it would alert us to its somewhat inconvenient existence.




GAMESMANSHIP

The process of developing any sort of space technology designed to explore the solar system has, at the very least, opened our minds to the necessity of decadeslong long-term planning and the essential role played by satellites and probes in the observation and exploration of planetary surfaces. From the evidence of our own eyes, here on Earth, the fact remains that, notwithstanding any ETI hypothesis, our ancestors have provided us with opportunities to grow in understanding.

Yet, despite the best efforts of some authors and researchers, it hasn’t been possible, so far, to identify anyone among our terrestrial ancestors who had access to both a global positioning system (GPS) and an appropriately sophisticated computer program to enable accurate prediction of complex plate tectonic movements over the millennia. Indeed, we humans have only been in the satellite business since the late 1950s and only very recently developed GPS capability, while computer modeling of plate tectonic movement is still in its infancy. So it’s easily understandable that for the most logical among us, the notion of any such a plan has been dismissed as wishful thinking.

That being so, as we will be discussing, it would seem probable that any ancient global matrix could only have been created with the involvement of ETI, perhaps so much like ourselves they could be called our ancestral relatives. At this juncture, for those who cannot accept such a premise, why not consider all extraterrestrial interactions as manifestations of interaction between your own everyday mindset and aspects of your own mind so profound that you have never considered that they might affect your active everyday mind.

For those prepared to consider the totally extraterrestrial aspect, it looks very much as if the awkward questions posed by the ancient monuments and the equally awkward questions posed by the discovery of the anomalous landforms on Cydonia (which, as we will see, include multifaceted pyramidal forms and a face-like structure) are two parts of the same puzzle—or dialogue. Which might explain why these Martian landforms are publicly ignored by historians, archaeologists, and NASA. Although, in principle, NASA should fully understand the concept of data hidden within seemingly inconspicuous constructs, since that is a formula the agency adopts constantly.
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There’s No Business like Show Business

The Struggle to Get into Space and the Challenge of Radiation

 

 


THE DAYS OF APOLLO

Fifty years ago, the Apollo lunar missions were broadcast around the world and considered to be the pinnacle of mankind’s exploratory capabilities. Since then, as already stated, human astronauts have only ventured to the ISS orbit, barely one-thousandth the distance to the Moon.

Considering the achievements of the Apollo era, one may well ask why even the relatively basic task of reaching an even lower altitude, the edge of space, some 50 miles up, is proving to be so difficult. Formerly achieved by X-15 pilots and currently being attempted by companies like Virgin Galactic, scaling up from the X-15 to a passenger-carrying craft has proven arduous. This is also the case for those involved in the redesign of what is, to all intents and purposes, a scaled-up version of the Apollo hardware intended for future crewed flights to the Moon and/or Mars.

It is becoming clear there are numerous difficulties at the root of human space travel that go way deeper than matters of funding or design problems. NASA’s own publications confirm that a craft that can achieve what has allegedly been done decades previously has yet to be perfected. And there is worse: despite a lunar module apparently having left the lunar surface on six different occasions with no issues, ascent from the Moon is now described as “escaping from the deep gravity well of the Moon” and considered to be extremely risky and a major problem.1

As it turns out, what we knew or didn’t know about the space environment back in the early days of space exploration and the manner in which those discoveries were dealt with has led to unintended consequences beyond the merely practical. These remain unresolved today. It is unlikely that human beings will be traveling safely beyond LEO until these leftovers from our early efforts have been resolved, so let’s get going and start with where we are today.




STUCK IN LEO?

NASA states that it takes some two days to reach the ISS, but considering that the Apollo missions took around four days to reach the Moon, not being rocket scientists, many people naturally assume that the ISS is stationed farther from the Earth than is actually the case. They are rather surprised when they find out that the space station is only orbiting at an altitude which varies from 240–260 miles (386–418 kilometers) above the surface of the Earth.2 In fact, the ISS orbits as near as it can get to Earth without falling back through the atmosphere. This lowEarth orbital trajectory’s acronym of LEO inspires multiple images.

