
PART II
THE NEAR EASTERN AND EGYPTIAN CULTURES



CHAPTER 4

Brsrrcer DerrNG AND THE Recrer ScHBua

or GnNESrs ro

n the Old Testament, when God destroys the world with a flood, he

preserves Noah, and uses Noah and Noaht children, Ham, Shem and

Japheth, to repopulate the earth. The names of Noah's children and their
children are the names of the ethnic groups of the Near East in the 12,h and

13'h century B.C. as they were known to the Egyptians that the Hebrews had

dwelled among. Yet, the Egypt-ian origins of this system have been obscured

by the tradition of "scholars" who followed the Jew Josephus, and similar

Rabbinical commentators. Josephus wrote his commentary on the racial

schema of Genesis l0 long after the Egyptian language and the many of the

peoples they described had ceased ro exist.a6 This Jewish pseudo-scholarship

has been the root of great misunderstanding over the centuries, and a discussion

of it may be helpful to those seeking ro understand the racial categories of the

Bible. As well as an investigation of the food story, when it was authored and

from whence it was derived.

Derruc rns Flooo auo DerrNG THE Brsre

Dating events in the Bible begins with establishing historical points ofreference.

a6The Egyptian language had a formal existence until the 4'h centuryA.D., when the last known
hieroglyphic inscription was made, but the Greco-Roman understanding of Egyptian was
extremely limited. tvhile there may have been someone in Egypt conremporary with Josephus
who could read the old inscriptions, Josephus clearly did not know him.
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For instance, in the fifth year oltRehoboam, Pharoah Shoshenq I of Egypt (rc.

945-924 B.C.) invaded Sarnaria. This is a definite date that catr rel:rtecl to

the Biblical text. Another is th:rt the clate of

the pharaohs named in the Exodus, rvho :ire

ger.rerallv thought to be Ramesses. The first

Ramesses reigned 1292 B.C.; the secor.rc{

1271)-1213 B.C.; the third through to the

elever.rth Ramesses reigned c 1187 B.C.. -
I075 B.C. This is another de'firrite d:rte,

though sonre scholars contend the pl.raroirh

of Exodus is not actually Ramesses, but one of his predecessors. 'Ihis vierv

stems from the desire to make the somewhat conflicting Biblical statenretlts

that the Jews were in Egypt about 430 vears historic,rl; ,rs u'e shall discuss, it is

likely not.

Other points of reference that car.r be trsed are the 6rst dtrte that the Jeu's,

as the Apiru, are known in Egypt - about 1340 B.C.; - the dates of the Hittite

empire, about 1400 to about 1180 B.C.,'s ar.rd its time in Catraarr, iibout 1340

B.C. to abow 1276 8.C.,'i' and the date of the Phillistine invasiotr of Palestir.re

and Egypt, which occurred ir.r two waves, the first c. 1210 B.C. and the seconcl

c 1180 B.C.t0 Utilizing these dates, knorvn from archaeological ancl otl-rer

research, it is krrowrr that there are some problerns reconcilir.rg the tinreline

of the Biblical account with observable facts, particularly during the reisns of

'-From the Arnarna lettersl thcr' :rrc knowrr in the Niiddlc l.:rst as rarlv as thc 1ll'r' ccntllr\' rls

traclers in Aranr (Svria) doing business rvith [Jabvlrn.

"Hittite culture stretclres b:rck ro at le:rst thc 1-'i'centun. rlir rl:rtr of the Hittitc ()ld Kinqdorn:

thcrc is a prior civiliz-ation dating b:rck to :rt least the I9'' ce nturv th:rr some have cotrtctrrlerl *'as

not tmly Hittite.

''''Ihe Hitrites invaclccl (lanaan, both in pcrson ancl rhrcugh proxies, during tlicir rvrrr u,ith tht
Mitanni, antl entlccl their occupatiol) irr thc Battle of Kadtsh. Hittitc colonirs likclv rtnreincd
in Palcstinc until rhe earlv Biblical period.

'"The sea peoples, or Pclcset / l'alestirriens (arnong otlier tribes), u,lto lreqatt their cntnprrii]trs afier

the fall of Trov
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the Judges. However, there are also internal inconsisrencies with the Biblical

timelines that con6rm that the dates giverr should not alwal,s be taken literally.

As an example of the Biblical inco,sisrencies, o.e should look at the

geneaiogy of the Hebrews in Egypt.Levi is alleged to have lived r37 ye:rrs.

His so, Kohath, 133 years. Their so.r was Amram, father of Moses, Aaro,
and Miriam. During these three generations, the 430 years of captiviry would

have passed. Levi lvas between the ages, broadly., of 40 a.d 80 r.vhe, he e.tered

Egypt; Kohath likely reproduced ir.r a sirnilar timeframe; Moses r,vas B0

wher.r he begu' the Exodus; thus Amran.r musr have been about 150 years

old when Moses was bor,, if one acceprs rhe Biblical dates literallr.. There

is ar.r irrationalist approach that states that wharever is written in the Bible

must be taken as literally rrue, even if it is not within rhe normarive realms of
possibiliry but this approach is not useful to the study of the Bible as histor1,,

arrd is r.rot required by the Christian religion.tr

Accepting that the pharoah who drove the Israelites out ofr Egypr u,as

Ramesses, and, ,oting the death of a pl.raroah duri,g Moses' lifetime, the

life of Moses can be placed during the beginni,g or the end of the reign ol
Ramesses rl (c. 1279 - c 1213 B.c.). Equating the Biblical Pharoah pirhos

with Ptahsetimeren I, or Sety I, leads one ro prefer the beginning oFrhat reign.

Accepting that Joseph e.rered Egypt at a rime when a si,gle pharoah reigned

at least l6 years, that this pharoah was succeeded by a Ramesses, a,d that the

Temple ofAmmon existed, was empowered, :rnd was somewhat estranged from

the gover,orship during Joseph's term in office, Joseph enters Egypt during
the reign of Horemheb or possibly Ramesses I, c .1319 B.C. - 1292 B.C., and

the year of his birth, 2174 years after the crearior-r, is abour r336 B.c., placi,g

tr(liven that the Bible'.s accounr of thc history of the Near tasr nratches prctrv rvell rvirh
colltelnl)orarv historica] records, t]rere is no need to cheapen the Uible'.s accounr by nor
rccogtrizing its crrors. 'lhe ()td 'ltstamcnt of thc Bible r,",as rvrirtcn by nrcn rvhg rvcre falliblc,
:urd thcrc is no Riblic:rl indic:rtion tliat thc historics presented are thc liter:rl rvord of (lod. 'lhLrs

it is t.tot itrcotrsistent for a believing Christian to rc,cognize that rhere arc inaccur:rcies i1 the
munclane portions olthe Biblical recorcl.
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creatior) c. 3500 B.C.tr

