
CHAPTER 8

Yenwps UNuASKED

any efforts have been made at a philological derivation of the term

"Yahweh," and like most errors in Jewish studies, the problems

that these efforts have found have come from the effort to derive

the term from Hebrew, when it is, in fact, a foreign word borrowed and

integrated by the Hebrews into the pagan form of their religion.2o7 Despite the

pained efforts of "scholars" to show that Yahweh is not, in fact, the Anatolian

/ Mediterranean deityJove, and the efforts of Jewish Thlmudists to claim that

YHWH is an "unpronounceable tetragram,"2o8 Yahweh-Jehovaht name is a

Semitization of "Jove." Further, "Jove" is a name not native to the Latin tongue,

but to the Etruscan, and likely also to the tongue of the Minoan civilivation

of the Great Mother that dominated the Eastern Mediterranean during the

second millennium before Christ.20e

LrNcursrrcs AND rnr Cn.Irrcs

Critics of the Jove-Jehovah equation are quick to point out that the vocalization

of the four Hebrew letters that compose the name of God in the OldGstament,

YH\fH, as "Jehovah," is a late innovation by a 16'r'Century Spanish monk.

r"-Which Hourishccl bclore thc final Ezraite rescission of the Old Testament in thc 4'r' century

Il.C. Reallv, Hebrov polvthcism cndcd in the 6'r'century B.C .with the Babylonian captivitv

r"'Jervs scem to the masters of conrtr:rtting solid argument with bizarre claims. Gfirj is an

unpronounccable tetr:rgranr because it is rneaningless. YH\WH, especiailv in a language of
inrplied vowels, is a pnrnounccafrlc rvorcl.

r""[)iscussed in firll in Chapter 10.
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That can be accepted by both sides ofthe
argument. For what these critics fail to
mention is that the idea that the name

of God YH\7H is an "unpronounceable

tetragram" is also a very late one. It
Yaweh in Ancient Hebrew

pretends to originate in the commitment of the doctrines of Pharisaic Judaism
to writing in the third through 6fth centuries A.D., about sixteen hundred to
one thousand years after the Old Testamentt books were wrirten.

Further, critics ofthe Jove-Jehovah equation are fond ofthe claim that the

Latin Iovis, which is the stem Iov-,2r, is the same as the proto-Indo-European

root *diw-, which we find in Sanskrit words like Dyaus, a name for the sky

father, the Greek Zeus, the Germanic *Tia- and ryr, and the Latin *Iu- of
Iupiter. But Iov- is not Iu-. The transformation that occurs from *diw- to *Iu-

is three fold: the "d" is dropped, the I remains, and the "#' becomes 
,,u',. 

The
"-us" ending of dyaus is a declension, and it is retained in the Greek Zeus and

in the similar Greek Dios, or "god." Given that Dyaus and Dios are declined

normatively in the second declension, the fact that lovis, in Latin, belongs to
the broad category of third declension nouns is the first2rr contraindication of
the equivalence of the terms.

Supporters of an Indo-European origin for xlov- state that *Iov- is a

Latinization of *Iou-, and if *Iou- was *Iu-, we could accept that. However,
*Iou- is not *Iu-, either. To make that leap, one has to add the ..-o-,,, 

and to
do that, one has to suggest a mediation of the term *Iu- through Greek, where
*ou- is a diphthong.2r2 However, Classic Greek does not drop the .d,, _ ir
either retains it or transforms it to <z.f2t3 And, without a Greek mediation,
one has three vowel sounds in the stem *Iou-, rather than the two vowel sound"s

'-L th. mt.d d.clension with the -is.
2rrThough minor.

2r2This is precisely what the lov- = Iu- theory supposes.

2rilatindoesntreallydropthe'd"either. Itconvertsitto"dj-,"whichGreekconvertsto"z"and
LaUn to I o|
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of the stem *lu-. Further, we know that the "-tt-" u'ns vocalized and not part

of a diphthong, because Latin transfbrrns it into the semi-vowel "v." We cor-rld

accept roots like *low-, give or take a d, possibly trarlsformed ir.rto a "th" or t,

give or take an "i" transformed to "y," give or take the w transforrned into I v or

a u, but not *diw-. *diw- has two vowels or semi-vowels and *lo$,- has three.

One would have to have something like 'Diow- to meet that requirenrcrlt.

Ar1otherway this is answered is to take the "u/o" of the "-us/os" decler.rsion ancl

say rhar it is part of the stem - thus *diw- is *diwr-r-. While this is ofien done,

it is also completely incorrect.rr i Following this logic, there has beetr cre,rtecl a

hypothetical proro-Germanic fbrm *T'iawaz, which is also unknown, though

the Anglo-Saxon form Tiw, which conforms to our exPectatiolls, is attestecl to

as a name of Odin.