However bizarre it might seem to the civilian mind, NASA and its colleagues in the US Department of Defense (DOD) bestow multiple meanings and insider jokes on the terms they use. More often than not, these acronyms and project names turn out to have other meanings than those officially ascribed to them. Inevitably, the term LEO brings to mind all things leonine, including the great African Sphinx surveying the distant horizon while guarding the Giza Pyramids. NASA is also very keen on the myths of ancient Egypt and most especially that of the god Osiris and the Orion constellation; this star group is a recurring theme within the US space program, and their German rocket engineer Wernher von Braun even had a boat called Orion.

For the film buff, LEO might even bring to mind the roaring lion of MGM Studios, whose name was also Leo, and the studio’s Latin motto is Ars Gratia Artis (“art for art’s sake”). It would be nice to think that this is not the adopted motto of the early space program, but as it turns out, Hollywood and the DOD are surprisingly intertwined—far more than is evident to the casual observer or average filmgoer.

The “marketing” of the US space program through the use of photographs, films, and TV was a particularly effective communication tool—or Cold War weapon (depending on one’s point of view). During the 1960s, National Geographic regularly published features on the status of the space program. Astronauts and their families were presented to the public through predominately photographic magazines such as Life, while those in power at Look were actively supporting the PR activities of the DOD—and employing talented young still photographers such as the soon-to-be film director Stanley Kubrick.

However, over and above the “normal” amount of media publicity that the Mercury, Gemini, and Apollo programs engendered in such photo magazines as well as on cinema newsreels—and excluding the rosy-spectacled “hindsight films” concerning the space industry (The Right Stuff, 1983, and First Man, 2018, are two examples)—there was a third arm to the film world specifically created for the US government by the Hollywood studios. The Walt Disney Company had been operating Graphic Studios, dedicated to making documentary films for the DOD that were notably responsible for conveying the nascent US space program’s aspirations. Announcing the glorious path mankind would carve in going to the Moon and then to Mars, these productions were fronted by none other than Wernher von Braun, who explained how the United States would conquer space with his rocket designs. Although NASA historians have put it slightly differently: “Von Braun served as technical advisor on three space-related television films that Disney produced in the 1950s. Together, von Braun (the engineer) and Disney (the artist) used the new medium of television to illustrate how high man might fly on the strength of technology and the spirit of human imagination.”3 Together they would also create Tomorrowland at Disneyland in California.*2

There is nothing new in the dissemination of propaganda, which has been going on since the first council of elders sat around a fire and told their tribe a story that was, or wasn’t, depending on the purposes of the tribal elders, a fable. Note that one of the meanings of the word fable is “a falsehood.”

In later times, if the principles remained the same, the development of photographic, animation, and film technologies was a gift to any postwar government in need of a fable or two to boost their nation’s morale. And as a deterrent, when allied with a political or scientific agenda, these new technologies were dynamite—or in the case of the Manhattan Project, somewhat more powerful. The images of nuclear explosions and their effects on the surrounding environment were coupled with narration or captions emphasizing the dangers of such weapons, the whole package intended to cast fear in the minds of all who looked at these images. Whether friend or foe was of indifference to those who generated and then disseminated this propaganda. Cold War. Cold heart.

Next up for the space filmmakers after the von Braun/Disney TV films was the exploration of an environment where most of us will not travel, and it took place during the 1957 International Geophysical Year (referred to as the IGY, that particular “year” was actually of eighteen months). Three months in, on October 4, the Soviet Union launched its infamous Sputnik satellite, which orbited the Earth within LEO. Even though this event was entirely expected by the authorities (both the United States and the Soviet Union intended to launch a satellite during this period), in public the US government agencies made much of the allegedly surprising and fearful event. Three months later, in the United States, on January 31, 1958, James Van Allen, together with colleagues William H. Pickering and Wernher von Braun, finally managed to launch a rocket equipped with instruments to test the radiation fields beyond LEO.
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Figure 2.1. The three men responsible for the success of Explorer 1, America’s first satellite, launched January 31, 1958. From left, William H. Pickering, James Van Allen, and Wernher von Braun.