Thus, if or)e accepts the Biblical accourlt Noah's birth occurred in the

early part of the third miller.rnium B.C., around2444 B.C.tr This places the

flood about 1844 8.C., possibly as early as 2300 or 2400 B.C. Unfortur.rately,

this is within the historicai period of a number of civilizations, and it can be

stated rather defir-ritively that no flood embraced the Middle and Near East and

Egypt during that period. ln fact, beginning arour-rd 2350 B.C., the region

experier.rced an intense drying ar-rd decrease in rainfall. Thus, il there is a

historical basis to the Biblical flood, it lies in ar-rother region or in another time,

lor-rg before that giver-r in the Biblical Genesis. This means that that Biblical

story o[ Noah is essentially mythical, and, as such, has mythical roots in the

srories and cr-rltures of the people oF the Near and Middle East.ta

Mvturcar- OnrcrNs

The first borrowing of the Bible is the story of creatior.r.5t The Egyptians

believed that creation was an emergence from the waters of Chaos, and that

it was Atenr,t6 who ernerged from the waters of the earth, who created the

'r'Ihis tlate tloes not allow the Jews to reniain in Egvpt 430 vears. Ifthat date is taken literallv,

the Bible susgests that Joseph cntered Egvpt about 1900 B.C., near the beginning of the Middlc
Kingdcrni, iurd that Moses led tlie Exodus liom Egvpt c. 1470 8.C., placing creation c.4100

- 4000 B.(1. Bcfirrc thc l:rtrqurtscs of the Near East, inclurling the Egvptian language, dre

Hittitc languagc, :rnd the cuncifbrm lanquages, such as Al<kadian, were understood, this was thc
accepted rlating schcnr:r. Horvcvcr, cxpanding knowlcclge ofhistorical cvcnts rcquires thosc dates

be rc-ev:rluatcd. Also notc th:rt thcre is substantial cvidcncc of cvcnts having occurrcd belore

3500 tlC, r.urd it is unlikclv the rvorlcl was actually created at or around that year.

tiCloscr to 3000 B.C. if onc :rcccpts an carly clate For crcation.

t'iRecognizing the storv as mvthical clocs not rnean it is rrot "truc." As stated in Chapter One,
nrvth is oftcn morc true tlran what is "real." The proint is that the story is of much greatcr

antiquitv than thc effort bv the Biblical chronicler to historicize it allowed.

--'Joseph 
Cenrpbell, for all the faults of his gvirnecratic approach to myth, has an excellent

discussicrn of tlie lliblical text anr{ its borrowings in Volurne III olhis r-nxgnum opus,'lhe Masks

oJ Gol.

it'Rc anrl -A,nrrrn in late r variants of the rnvth.
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first mound, and upon it emerged either a lotus flower or the egg of a goose,

from which the sun emerged.5' This first sunrise separated the waters of the

earth from the "waters" of the sky,58 the wet from the dry, the hot from the

cold, the seen from rhe unseen, and the light from the dark. This belief is first

attested to in the Pyramid texts, and was known no later than c. 2600 B.C.ie In
Mesopotamia, the Akkadian Enuma Elis4 tells a similar story of crearion, where

the waters of the earth and sky are contained within the serpent-demoness

Tiamat, who is split by the wind blown into her by the storm god Bel-Marduk.

This story was borrowed by the Akkadians and other Mesopotamian Semites

from an earlier Sumerian tale, and is known no later than c. 1700 B.c.('. These

t\,vo watery tales are captured in the creation myth of Genesis l: I - 2:4, which

is itself an almost direct borrowing from an earlier Sumerian poetic work, ar.rd

forms one of the two distinct versions of the creation myth adopted by the

Hebrews.6r

Knowing of the exrensive borrowings of the Hebrews from their Near

Eastern neighbors helps establish a contexr for understanding the llood myth.

The flood story is known from the Epi, of Gilgamesh, also compiled about

1700 B.c. in Babylon, in which Gilgamesh, a historical ruler of Sumerian

_--
"tere is also a variant where Horus as the lalcon llies irom the lotus.

"The "waters of the skv" are what we would term outer space - it is a relerence to the sky that is
bevond the breathable air ofthe Earth.

"'It was likelv brought to Egvpt witli the Sumerian religion, c.2650 B.C., near the beginning of
the Fourth Dvnasty. 'Iiaces of Surnerian culture in Egvpt begin during the'Ihird Dynasry, and
the period ofacculturization Iikely occurred over several decades, before the Surnerian tendency
gained the throne.

t'"This is the 6rst written record of the tale. However, for it to be of Sumerian origir, as rl-re lin-
guistic evidence indicates, it would have had to have been recordecl no later thal c. 2400 B.(1..
and it is probablv ofnluch greater antiquitv
t'rThe firsr version, Genesis l:l - 2:4, relers to the Biblical God as the Elohim, in plural. Ir is
believed thar rhis srory was aclded to dre Biblical text ir.r the 4,r,cenrurt 8.C., with the .,priestlv
'lext"' The second version, Genesis 2:5 onwards, refers to the crearor ilod as Yahwch. singular.
and likelv dates from the "Yahwehist Gxt" of the 9'l'century B.C. and rhe sourhern kinecloni of
Judah' 'flre Elohim are more generallv associated with the "Elohim txt," frorn the 8,r, centun
and the Northern Kingdorn of Israel-Samaria.
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Uruk c. 2700 B.C.r'r, searches fbr Ut-Napishtirri, ir survivor of the flood, in

order to firrd eternal lifb. We knou, Frorn rhe Atraltasis, compilecl in Babylon

about 1500 8.C., that Enlil, a king of the younger gods olhis pantheon, chose

to destroy man after creatil)g him because he fbur-rd the noise of man's lirbors

annoying, and the flood was his method of choice. The Sernites of Mesopotilnr ia

borrowed, almost entirely, their rnythical structure fl'om the Sumerians that

preceded them, and both stories are likelr. of Sumerian derivation.(" L.ater

flood stories, such as the Greek and Nordic, are cognate with the Hebreu, irncl

possibly derivative"{, thus it appears that, like their creatiorl story, the Hebreu,s

borrowed their food story lrom a Near or Middle Eastern source - likell. the

Sumerians, possibly through the n.rediation of the Semites of Mesopotanria.

TnE Srony or Noau

To summarize the story oF Noah, the "sous of the L,lohim,"''' rnarrv rhe

"daughters of man" and prodr,rce a divine race of heroes. 'fhe "sons of rhe

Elohim" are called the Nephilim, or fallen ones. Angered b1'the rlating olthe

Nephilim and the daughters of men, Yahu,eh issues rrvo crrrses: One, that nre n

shall only live 120 y,ears; arrd two, tl.rat Yahr.r,eh shall clestrol,"all llesh" e.\cept

Noah and his sor.rs. Noah is selected fbr this privilege because he is ir "religious

man" who "walks with the Lord", and he is instrtrcted to build an ark, u1.ror.r

''llnsolar as:rnvthinq in:rncient historv carr bc lrisroricrrl. As discussctl, thcrc is a c()r)stant
interplav of nrvth ancl liistorr,.