This measurement project masks the fact that the results were something of a showstopper. Although data were received, Explorer’s instruments ceased to function due to the overwhelming strength of the space radiation beyond LEO. A fact that took some time to ascertain. The planned domination of space by the US astronauts was thrown into doubt. The two distinct radiation belts discovered by Explorer that protect the planet from the worst ionizing radiation that the solar system throws at us were subsequently named after Van Allen His article concerning the discovery of these belts was published in Scientific American magazine fourteen months later. In that article, he informed the public that crewed spacecraft to the Moon and beyond would need adequate protection in order to travel safely through and beyond the inner proton belt and the outer electron belt.4

Although since 1958 the ability to launch probes and satellites has at least improved, in 2019, specialists are still exploring and trying to understand the characteristics of the protective shielding around our planet, which has been operating according to the laws of nature for millennia. By its very nature, even if we did not have the means to discover this fact in 1958, the interaction with both the Sun and the Moon, let alone the effect of other planets on our system, means that this shielding has always been that of fluctuating energetic barriers. Indeed, it is only very recently that better technology has enabled scientists to realize that the extreme variability of these belts means that they can become three fluctuating belts and not the two-ring model as previously supposed. What we do know is that this region of space is hazardous for software, including life-forms such as human beings. It is not particularly good for hardware either; even within LEO, the computers on the ISS are susceptible to crashing when passing through the South Atlantic Anomaly, a region where protection from this radiation is at its thinnest.




SHOWSTOPPER? BUT THE SHOW MUST GO ON

Scientists have called the problem of cosmic and solar system radiation “the showstopper” for the exploration of space by human beings, at least with our present spacecraft technology.

Professor Clive Dyer, M.A., Ph.D., has worked in space and radiation research for more than forty years, authoring more than two hundred publications in the field, and in June 1997, he told David Percy:

Radiation is the biggest showstopper affecting mankind’s exploration of the Universe.5

Indeed, Sir Bernard Lovell of the University of Manchester’s radio telescope facility at Jodrell Bank Observatory recorded the different viewpoints on this matter of radiation, and in a letter to Percy, he noted that in the 1950s and 1960s, the Soviets were very clear that they were not going to risk their cosmonauts beyond LEO until they had the technology to do so safely.6 Whether the issue was sufficiently understood in the America of the 1960s and those details withheld from the general public is not known, but to put it bluntly, the fact that no space program on Earth has as yet developed spacecraft that can ensure viable human space travel anywhere at all beyond the safety zone of LEO rather throws into question the entire Apollo record.

Yet most people would assert that these missions actually happened as billed because back in the 1960s, public statements from the space scientists implied that these radiation belts presented “little or no problem” as their spacecraft would adequately protect the Apollo astronauts, and it had also been planned that they would travel very quickly through the belts, avoiding the worst bits. Unfortunately, that claim doesn’t compute with what we know today. Not only is the unpredictability far greater than was assumed or advertised in the 1960s, but also the “worst bits” are liable to vary considerably in depth and intensity. These new discoveries surely influenced this statement by NASA chief scientist Ellen Stofan in 2014:

NASA’s focus now is on sending humans beyond low-Earth orbit to Mars. . . . We are trying to develop the technologies to get there, it is actually a huge technological challenge. There are a couple of really big issues. For one thing—Radiation. Once you get outside the Earth’s magnetic field we are going to be exposing the astronauts to not just radiation coming from the Sun, but also to cosmic radiation. That’s a higher dose than we think humans right now should really get.7

This fudge around the definition of the Earth’s magnetic field seemingly exempts the Van Allen Belts from the problem. However, attempting to exonerate the Apollo missions from any such problems by emphasizing the long haul to Mars, ignoring the desired Artemis journey to the Moon scheduled for 2024 at the latest, and then massaging exactly where radiation actually starts to be a problem for astronauts is revealing. NASA’s current reluctance to venture through the belts explains why no one has ventured beyond LEO in the last fifty years. However, this still begs the question as to exactly how in the 1960s Apollo astronauts managed the trick with practically no shielding at all—way less than that deemed necessary for the future lunar or Martian spacecraft.
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Figure 2.2. Experiment at the Lewis Research Center, Cleveland, Ohio (now the John H. Glenn Research Center at Lewis Field) making simulated Van Allen Belts. These were generated by plasma thruster in tank #5 of their Electric Propulsion Laboratory.

While on the subject of Apollo and radiation protection: to make matters worse, during the Apollo era, it was apparently perfectly safe to amble about on the lunar surface and even drill into it. Now it is publicly stated that the lunar surface is an extremely dangerous place for human beings, as astronauts will receive the full blast of space radiation untempered by a magnetic field and an atmosphere. Furthermore, while the Apollo astronauts were apparently contaminating the lunar module with the lunar surface dust they had not managed to remove from their suits, we are now informed that the lunar regolith retains energetic particles that are emanated when the regolith is disturbed.8 As one observer put it, “The Moon is radioactive!” All of which rather puts into serious question all the joyous lunar-surface “extravehicular activity” (EVA) of the Apollo glory days.

These twenty-first century revelations make sense of the fact that NASA’s future plans for lunar missions pay only lip service to establishing bases on the Moon for human beings. Primarily, operations on the lunar surface are to be conducted by probes remotely controlled from lunar orbit or Earth. And if this doesn’t come about as scheduled, well, we can read all about what might have been. Andy Weir’s 2017 follow-up novel to The Martian portrays the Moon as a mining and tourist destination. He called it Artemis, two years before NASA came up with the same name for its 2024 lunar foray. Whether or not this choice of name was a joint decision between Weir and NASA, clearly the book is meant to be either a vanguard for the mission or (given its somewhat dystopian outlook) its requiem.

Back in the 1960s, the Apollo missions were presented as being a race to the Moon between two opposing ideologies, and all’s fair in love and war. But what was the war? With hindsight, it is clear that throughout the Cold War, scientists in the Soviet Union, the United Kingdom, and the United States were sharing information relative to space exploration. NASA historians have this to say about Soviet-US relations back in 1955:

Man in Space apparently impressed one high-level Soviet space official. This is indicated by a copy of a September 24, 1955, letter from L. Sedov to F. C. Durant, President of the International Astronautical Federation. “If Disney Studios supplies us with one copy of this film on whatever terms it may put, it will help considerably the cause of promoting our contact.” Erik Bergaust, von Braun’s biographer, called Sedov the “front man for Russian space delegations during the Sputnik era.”9

So it comes down to asking, if the space race wasn’t such a competitive game of technological one-upmanship, as was suggested at the time, and if the technological challenges of getting to the Moon and back were too much even for the then Soviet Union, already far ahead of the United States in its space exploration capabilities, what was the primary overriding motivation for getting out into space or being seen to get men out to the Moon?

Other than the 1960s economic arguments put forward for any such collaboration (more specifically, the trading of oil/gas and grain), there had to be a primary motive for these two political ideologies to forget their differences and quietly communicate when it came to venturing into space, all the while maintaining a front of implacable hatred for the benefit of their countrymen and the rest of the world. Enter Hollywood once more.

We are all used to seeing movies that convey future aspirations with all their hopes and fears, and many of the current crop of science fiction films are either about dystopian regimes on Earth or the future colonization of Mars, with the effects of colonization off-planet highlighted in movies like Avatar. Audiences generally consider these movies to be the sole output of their creative writers and directors. What is less well-known is that at the advent of the crewed space program in the United States, documentaries and media promotions were not considered sufficient on their own. The big screen was also co-opted into the propaganda machine. A prime example—and again, this might come as a surprise to some—was the landmark film 2001: A Space Odyssey. It was openly acknowledged within US government departments that this seminal film was intended to shape the public’s vision of the space environment. This is the reason the production had such a great deal of assistance from NASA and help from all the organizations involved in space exploration: getting things right was an absolute priority.