'"T[re problenr rvith this is that thc Hrxrtl storv is uuknou'n in I'.eypt, to wlrich the Sunrcriarr

religion rvas exported c. 2(r50 B.(]. Ilfhc storv lvas knorvn irr Sunreri:ur culture prior ro rh:rr

date, why rvas it ttot ktrorvtr itr llgvpt 
"r 

rvcll? ,\rr :lltcnlrlte crplanation is rhat the Sunrcrirrns

aclopted it from somc other culturc. 'lhc linquistic cviderrcc is th:rt thc sror\, \\,ns oriqirrallv
Sutrieriatr. 'lhis evidencc itrvolvcs rhc appearance of Srrnreriarr uords:rntl ch,rracrcrs in Scniiric,
and particularlv Akkadian, cuncifirrnr texts.

''tAs discussetl throuqhout this lrook, the interplav betrveen (,lassicil, Nortlic, N-car F-asrern rntl
Senritic civilizatiotts is ttlrt as sirnple as tltose lvlro havt rc,rtl thc f.dd;r and dccided thcv rrr. rccilrrg

late Christian borrowings assert.

i'iNor "sod." See n 57, abovc.
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which he loads the animals of the earth two by two a.d floats or.r the waters

when the rair.r brir-rgs the llood. He survives and eventually lands on Mount
Ararat. Despite the destructior-r of "all flesh," the Nephilir, survive the llood

as the Rephain-r, A,akim, Emirn a,d Zamsumim - me, "tall and great" who

makes the Israelites appear "like grasshoppers" before rhem.(,(,

After the flood, Yahweh makes a covenant r,virh Noah, rvhich forms the

basis oFu'hat theJews call the Noahide laws. Noah and his sons are cornnrar.rded

to "be fruitful and become many ar.rd 6ll the earrh," and i, exchar.rge for this,

they are given all the plants and a.in-rals of the earth ro ear, a,d the anirnals

are made ro fear mar.r. only the blood of animals may nor be earen, because

it is "the soul" - a. idea reminiscent of the Greek r.rotior-r of the Ou;rov, or

blood soul, and conrrasts the worship of the Jews with the worship oIthe being

k.own as the God of Nysa - the Greek Dionysius6i - whose fbllowers were told
to consume both the flesh and the blood - preferably raw. Lastly, as part of the

Noahide laws, Yahweh dema,ds "the blood o[ [mer's] souls back" and srares

that a,y ma, who sheds blood is to have his blood shed. He then promises

never to flood the earth agair.r and gives Noah a sign - the rainbow - to remind

him ofthe covenanr.

The Thlmud expands upon these laws considerably, and the later

teachings of some influential Jewish Rabbis and Rebbes l.rave turned the

Noahide laws ir.rto a license for the enslavemenr o[ rnanki,d, based upon

the scriptural i,terpretation that non-Jews are nor human in the context of
Yahweht commands, and thus were given to the Jews with the animals. In this

sense, these animals are rhen commanded to live pursuanr to the Mosaic law

as slaves of world Jewry.68 The Thlmud, rhough, is a much later work ofJewish

t''']t shoukl bc notecl that, despite thc floor1, thcse men are nor extenninaterl unril the lsraelite
entry into (l:rnaan at the end ofthe Exodus and rhe bcginning ofJoshua.

"rlhavcelsewhcreargucclloranidentityofDionysius:rncithesyriac[]aal. SeeChaprerg,bclow:
ancl elsewhere.

6tFllements of the Chasitlirn, particularlv the (lhabad movemcntr rend ro qr:rvirare torv:rrd tliis
view, and this view is part of the extremist rnovenlenr to ban Clhristnras displavs anrl otlier
Christian religious synrbols in the United States.

-40-

-_/



THE TRADITION OF THE MOTHER

mythology, and that particular interpretation is also informed by dark age and

medieval occultism. fu we shall discuss here, the racial schema used in the

Thlmud to determine that only Hebrews6e are human is incorrect.

Tsr Recrel UNoBnsreNDrNGS or Ecvpr

With this background, we are ready to approach the question of who are the

children of Noah. Following the food story of Genesis 9 comes Genesis 10,

which is essentially a genealogy of Noaht descendants. This genealogy has been

the basis o[ several spurious interpretations of racial schemas, many designed

with political or ideological interests at heart.7o What is captured in Genesis 10

is essentially the ethnic and racial understanding of the Egyptians, with some

Hebrew-centric rnodifications, in which the peoples of Europe, the Near and

Middle East, and Northern and Eastern Africa are categorized. The black race

of Africa is the one people known to the Egyptians who appears completely

excluded from this list, ar.rd this is because of the Egyptian belief that the Negro

was a "beast.":' Races unknowr-r or barely known to the Egyptians, such as the

yellow race of Eastern Asia and its cousins in the American Indian, are also

absent from the schema.;r

r''1he 'lllmud rvould lirnit this hrrthcr ancl make onlv the Jews human. Presumably, the Israelites

woulcl have becn excluded frorr-r this de6nitior-r. Howevet the terms "Jew" and "Israelite,"

rvhile technicalll, separate branches of the Hebrews, have become identified in modern times
generallv with the Khazars, neither Biblical Jews nor Israelites, who currently occupv Palestine.

-"Sorne have trietl to include all of the peoples oF the world in tlris schenia, to prove that all
rnen are clescentled fronr the children of Noah. Others liave irnposed "racist" or "anti-racist"

interpretations. TIie intent here is to see wliat is in the Bible as it is, antl not as one would like
it to bc.

-rThe Egvptians tle spised bhck Africans. Drawings of black Africans were made on the soles of
thc l'haro:rh's shocs, lor instancc, :rncl Senwoscret ]lI, a noted conqueror of tlie Middle Kingdom
pcriocl, oncc crcctccl a stclc in Nubia stating along the lines of "'lhe Nubian is a faggot [an Egvp-
tian rvord, liter:rllv "back-turncr," rneaning coward and homosexual is usedl. Tirrn your back to
hinr, :rntl he is lourl, bur turn to lacc hirn, ancl he flees behrre you."

'rVhilc there is an Indo-Liurcpean branch, it is not clear that it includes any of the peoples of
Europc, such as tlie (lernrans anci Celts, though the schema was later interpreted in that way.

Several ofthc narncs, rrs we tliscuss, cannot be clearly identiEed, likely because thev refer to lands
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Egypt was united circa 3000 B.C. as a narion consisting of three peoples.

In the north, Lower Egypt, the Biblical Goshen, was the Nile delta, which had

been inhabited by Semites, possibly related to the people of Canaan ,73 for at

least a millennium and half beforehand. These people worshipped the god

Seth - who was adopted by the Hebrews as a son ofAdam and later integrated

into their notion of Yahweh. Seth is a difficult characrer to define because his

role changed substantially over the course of several thousand years. Vhen the

Hebrews encountered him in the midst of the New Kingdom, he was equated

in one aspect with the wilderness and with the serpent-demon Apep, and was

also, at times, equated with the storm god Baal. These three archerypes - the

wilderness god, the anti-human fire-breathing serpent god, and the evil storm

god - were the deities blended into their god Yahweh.Ta

Contrasting with the Semites were the people of Upper Egypr, who were

whites of Nordic or Mediterranean stock. These people entered Egypt from
the Red Sea across the Eastern Desert, likely as colonists from Sumeria.Ts The

Sumerians were colonizers who built cities and civilizations in the Indus Valley

and along the coast ofEastern Africa, and they appear to have entered Egypt

in two waves - one around 4100 8.c., and one around 26508.c. The earliest

white infu6nce in upper Egypt is at the city of Hierakonpolis, where these

settlers from Southern Mesopotamia established the worship of Horus, one of
the many things that distinguished them from the Lower Egyptian Semites.