Originally scheduled for release in 1967 in order to run concurrently with the Apollo segment of the US space program, this film was commissioned with another less publicized but quite specific primary aim: to introduce, educate, and prepare audiences for the presence of ETI in the solar system and beyond. It was intended that the film begin with a black and white documentary-style section featuring statements made by prominent thinkers in the domains of science, religion, philosophy, biology, and astronomy concerning the presence of ETI. The images of an extraterrestrial artifact (originally conceived as a tetrahedral pyramid but ending up as the dark rectangular monolith) were to be accompanied by a considerable amount of narration that reiterated and elaborated on this basic premise.

In a nutshell, the message to be conveyed was: we are not, and never have been, alone.

We’ll pause here to note that in 1965, while 2001 was still in preproduction in the United States, Walt Disney, his brother Roy, and other Disney executives visited NASA’s Marshall Space Flight Center. In an interview with the Huntsville (Alabama) Times Walt Disney said, “If I can help through my TV shows . . . to wake people up to the fact that we’ve got to keep exploring, I’ll do it.”10

In reality, the tour at the Marshall Center and other NASA locations did not inspire Disney to use his 1950s and 1960s television series as a model for a new film about space exploration. And of course, there was no need, because Stanley Kubrick’s 2001 was already picking up the relay baton.

All this data is in a 1966 government documentary fronted by one of the head honchos from Look magazine and filmed partly at NASA and partly on the UK 2001 set. That same documentary also revealed Arthur C. Clarke to be speaking very much as the government science spokesman. Rather than being the put-upon “creative book/script writer” portrayed in various biographies and records of the making of the movie, in this documentary, he comes across as some sort of middleman between NASA and the director, Stanley Kubrick.

In this documentary Clarke refers to the movie’s budget of $10 million. This was an excessive sum even in those days, and by 1966, Kubrick was already in principal photography. Clearly, that sum was budgeted for the 2001 production from the outset and was not due to an overrun, as was stated in later accounts of the production process. In fact, according to Frederick Ordway III, a close friend of both von Braun and Clarke since the 1950s and NASA’s scientific advisor and technical consultant to the film, the budget was initially set at $10.5 million, with some $6.5 million allocated to artifacts and special effects photography.
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Figure 2.3. One of many poster designs for 2001: A Space Odyssey, 1968.

Of course, the astute might say that the current availability of that 1966 documentary infers that it too is an educational tool masquerading as an in-house government documentary. After all, elsewhere in his writings, Clarke has claimed that very early on in the 2001 project, he had persuaded Kubrick to modify his ETI views and to discount UFOs as anything particularly useful to the film. Although Clarke’s statements follow the public line on such matters as put out by the DOD, surely, the original thesis of the film, the recognition of ETI, belies the official DOD men’s attitude concerning UFO sightings and interactions. In particular, the various narratives concerning the 1947 Roswell incident emanating from the DOD over the decades since 1947 are revealed to be somewhat dubious in their veracity.

Perhaps 1947 was a case of too much ETI contact, too soon.

However, even these exotic assertions by Clarke are not enough to warrant the difference between the movie we see today and its original concept as an educational tool introducing the reality of ETI and promoting human space exploration. We learn from various sources that Kubrick, armed with enthusiasm for a new project and with his usual meticulous research methods, had initially announced that he was going to make his next film about ETI. Good, as per the original commission. And by 1966 the experts’ interviews had been filmed, with Clarke introducing the segment and Ordway winding it up. Good, also as per the remit. However, when Kubrick’s final cut was delivered in 1968, all these interviews, together with all the extraneous explanations and commentary concerning ETI expected by the studio commissioners had been removed. Bad, completely off script, literally. Indeed, Ordway was absolutely furious about the finished product and said so. Volubly.11