Also in the region are the people the Egyptians called Hamites, a rerm in
which the modern world includes a variety of Northern and Eastern Africans,

but which the Egyptians appear to have understood somewhat differently.76

and people that are still unknown to the modern world. This has not stopped efforts to conipel
identification ofthem with known ancient peoples, though.

rThe Canaanites inhabited the areas whose people were callcd Eham, as we shall discuss. I am
not certain that they are properlv relaretl to the northern Delta Sernitcs.

:'1I argue this extensively elsewhere in rhis book ancl in mv bookThe Centuries of Reuofutiort.

"Discussed in Chapter 3.

-6The 
differentiation between the Hamitic people and the people we call Semites is not at all

-42-
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The Egyptians knew these people, eenerally, as the Rebu ( ) , the Aam

or Eham ( ) and the Mediai ( ). Modern scholars use the

terms "Libyans" or Bedouir.rs, "Asiatics" and "Easrerr-r Nomads,"to translirte

those Egyptian words. Norre oF those terms seems satisfactory, ar.rd the tertn

"Hamite" may refer to the Mediterranean, r-ron-lndo-European, branch of the

white race. It also appears to, at times, have beer.r a general geographic tern for

the peoples inhabiting what is modern Palestirte.

Typicalll,, in attempting ro interpret Genesis 
.l 
0, scholars have attemprted

derivation of the ethnic terms from the Hebrew or fion-r Semitic roots. While

Egyptian has some traits in commol) with the Semitic laneuages, it stands apirrt

from them, and is considered cogttate but independent. What one finds trpon

analysis is that a derivatior.r of these ethr.ric terms fror.r.r Middle EgVptian, rather

than Hebrew, leads to a much more s:rtisfhcrory e1plr,.r.tion of the eportym5 6f

the children of Noah.

A Htsronv oF TFtE TEnlu 'HEsnEw,' ;\ND EGYPTIAN

DnRrvertoxs IN GENERAL

The name "Hebrew" is derived fronr the worcl'Apiru." The rerm is firsr usecl in

Akkadian texts to refer to a group of people that raided caravans itr Aranr t atrd

sold goods in the middle part oIMesopotan-ria in the l8'r'cetrtury. ln the Biblical

conrext, the Apiru become known to us through Akkadian inscriptiorts or.r clay

tablets found at the Egyptiar-r city of Arnan.ra during the reign of the Pharoah

Akhenaton. According to those tablets, the Apiru erltered the southern part

clcar. I1 the nrodern conrexr, Hanritic refers to tlte brrxvrt-ish ntixecl popul:rtiolts of North;rtrcl

EastAfrica, but tlris cloes nor appeirr to be tht lievptian utttlcrstattrlitrg. l.ibvans u'crc tvpictllv

depicted with yellorv skins, as were thc peoplc of (.:itt:r:rtr, tncl lvith distinct raci:rl terlttlrcs not ilt

alllikethoscofmodern"Harnitic"pcoples. Furthcr,the l.ilrv:rnsu'ereclose enottqlttrtrhcrvhitc

strata ofLigvpt in racial fbrni that they rverc:rble to govern Eevpt in the first lrlill(nniulrl, .lt.r

time of racial tensiotr, u'ithout probletn.

- And thus the term tt-tar'h,rvc entbracetl (-:rtrrranites:rs u'ell.

'Modern Svria Jhc rvortl mav lre relatetl to tlie F'g'Ptit. F'h:rlll'
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of the land we now call Palestine as allies of the Hittites and of a fellow named

Aziru, who was a northern Palestinian / Syrian prince. Aziru consolidated

a small empire at the expense of the Egyptians, whose allies and vassals he

conqueredTe and used the Apiru to attack the southern part of palestine.

Apiru is the Egyptian word N.--{, 'pir or apir, with the Egyptian plural i , or

-w, appended. It means "the equipped people," with "equipped" connotating

the possession of knowledge or learning. Modern scholars define the Apiru
as a "social class of mafiaJike brigands," and Apiru appears to be a reference

to the secret rituals, possibly including circumcision, that were necessary ro

participate in the Hebrew secret sociery - much as one is initiated into the

Mafia, the Freemasons, or the Ku Klux Klan.

There is some resisrance ro the identification of the Hebrew and the Apiru
among modern Jewish scholars, because the Apiru were not savory characters,

and deriving the origin of the Hebrews from a real people contradicts both
Thlmudic scholarship - which is, on the whole, very bad - and the religious

claims ofthe Hebrews to being an eternal people. Further, linking the Hebrews

and the Apiru helps demonstrate that the Hebrews not only came out of
Egypt, but derived much of their religion and culture from Egyptian sources.

Proof that there was something before the Jews, some Jews feel, reduces the

uniqueness of the Jewish people and challenges the desire among some Jews

not to be a people in historical time, but to be a timeless and ahistorical people

- a phenomenon outside the normal course of human history. This is, of
course, nonsense.so

The major forms of Hebrew worship known in antiquiry involved the

Egyptian deities Seth, the deity Baal, Isis-Hathor the "golden calf," and the

sumerian goddess Ishtar.8r Yahweh * Jehovah himself is a composite of Baal,

:"'Ihough he rvas, hirnseli an Egyptian allv and vassal until rhe lasr two years of Akhenaron,s
reign. See Chapter 10 for a detailed discussion oFthis invasion

s"Arrcl is one of thc rhemes of my 6ook, the Centuries of lleuoltrtion.

'rKnowtt to the Jews as Asherah and generallv syncretizcd with lsis. Isis and lshrar sep:rrate as

goclciesscs i, irbout the 27't' cenrury B.C. ancl reunite antl svncretize starti,g about a.rillcn,iurrr
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Seth and Apep, god of storms and mountains, god of the wilderness, and

serpent demon of fire, respectively.82 Seth, a wilderness god associated with

the northern Egyptian Semites, was so central to the Hebrew form of worship

that he became their eponymonous ancestor in Genesis. Later in that lineage

we find the word 'Apiru" in various forms, including as Eber as Abram, and

as Abraham. As late as the dynasty of Saul, we 6nd Hebrew kings with names

like "Meribbaal" - that being a common Egyptian way of naming kings, and

means "beloved heart of Baal." This same character is called "Ishboseth" at one

point, and the "seth'of that name is equivalent to the "Baal" of the other, as

the two deities were often considered the same.83 The Bible tells us that the

invasion of Judaea and Samaria by an Egyptian pharoah brought with it the

worship of the Golden Calf, and a reasonable conclusion that the Egyptian

forms of worship, including the worship of Yahweh, the worship of Seth and

Baal, and the worship of Isis, were all derived from forms the Hebrews brought

with them out of Egypt.

TnB Ennons or Josrruus

Josephus was a learned Jew and favorite of the Roman emperors in the first

century AD. Because of his alliance with the Romans, who occupied Judaea,

many Jews considered Josephus a traitor; others thought his status as "court

Jew" was a model that the Jewish people should follow. During Josephus'

lifetime he authored, within another of his works, a commentary upon Genesis

10 that formed the basis of much Dark Age through Reniassance scholarship.

later. See the tliscussion in Chapter 9.

N:Arsued elsewlrere irr this trook, particularlv Chapters 8 and 9, a,ndin The Centuries of Reuo/tttion.

$The argunrent has been nratle that lshtroseth is "ish-bosheth," man of shamc. But this is likely
incorreci. -Ihe 

nanre llaal meirns "lord of the place." The name Seth has a number of meanings

in Egvpr, one of which is "the scat," in thc sense of "the place or center of a thing" (i.e., "seat

of porver" in English). Thus thc narnes Scth ancl Baal have some linguistic equivalency as well.
Further, the lattcr clerivation oflshboseth requires one to ignore the good Egyptian derivation of
Mcribbaal, lncl th:rt is clc:rrly errr)ncous. See n. 236 and 252 as well.
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XT"hile Genesis l0 was recorded in Hebrew in the 9,h or 8,h centuries B.C., it is

clearly derived from an earlier document - probably one that was conremporary

with Moses' Exodus. Josephus attempted to interpret the chapter based upon

the peoples known to him as a first century A.D. resident of the Roman

Empire, and he made many mistakes, involving far-fung people unknown ro
the eastern Mediterranean ar rhe time of Genesis l0's composition. To this day,

there are continuing efforts to interpret Genesis l0 in the light of the culture

of the Jews or Israelites ar various points in the first millennium. These efforts

ignore the fact that the names of several kingdoms and principalities which

were destroyed by the ll'h centuryA.D., likely unknown when the Hebrew

text of Genesis was composed in the 9'h and 8'h centuries B.C., and certainly

unknown by the time of rhe Ezraite compilation of the Bible in the 4'h century

A.D.84 appear in the schema.

similarly, there is a wealth of Rabbinical materials from the Renaissance

interpreting and reinterpreting Genesis 10 in the light of Thlmudic texrs ser

down mostly in the first millennium of this era. This material, which involves

efforts to derive the eponyms ofGenesis 10 from Hebrew roors, has been mostly

futile, but has produced a large amounr of erroneous literature.85 Many racial

groups of the 19'h and 20'h centuries have attempted to derive racial schemas

that build on these Thlmudic wor[s,86 without having adequate knowledge of
the period of authorship and its historical context. Lastly, modern "scholars",

building on Thlmudic efforts to derive these eponyms from Hebrew roots and

place names, have built up a mass of scholarship using materials from the 6,h,

'aI follow Joseph Campbell here, who dares Ezra to about 397 B.L.

"The conceit oftheJews is that their cultures derives solely lrom themselves, and not lrorn any
other peoples. in this light, they look only to themselves for understanding of themselves.

8('Particularly "racist" forms of Christianity in the Unired States and Britair. Even worse rhan
the Rabbinical writings are the works of authors such as lA '$Taildell, who is utilized often in
support of British Israelism and Chrisrian Identity. Vaddells scholarship is awful - he did
not understand the languages he interpreted, and used the general ignorance of certain forms
of hierogvlphs and cuneiform to impose an incorrect understanding on the characters, and ro
manulacture non-existant relationships between cultures.
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7'l'and 8'l'centuries B.C., on the assumption this sectior) was:ruthorecl or

amended during the Ezraite redaction of the Bible - an assumption that h:rs no

apparent textual basis. Thr-rs, there are many ellorts to derive these epotrl'rns

from Assyrian and Greek ethnic terms which have been equally unsatisfactory.

One reason for these errors is the continuing developmer.rt of knowledge

of the peoples of the Near East. The Hittite language was not ir-rterpreted r-rtrtil

the early part of the 20'1' centllry, and n-rany of the Hittites works kuowu to

us have still not been translated for a lack of scholars. The Sumerian langr-r:rge

was nor interpreted until the mid-20'l' centur)/, and, similarly, there is a wealth

of unknowns ir.r its interpretatior.r. The Eg,vptian language, though deciphered

in the early l9'l'century, lvas not applied to the existing texts and broadl,v

disseminated until the late l9'l'and earll'20'l'centuries, and it can still be said

that Egyptian religior-r and culture, particr-rlarli. prior to the Neu, Kingdorn,

hold a lot of mysteries. Thus, it would have beer.r impossible for even the

most scholarly person, during the period when knowledge of Hittite was lost,

to interpret Togarmah the son of Gomer as the Hittite vassal kingdom of

Tegarama, which existed in southeastern Asia Minor just north of Syria - an

excellent position from which to send horses to the city of Tyre. This problem

continues today, as even the limited modern understanding of the many

peoples, empires, tribal statelets and their movements about the Near and

Middle East in antiquiry is not well distributed amor)g the general population,

even among its more educated portions.s

h-r general, in interpreting these terms, one is looking for ethnic nan)es

of the late second millennium B.C. The "brother" and "sort" schema ir-rvolves

peoples who are related at least geographicalll,- looking at the sons of Japheth,

t''lhe Hittite language, firr exarnple, Iias onlv been dcciphcrcrl rn,ithin tlrc pasr crtrturv, atttl

there is a wealth of Hittite rlocurnents sittinq in archive s unintcrl)reted. Mino:rn l-itre:rr lJ u,as

interpreted perhaps fifiv years ago, anrl its archives arc in a sinrilar s:rrl statc. 'lhe knorvledqe rvc

have gained lrorn exPlorine these civilizarion is still not witlely rlisperscd arnotts tlte Populatiort
and was largelv buried in the latter part of the 20'r'century rluring thc Sovict L,lttiort's ellirrt to

bury and confuse tlre study of Inclo-Firropean pcoplcs lmonq aclclenrics. M:rnv lattgtraqes of the

ancient world, includinc Etruscan and Minoan Linear A, remain utrintcrprctcd to this dav.
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for instance, one finds a group representing western and southern Asia Minor,
the sons ofJavan, and another group representing eastern fuia Minor, the sons

of Gomer. \,Vhile the derivations below should not be considered definitive in

all cases - there are some names which just do not fit well with what is known

of the ancient world, and likely represent unknown peoples - they are bemer

than much of the material extant.88

THp Recrel ScnsMe or GsNBsrs ro

Noah has three sons, Japheth, Shem and Ham. Japheth is the Egyptian word
11, 'ipt or ehaipet, and means "mosr selecr," a synonym for the Indo-European

word we know as 'Aryan." Japheth and his descendents are traditionally
associated with the Aryan or Indo-European peoples of Europe and the Near

and Middle East andJapheth is the divine figure imported into Greek myth as

the Titan lo,nerog. Ham is an eponym derived from the Egyptian racial term

i\i it, "m or Eham, and refers, generally, to the people dwelling in modern

Palestine'e. shem is the eponym derived from the name of the upper Egyptian

kingdom ,].. -.'$'n**, 5m'w or shemehueo, and refers generally to the Eastern

branch of the semites - those that dwelt in the Arabian deserts, from which
they invaded Mesopotamia, Syria and Canaan.