Reading between the lines of the various accounts relating to the making of this great movie, especially when taken together with the information revealed by the documentary, indicates that somewhere along the way, US government policy and Kubrick’s viewpoint were no longer aligned. He left us with the contemplative masterpiece we have today, but not with the educational hitchhike through the solar system expected by the commissioning authorities. It was checkmate to Kubrick.12

Apart from the “technical expertise” from NASA and its affiliates that was meted out to Kubrick’s production, and was much touted in the media as such, all of this fine detail was unknown to the public in the 1960s; the real extent of the official oversight by the US government in this creative work of science fiction was completely hidden.

Which leads us to the origination of that enlightening 1966 documentary (now available on YouTube) that revealed these connections. The facility used by the USAF and the DOD from 1947 to 1969 was to be found hidden in the canyons of Los Angeles, on Wonderland Avenue, Laurel Canyon, to be specific. And if it weren’t for the trucks trundling up its narrow residential streets, the location of all this government activity could have been the private property it has since become. However, at the time of its use by the DOD, this enclave was known as Lookout Mountain Laboratory (LML). Film historians consider that LML researched projection techniques, advanced lenses, cameras, and film stock that would later make it into the Hollywood studios.13

Between 1946 and 1969, the LML studio produced more than 6,500 films for the Atomic Energy Commission and other government agencies. By 1953, it had become a hundred-thousand-square-foot facility on a 2.5-acre site surrounded by an electrified security fence. The LML had one large soundstage, a film laboratory, two screening rooms, four editing rooms, an animation and still photo department, a sound mixing studio, and numerous climate-controlled film vaults. In addition to military personnel, LML retained more than 250 producers, directors, and cameramen recruited from MGM, Warner Brothers, and RKO Pictures, all cleared to access top secret and restricted data and sworn to secrecy regarding activities at the studio.14
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Figure 2.4. Lookout Mountain Laboratory in the early days when there were few houses built on the hills overlooking this DOD facility.
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Figure 2.5. Lookout Mountain Laboratory today.




THE WATCHERS

Taking all these facts together, along with the mass of data surrounding the actual meeting and initial arrangements with Kubrick and Clarke in 1964, and in the creative spirit in which this space enterprise is wrapped, one might surmise that when Clarke cited his short story The Sentinel as being the prime originator of the 2001 storyline, he had in mind both the commissioning orders and this LML facility—and quite possibly his tongue firmly in his cheek. More especially so when it is understood that it was from Disney’s Graphic Studios whence came the top effects specialists, designers, and surveyors onto the set of 2001: Con Pederson and Douglas Trumbull.

One might say that the last fifty years have been a quiet education of the public via the media relative to space and the possibility of ETI. Nothing wrong with that, except that it has been done extremely dishonestly. It is now evident that photography and moviemaking in all its forms, including film animation, have been harnessed to further the human exploration of space, a project in trouble from the outset.

These are technologies that affect the emotions of the observer through their use of color, music, and dramatic content. When does fantasy become fact, and—in the interests of government policy—is it ever justifiable to decry facts as fantasy and create scenarios purporting to be documentary fact out of whole cloth?

Here would be the place to consider another very early example of NASA’s preference for trans-time operations, discreetly referencing former projects within the structure of its current projects along with a hefty dose of mythmaking. After Apollo, there was the Apollo-Soyuz Test Project. Formulated publicly in 1972, this program ostensibly united Russian and American astronauts in LEO. The mating of the two craft from rival space agencies and rival political philosophies was intended to occur between July 15 and 24, 1975. Once the two craft were locked together in orbit, a filmed handshake between crews would commemorate the event. Whether the event had connotations relative to computer terminology for a “handshake” is speculation. The fact that the camera to film this moment had to be designed for use backward, over the shoulder of the operating astronaut—thereby inferring collaboration on past events—is also speculation. What is known is that the physical handshake between these two spacefaring nations was initially programmed to take place on the very same day and month previously assigned to the Apollo 11 launch, July 16, but over which region of Earth should that momentous event take place? With regard to lunar exploration, England’s Jodrell Bank Observatory at the University of Manchester was the intermediary between the then Soviet Union and the United States. Yet, in 1975, it was Bognor Regis, in the south of England, that was designated the landmark of this celestial handshake. Bognor is derived from the Anglo-Saxon name of Bucgan ora, meaning “Bucge’s landing place,” the rocks of the shoreline marking the boundary of her territory. Regis, meaning “of the king,” was added during the reign of England’s George V. With regard to the Apollo missions, the Egyptian Farouk El-Baz was involved with the selection of Apollo landing sites as well as training the astronauts in geology, and he was known as “the King.”