Tue SoNs on Jaluoru

The sons of Japheth are Javan, Madai, Gomer, Tirbal, Meshach, Magog, a,d
Tiras, and rhese names represenr the Arya, peoples of Anatolia as they were

known to the Egyptians.er

isNot least olall because, as ncither a Jerv nor a Christian, I h:rve rro interest in conlcrrming the
text of the Bible ro mv religious views.

t''See rny rliscussion ald n 72, above.

.,,,ltrrtayalsobederir,'et1fronrorrelatecltotlrcEgyptianword

shetnawu, rneaning "strangcrs" or "wandcrers."

"rThe typical Hcbrew associatiott of sonre them with people such :rs the (lernrans - Ashken:rz
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Javan is generally considered to be an eponym of Ionia, and he and his

sons appear to be the peoples of Asia Minor and the island kingdoms offthe
'Western and Southern coasts of fuia Minot all of which were settled by Indo-

European peoples starting no later than the 20'h century B.C.e2 Javant son

Elishah is the kingdom of Alishiya, which was based on the island of Cyprus,

and is known through Akkadian inscriptions on tablets found in Amarna,

among other sources.e3 Dodainim, or Rhodanim, is usually associated with

the island of Rhodes, which was invaded by the Aryan Mycenaeans in the

l5'h century B.C.e4 Thrshish is often associated with Thrsus, a city on Asia

Minor's southern coast that the Hittites founded as Tarsa, and which flourished

under the Roman Empire. However, Thrshish is more likely the Hittite vassal

kingdom of Thrhunassa, which maintained nominal independence from the

Hittite Empire after its reunification under Tirdhaliy"r," and was likely one of
the kingdoms the Egyptians courted in their efforts to check Hittite expansion

in the late l8'h Dynasty.e6 This means Kittim is the Egyptian land of s-50-fo tlt
or Khat, a name for the Hatti, the pre-Hittite peoples of the Hittite Empire.eT

- lrom which the Ashkenazi Jews take their narne, is probably incorrect. Here I argue the
Ashkcnazi are the people of Kanesli - the Neshites - which is what the people we call the Hittites
called thenrselves.

''rJhe cxact date ofthis entry is the subjcct ofdebate, but pcople such as the I-uwians were in
\7este rn An:rtolia prior to the Hittites - ancl were still there when the Hittite Ernpire collapsed.

erin this context thc myth of the conquest of Cyprus by Belus and lbucer , Teucer being the
'Western Hittite storm god 'Iirrkhun, who is said to have sailed from Troy is of interest.

Hisrorians generallv link this Classical rnyth, given in Servius lrom an unknown and earlier
source, to a 9'l' century invasion by a Phoenician king whose name incorporated Baal, but this is

lar liom clcar. See Chapter 9 for further ciiscussion.

"'lt rnav have been invarlecl c:rrlier by prc-Mvcenaean Aryans in the pre-Hittite period.

'''-flre identity of the king that firurrtlecl the Hittite Empire is disputed.

r'('-[his is one exatnple of how limited kno*4edge of proper nouns has affected scholarship. The
kingdonr of 'l':rrhunassa wirs unknown prior to the early 20'h century B.C. Thus, "scholars"

utilized what they did knorv, and associated the name with -larsus, though it was nor a great 6t.
Part of this is the fe:rr of recognizine rhe limits of hunran knowledge.

"r'We reler to the Hittites as Hittites, but rhey referrecl to themselves as the Neshites or Kaneshites.
'Ihc Hittim or Hatti werc thc pre-Hittite peoples of Anatolia. Their origins are unknown, but
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Madai is the eponym of the Medes, an Aryan people who invaded

northern Persia near the end of the second millennium B.C.es

Gomer is traditionally linked to the Aryan and Indo-European peoples

of Europe and the Eurasian steppes, but the evidence of archaeolo gr and

second millennium historical documents does not support that.ee Gomer

and his sons are probably better linked to the Eastern portion of Asia Minor
and the Northern portion of Mesopotamia, and his name is probably related

to the people the fusyrians would later call Gimmiru, or Cimmerians. The

Cimmerians are thought to have entered Eastern fuia Minor during the 9.h

century, but the name Gomer seems to indicate they were known in the region

several centuries before.

Gomer is the father of three sons, fuphath, Ashkenaz, and Togarmah,

two of which refer to component kingdoms of the Hittite Empire - suggesting

that the third does as well.r,, Ashkenaz appears to be the Middle Egyptian

word +*,,,,'53 or ashau-, meaning "hordes" or "multitudes,"rorappended to
the name of the city of Kanesh, which was the home of a Hittite dynasry in
central-north-easrern Asian Minor.t02 Togarmah is the Hittite vassal kingdom

of Tegarama, which existed in southeasr Asia Minor just north of Syria. As

Ezekiel 27:14 tells us that Togarmah was one of the component nations which
sent aid to the Tyrians, its position about 150 miles north of Tyre is consistenr

this Biblical schema suggests a relationship with the Luwians and pre-Hittite Indo-Europeans.

'''ln the next rnillenniurn, the Mede conquereci Persia and established a ruling dynastr,, inro
which native Persian nobility married, producing the ruling dynasty of the persian Empire.

''''Gomer is equated bv the Jewish historian Josephus with the Celtic peoples who settled in
Galatia, though his "children" include non-Celtic Indo-Europeans.

r"r'The Hittite culture is divided into three periods - the old Kingdom, rhe interresnum or
Hurrian kingdom, and the Empire. In the interregnum, when the Hirtites came under Hurrian
domination, their kingdom fragmented into several sub-kingdoms, which were reunited to lorm
the empire.

r"r-lhough David Icke fans mav 6nd it interesting the word can also mean "lizards" or "reptiles."

r"rSee n 91, above.
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with the Bible's account. Riphath is unknown, but likely is the eporrym of a

H ittite principaliry. r ol

As Gomer is representative of several small Indo-European states in Asia

Minor derived from the Hittites, Tlbal is generally derived from the name of a

second Indo-European people, the Luwians, who settled in south eastern Asia

Minor and were the dominant population in the Hittite ciry of Hattusas.'i''

Tubalt son Meshech is the Luwian people known as the Mushki - Greek

Mooxotr0t and also the Sea Peoples known as the Ekwesh.r0(' Ur-rforturrately,

the Ekwesh are one of the Sea Peoples who are not linked to a definite region.

However, as a sea peoples, Meshech would then be linked to Tiras, who it is

suggested is the Sea People known as Teshesh.

Biblically, Magog'0' is the land of Gog from which hordes will invade

from the north and destroy the land of the Jews. The "land of Magog" is

described in Ezekiel 38:2 as the "Meshech andTubal," and, as such, appears to

refer to the Indo-European peoples who remained in Eastern Asia Mir.ror after

the Hittite conquerors had come and gone. Such an interpretation further

afHrms the theory that Tirbal and Meshech are Luwian Indo-Europeans and

predecessors ofa portion ofthe Sea Peoples.