Yet, as the story goes, in 1975, delays occurred, and in the end the handshake occurred over Metz in France. Would that place have any significance for the space agencies? Well, yes. In earlier times considered a holy city, Metz was also a Merovingian capital city. The Merovingian kings feature in the mystical and historical lore of the French, the Templars, the Masons, and other esoteric sources. In modern times, Metz’s location relative to the borders of Luxembourg, Germany, and France is significant within the European Union. The uniting of the (now) Russian and the American space agencies above the triplicity of borders on the land around Metz mirrors the association of these two space agencies with the European Space Agency (ESA). All three space agencies are active in Mars exploration today.

One cannot help but think that the programmed but unfulfilled Bognor Regis handshake location poetically matched these agencies’ earlier lunar adventures, while the later Metz location, over which the handshake ostensibly occurred, was intended to prepare the ground for the future of probes destined for Mars. If the timing of the Apollo-Soyuz event supposedly commemorated the July month and days (Moon and Sun) assigned to Apollo 11, the years it took from planning to the handshake itself also correspond to the years that saw the acquisition of the photographic images from the Cydonia region of Mars—instigated by the 1971–1972 Mariner 9 and consolidated by the 1975–1976 Viking missions. All this subtext enforces the view that these space programs are, at one level, messages of intention, even if the goals are unobtainable realistically and practically.

This double-handed game of doing one thing in public while running a parallel private operation has turned out be par for the course when it comes to the realities of the space agencies and the roles of the media.

Back in 1976, when NASA astrobiologist Gerry Soffen had deliberately shown the first photographic image of what looked like a face structure on the Martian Cydonia complex to the press (and therefore the world) and promptly explained it away by saying, “it was just a trick, just the way light fell on it,” he had created a storm of interest in the media—as expected. The subsequent very public refusal to re-photograph this mound or landform at the next opportunity also created a furor in the media. Had the photo been of nothing but photons, there would have been no issue in taking another image. Furthermore as readers of our book Dark Moon will recall, his airy dismissal was completely contradicted by the fact that NASA had specifically re-imaged this very Cydonia complex with its Mariner 9 orbiter, four years earlier! This particular region of Cydonia was evidently of major interest to the agency.
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Figure 2.6. Mariner 9 Mars imaging plot, January to October 1972. Mars latitudes from 65° south are on the left-hand column. The map blocks depict the mapping mission periods: Map one: January 2–22. Map two: January 22–February 10. Map three: February 10–March 8, which covered the anomalous region at 40° north. That total of sixty-five days completed the primary mission. Then there is a gap in imaging until June 5 when the region in Map four: between 40° north (the anomalous complex) and the north pole was re-mapped. Imaging ended on October 16. Map four imaging took place during the so-called extended mission, and it took just over four months to image fifty degrees of latitude, when the primary mission had taken just over two months to image 115° of latitude. But then, it did remap Cydonia.

It is possible that some of this imaging has not been made available to the general public, and there is evidence to suggest that some of the published images of Cydonia have been deliberately manipulated prior to publication, resulting in reduced definition. Hiding in plain sight also seems to be par for the course: Google Earth’s Mars section holds current imagery of Cydonia. This region has been adulterated with visual “additions” to key locations, including black-and-white photos superimposed over the natural landscape and so much “noise” across what is called the City area that it is virtually unreadable.

These “Face on Mars games” look as if they are carefully managed to produce several outcomes advantageous to the US government’s space exploration program, its political stance, and NASA’s own internal agenda. It is generally supposed that innate within all humanity is the desire to find answers to the key what, when, why, who, and how questions concerning our origins. Then again, beyond those in the know, if you really want to ruin a good career, get interested in artifacts on Mars. Astronomer Frank Drake of the SETI Institute has certainly taken notice of that, because he completely dismisses the notion that the Cydonia complex imagery holds any signs of ETI. Which in itself is more than interesting coming from someone overtly looking for contact with ETI. Paradoxically, his opinion flies in the face of NASA’s behavior once Cydonia had been initially photographed.
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Figure 2.7. The Cydonia region as portrayed on Google’s Mars Map.

Note the “noise” across the central area, and how additional black and white NASA images have been added to the data supplied by the European Space Agency and Gerhard Neukum of the German Aerospace Center.
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Figure 2.8. Astronomer Frank Drake of the SETI Institute.

It is clear to scientists working within the British Ministry of Defence, and the US DOD as well as within NASA and its affiliates (whether admitted publicly or otherwise) that the exploration of Mars and the 1976 release of the first Cydonian images triggered a major cultural event here on Earth. Especially within the scientific community. However, as it stands, the majority opinion still rules and no intruder (or imagery from Martian probes) will be permitted to disturb the status quo, either when it comes to discussing ETI or when it comes to challenging the sacred cows of our scientific knowledge. Even though there is an ever more pressing need to find some clarity within the confusion of the last two hundred years of consensus science, and even though lateral thinking might be of use as we take stock of the technological challenges we are facing. According to Brian Cox, professor of particle physics at the University of Manchester and physicist at the European Organization for Nuclear Research (CERN):

My opinion is that you are not allowed to have an opinion unless you know something about the subject you are talking about. Well, you can have an opinion but you do not have the right for it to be listened to.15

A blinkered attitude such as this may explain to a considerable degree why the ancient archaeological sites and their structures do not give up their secrets easily to those who spend their time looking at them from within the restrictions of their own professional perceptions. It is therefore hardly surprising that there is fierce rejection of the evidence set out before their eyes from various authorities, including Drake and his SETI friends. Yet these are the very same authorities who manifest a desire to find ETI and travel into deep space in order to expand the horizons of humankind.

Which brings us back to that alleged desire to educate the public as to the presence of ETI. Is that Face on Mars another small step in the use of imagery, just a trick of the light designed to lead the public down a desired path, or has the Cydonian landscape on Mars finally confronted the space agencies with their own worst fears—and their very own sculpted monolith, right next door?

Could it be that over the last several decades, the anomalous physical events occurring in the very public domain have come to haunt these very authorities who wish to educate us about ETI? Do the missing cylinders of earth around Lake Geneva in Switzerland, the impossible geoglyphs carved into hardpan salt lakes appearing across the planet, and specific glyphs appearing in the flattened grain fields of southern England, to name just those anomalies visible on the planet’s surface, contain any details that might reveal a coherence between them? Have these events finally convinced the authorities that ETI is alive and well and in the neighborhood? Or are all of these events the repercussions of yet more misdirection by those who, while wanting to stay in charge of this planet’s military and industrial agenda, can’t quite manage to get themselves where they want to be—out beyond LEO? Except, of course, for the satellites arrayed around Earth out as far as the geosynchronous satellite ring around the equator some twenty-two thousand miles distant from Earth. Here’s another surprise, it is now officially acknowledged that the Apollo program was a cover for the top secret satellite program CORONA.16 The use of capital letters to describe a program indicates its high level of secrecy. With what we have discovered so far, it’s more than likely that the urgency to build satellites under top secret conditions was less about the Cold War and more about keeping a lookout for ETI.
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