1"]()ne of many reas<lns whv the remaintler of the Hittitc clocurnents knowtr to the uorld nceci

to be translated. l'ranklv, it could be that this term is Hoating around a kn,rwn docurnetrt

somewhere, but it is not inclurlerl in any standarcl rcferences.

r"1The Luwians came lronr the west, and were followed bv otlrcr lntlo-F)uropeans r.l'ho settled
'Western Anatolia.

"'tSome associate them with the ancestors of the people of Cleorgia ancl the Caucasus Mountait.ts.

"'''Ihe Sea Peoples are generallv believed to bc tribes ofiVlvceuaean (lrccks who, alter c()ttqu(ritt{
the city of -frov, raided thc cciast of 'Western Asia antl Northern Airica. Four of the Sea Pcoplcs

- the Sharden, the Shekelesh, the l'eleset ancl the Lukka - can be clefinitivclv linked to resiotrs

which thev later settletl - Sartlinia, Sicilv, Palestine and Lvcia.

r"''lhe derivation of "Magog" is obscure, and has bccn equated with the (ireek figure tuyqq, and

rhus with the B'1' centurv clynastv of Lydia. Unfbrtunatelr,', like nxrst of thc prcfe rrecl explirtrations

of modern scholarship, this is way too late firr thc atrtliorship of (,enesis 10.
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Tur Sorvs or Hau

The next so, of Noah is Ham, a.d while he has historically been associated

with the peoples of Africa, he and his desce,denrs are more the'Asiatics" or the

peoples of early Palestine and the Arabian, Red Sea and Mediterranean coasrs,

including the r-ro.-black-gover.ed kingdoms of easrern AFrica. or-re good

piece of evidence for this is that there is missing from this branch of the llrnil1,
tree the black African peoples that we know were known to the Egyptians

and the Near East, particularly the Nubians and rheir confederate tribes, along

with the various African tribal names. Furrher, ir is reasonably certain that
the Canaanites and the peoples of Babylon and Akkad were nor black Africa,,
and this dillerence would have been known and appreciated, as rhe socieries

of the Near Easr were highly racial societies and generally disdained blacks.

Rabbinical scholarship and its Christian derivatives have pointed to the Enrpire

of cush as being "the" black Africa,s of Genesis, but the cush that would have

been knowr.r ro the author of Geresis was a Semitic-governed kingdom of the

late First Intermediate Period (19'r'century B.C.) that seized Egyprt Nubiar-r

colonies in a movement originating in Arabia. The black African Enrpire of
cush was a name the Nubia,s o[the 8'r'cenrury B.c. gave thenrselves, as the1.,

with the assisrance of the Temple of Amun, waged war on the white peoples of
the Nile f)elta and River Valley. Most likely, blacks are considered ir.r Ger-resis

among the "beasts of the field" that Noah places two by two upon his ark,

insofar as they are considered at all.

Mizraim is a Hebrerv word which rneans "the two [ands," r08 and is ge,erally
thought to be a trar.rslation of the Egyptian rerm , t3*), or rauw),, which
also mears "the two lands" - a rerm for Egypt. The o,iy trouble with this is

that, if so, it would be the only Hebrew name preserved i, the gerealogy. A.
alternative rvould be Egyptian I '.' ,, msr'w or mesrahu, "people born of the

r"'l clo nor re:rd or speak Hebrew, and have only a basic fhrniliaritv rvirh rhe grirmrnar, so I anr
taking the rvortl of orhers lor this.
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sun." In either case, Mizraim could be a reference to the peoples of Egyptroe.

The trouble with this lies in the name Caphtor, who is one of the children

of Mizraim, The identity of Caphtor is the subject of much debate. The Bible

describes Caphtor as "the island origin of the Philistines". Phillistines is a term

often used in the Bible to refer to people residing in the region we know as

Phoenicia.rr0 The origins of the Phoenicians are not clear. The term Phoenicia

is derived from the Egyptian ".- *.-cb--i ! r r, fnbw, or Fenkhu, and that term is

known as eady at the 20'h century BC in a work known as the Thle of Sinuhe.

There, it is definitely associated with a man named ,.=o'Lfl,{, mnws or Menus

of . -=..--..,1;r'vr, kftiu or Ke6tu, the Egyptian term for "Crete." This Menus

of Keftiu is believed to be King Minos of Crete, and it is believed that the

Egyptians believed the people of what is now Lebanon to have been of Cretan

origin. Yet the Phoenicians were Semites, very distinct from the Peleset, and,

unlike the Peleset, their migration to modern Lebanon occurred by land and

not by sea.

So, despite the claims of Josephus, and whether a Phoenician migration

from east Africa happened or not, this theoretical Phoenician homeland could

not be the African Caphtor described in Genesis 10, as their migration is too

late for the duthor of the chapter to have been aware of it. Further, the people

referred to are clearly Phillistines, or members of the Peleset sea peoples who

attacked and colonized the Levant just prior to or contemporary with the

composition of Genesis 10, and eastern Africa is not an "island.". As many

of the Sea Peoples conducted their invasions from homelands in southern

Anatolia, a location to which the culture of Minoan Crete had been expofted,rtl

it is very likely that this verse of the Bible should be taken literally - that the

""'lf rhe ternr H:rniitic refers to the Mecliterrarrean branch of the white race, the Egyptians are not
totallyoutofplacehere.'lheycertainlyreprresentapre-Indo-Europeanbranchofthewhiterace,
tl-rough their branch is niore closely related to the Indo-Europeans than, say, the Lib1,ans.

rr"-Ihe Pelcset Sc:r Pcoplc - tlie l'}hillistines, modern Palestinians are distinct from thc

Phoenicians, rvho wcre Semitic, or who, at least, adopted Semitic Forms in tlreir language and
cultu rc.

rrlSee Cihapter 9.
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Peleset were remnants of the Minoan culture, which had been exported to their
homeland in southern Anatolia.

If so, then these descendents of Mizraim appear to refer to the larger

tradition linking Egypt, Minoan crete, and the peoples of Lebanon, rather

than merely people of Egyptian Africa and Libya. If the belief that Ludim, the

son of Mizraim, is the eponymonous founder of Lydia,rl2 a kingdom on the
'Western coast of Asia Minor it reinforces the idea that the Hamitic race is the

pre-Indo-European Mediterranean branch of the white race.

Anamim, the son of Mizraim, is obscure, but may be related to the Anakes

or Anaktes who appear in Greek myth as the Dioscuri, or castor and pollux.

Their particular worship at Athens tends to link them to the cult of Erechtheus

- one of the few cults in the Peloponessos - and one of the few cultures - that
both pre-dated survived the Mycenaean invasion. If so, this raises interesting

questions about the infuence of the myths of the Mediterranean on the Nordic
countries.ll3

The Lehabim are generally associated with the Rebu, Greek Lebu or
Libyans, of Egyptian inscriptions, and they fit well into the schema of the
Mizraim as part of the Mediterranean branch of the Indo-European race.

Though I have not gone into detail here, the religion of this race appears tied to
the worship of the Great Mother and of Baal - for instance, Libya is recorded

in the Greek myths as a sister of Aegyptus and daughter of Belus.rra Naphutim
has been associated with "Na-Ptah," an alleged reference to an Egyptian name

for the people of Memphis, but Memphis was known as -..",.-..- ,-,. - , _,r, rrofr

rrr()n the one hand, the name Lydia is,ot well attested prior to the T,r,century B.c.; the
origin of the name is obscure. The Greeks relerred to the area as Maeonia. ()n the other
hand, the Lvdians have been linked historically to the Etruscans, who were culturallv part of
the Mediterranean sub-strata, see Chapter 6. Their worship also involved the double-a-xe, a
prominent symbol of Minoan religion. The Lydians did not refer to themselves as Lvdians rhev
calle.l rhemselves Slard or Sparda. Sardis was rhe name of the Lvdian capital. Their languagc is
Indo-European but not pari ofthe Luwian subgroup, unlike their neighbors in Lvcia and Caria.
Josephus is wrong in arguing they are Semites, children of Lud son of Shem.

"3See Chapter 6.

rrlThis theme is explored in detail in Chapter 9.
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or Men-nefer, in Middle Egyptian. In this view, it complemer.rts Pathrusim,

which is generally interpreted as a reference to southern Egyp,, frorn which the

Egyptian state originated. I r;

Put is another son of Ham, and he represents the east African country

the Egyptians knew as , , or Punt, which existed on or near the Horn

of Africa, in the area now occupied by Eritrea or Somalia. This land was likely

settled by people from southem Mesopotamia, travelling around the Arabiarr

peninsula - whether Semitic or Sumerian is unclear. However, if these were

non-semitic members oFthe Mediterranean race, Punt fits into the supposition

that Hamitic is a general term for nor.r-L-rdo-European whites - and supports

a deeper link between the Mediterranean civilizatior.r and the Indian Ocean

Basin.r r6

Canaan is a son of Ham who is an eponym of the Canaanite peoples

of Syria, Phoenicia and Palestine."- The detail with which his sons describe

the tribes of the region reinforce the somen,hat parochial nature of Ger-resis

10, which describes the people best known to the Hebrews"s in detail, while

omitting or painting with a broad brush those with which thel'were less well

acquainted. Canaan's children are Sidon, the Phoenician ciry which suggests a

general link berween Phoenicia, Crete, Anataolia and the Etruscans. Heth, who

is generally thought to represent the Hittites resident in Canaan, as opposed to

those resident in Asia Minor, but who would be out of place in this schema;r"'

rrtl tencl to disagrce rvith both ofthese, ,rs tho,cluplicate lvlizrairri and this seclrs to be firrcing

an unknown to match a set of facts. Horvcvcr, ] tlo not have :r bettcr suggcstion. 'lliis is like

the problem of thc gremlins dancing on the roof. Someone hears:r noise on the roof. Tliev sav

"what was that?" 'Ihe other person "l don't know." 'llie first person savs "lt tnust bc grenrlins

dancing on the rooL" Tlieir conrpanion savs "l dout think so," und thcv sav "well, do vou h;rvt

a bcttcr idea?" Not h:rving a better idea docs rtot nrake tlie lratl suggestiott correct.

"t'lf so, this tenrls to support thc itlcntification of Kali anrl the (lreat N'lother sotnethitrq I

mention as a speculativc possibilitv in Chapter 9.

rr-()thcrs have suggestecl these people are properlv Senrites. I tetrcl to clis:rgrcc.

r^And their F.gvptian fbrebears.

ll"Suggesting rhat this eqr:ation is wrong. As bcfirre, I ntetrtion it becausc I lack a better

sugeestion.
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THE TRADITION OF THE MOTHER

TuE SoNs or SuBu

The sor.rs of Shem are the Semites, the people who emerged from the

Arabian Desert and settled the trorthem part of the fertile crescent - modern

Syria - and lvell as the northern and cer-rtral portions of Mesopotamia and the

lower Nile Delta region. Into this culture the Hebrews eventually integrated

themselves, thor.rgh their origins appear to have been outside of it.

First, there is Ashr-rr, the founder of the Assyrian Empire. The Assyrians

may have dr,velt in the upper portion of theTigris and Euphrates river valleys

prior to the larger Sernitic ir.rvasion of Mesopotamia that led to the foundirrg

of Akkad. His brother Elam is a reference to the Semitic peoples that settled

in the southwest mountains of Persia, near the Mesopotamian river valleys,

though these people spoke a language related to Dravidian, an indication

that the Semites there were conqLlerors of a larger racial sub-stratum.r2t An

efrort has been made to link their brother Lud to both the Lydians and the

Luwians of Asia Minor, but this effort is somewhat irrational, as neither people

was Sernitic, r.ror do they have any known historical ties to the other people

included as the childrer-r of Shem. The best guess as to who these people were is

a Semitic people who settled near the source of the river Halys, west o[Assyria

and rrorth of Edessa.

Aram is the ancient name of Syria. His brother Arpachsad is said to have

for-rnded the city of Ur of the Chaldees, which is linked to a small Semitic

kingdom in southeastern Turkey. near to Assyria, modern Urfa and classic

Edessa. An irrgument has beerr made this is the Sumerian kingdom of Ur, but

this is urrlikely, as the southern Mesopotamians appear to be grouped with

the sor.rs of Ham under Nimrod. As the founder of Edessa, this reinforces the

Biblical creatiorl story that tl-re Hebrews emerged from Mesopotamia by way of

Syria. Fronr Arpachsad is said to descend Eber, who, as we have discussed, is

t['re eponynronous lrounder of the Hebrews.

rr''Ihis appeerrnce of l)ravidian Ianguages so far nortlr and east tencls to support the hypothesis

of a link bcnv,:en the l)ravidi:rn culture of southcrn lnclia antl the Minoan culture of Crctc.

-57-

-'1



THE TRADITION OF THE MOTHER

CoNcr-usroN

In sum, the Bible divides the people of the Near and Middle East into three

racial groups - the sons ofJapheth, rhe sons of Ham, and the sons of Shem.

These racial classifications are Egyptian in origin. The first is an Egyptian

translation of the Indo-European epithet "Aryan," and means the "most select"

or "elite" people, and the children of Japheth represent the Indo-European

racial groups of Asia Minor, the Caucasus, and possibly beyond. The children

of Ham are classically and erroneously considered black Africans, the pre-

Indo-European, primarily Mediterranean, whites of the Near and Middle East.

Lastly, the Semites are represented in their nations ofAssyria, EIam, Aram, and

the branches they threw out into the surrounding area, including the Hebrews.

Efforts to impose other racial classifications and schema upon these

peoples are the result of bad scholarship, originating with the l".g.ly fantastic

work of the Jew Josephus, and continuing with rhlmudic and Rabbinical

interpretations and reinterpretations through the Dark and Middle Ages and

into the modern world. Many of these Thlmudic interpretations cross into
christian scholarship, and became the basis of racial theories which developed

in the 19'h and 20'h centuries. Modern scholars often assign to these racial

categories peoples of a much later date, often between the 6'h and 9'h centuries

BC, partially out of ignorance of the world of the l2,h and l3,h centuries B.C.,

and partly because efforts to find Semitic, rather than late New Kingdom
Egyptian, ethnic and place names have focused on Assyrian and late Semitic

texts.
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