Further, classical historian.s supporr a derivation of the n:rr.ne YHti/H

from a two vowel ar-rd one semi-vowel stem. Diodorus Siculr.rs, for itlstatlcc,

explicitly gives the name of rhe Hebrew Clocl as Iao.r't

Sometimes confi-lsed with all of this is discussion of the Greek ProPer

name Iaperus, which is of completely difibrent origin than Iupiter or Lrvis

- Iapetus is the Greek varianr of the figure knowrr ir.r the Hebre." Rible :rs

Japheth.2r6

Arcnar,oloGY AND THE (lntrrcs

But, even if the argument that the stem *lov- miry be the same as the stem

*lu- was tenable, the archaeological evider-rce would argr-re against it, because

love is nor an Indo-European proper noun - it is a Latin borrowir.rg lrorrr

the Etruscan. The king of the gods and srorm god, in the Latin langLr.rgc, is

commonly known by two proper n.lmes , Jr-rpiter and Jove. The re,rson he

is known by two names is because these deities were origirtally tr,l'o seParate

:''Bccause vou ciln't just take ,r vowel ofi tht tleclcnsiott and acltl ir to the stctn.

I)i()(l()ru\ \irulus. Hi:tlrir'. 1 -'14.).

:"'Sec (,hapter 4.
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figures - Jupiter was rhe L-rdo-European sky father,rl; ancl Jove was rhe prime
consort of the Great Mother Iuno in the Crerar.r-Ar.ratolian faith. While the

details of the Cretan-Anraolian faith are conrroversial, their Jove u,as likely a

very di(ferent figure frorn the sky father and srorm god of the Indo-European

ancestors oF Rome.2r8

We k.row Jove is of Etruscan origi. beca.se we find the ,ame ',Jo,e,,

in Etruscan inscriptions as early as the 8,r, century, conremporar), with the

founding of Rome,2re as veiove.,' The Etruscarls were rhe inhabita,ts of rhe

Italian per.rinsula before the Roma,s.rrr Cenrral to their form of u,orship nas

the goddess luno, whom the Roma,s adopted as a ,ame of the Greek 6gure

Hera.222 Errusca, kings, according to the lege'dary histories of Rome, ruled at

times the early monarchy of the Roman srare; rhe archaeological evidelce is rhat

Rome was esse.tially a vassal of Etruria ur.rtil at least the 6,r'cenrury B.c., and

perhaps as late as the 4'l' cenrury B.c. Rome borrowed much of its religion a,d
some of its arr, language and culture from the Erruscans. Befbre the Roman-

Etruscan encounrer, the chief god of the people who wor,rld becorne Rome

r,The Indo-trrropean figures in Roman religion are oFtwo typcs: Those brought by the ltorlaps
lront the Gcrntanic honrcland, and those adopted lry the Ronrans lronr (lreece. 'lhe origilal
Roman religiort locusecl otr ntale figures later idcntificcl as Mars ancl Heracles; o,en Jupitcr, rvho
was onc of the three Capitoline gods, appears to hirve:rppearecl solnewhat larcr than rhe enrr:yrce
of the Roni:rn people into the italian penninsula,

rnSee (ihaprcr 9.

:r''Rorne was fixrntled, accorcling to M:rrcus'Ii:rentius Varro, in 75J ll.C.
rr"Ve- being a clualiA'ing suffix tneaning "voung." Iove:rlso:rppcars in Ernrscan inscriPtions:rt
Titl:r or-l'inia. It is unclerr rvhether these two cpithets reler ro one lreing or t.r,o or aslrcits c,f the
same being, as too little is knorvn of Etruscan religion.

:r,lcchnically, thev inhabited the northern antl larcr cenrral areas ofthe Peninsula. 
.llie 

stnrcture
ofEtruscan society is sornewhat in debate sourc arguc it was a singlc kingclorrr; the c6nsensus is
that it was a confederation of nominally inclepenclenr city srates. I-"ter, ti,c F,truriarrs vassrrlized

- many oF tlie non-lltruscan citv states, such as Ronre. -Ihe 
clcgree of indepentlence thesc vassals' en.joyetl is also debated. Tlr. li.ur.rns grew Lry first senclinq nrcrchant colonies into othcr

settlemctrts. and the monev power of thosc settlcrnents cventually canie ro donlinare the politic:rl
process.

r'r]ncorrecrlv Sec Chapter 9.
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was Mars, a god of both war ar.rd agriculture that seenls to have performed a

fur.rction similar to the Germar.ric Thor or the Himite trku-Teshub.223 After

the Rornan-Etruscan encounter, a number of figures, including Jove, became

integrated into t['re Ronratr state - and this may not be surprising, since the

chief rnasculine deiry of the religion of the Great Mother is believed to have

wielded a double-headed axe similar to the hammer that characterizes both

Thor and Tlrku-Teshub.r2''

Giver.r that the archaeological evidence that the Etruscans worshipped

Iove is correct,rri and that the worship of Iove-Iupiter supplanted that of Mars

during the absorptior-r of Etruscan religion and language by Rome, then the

name Iovis ir.r Latir.r is a Latin borrowir-rg from the Etruscan and not a derivation

from the Indo-Europear.r *Dya-. Thus, the linguistic argument that the origin

of Iovis is known and unrelated to YH\X/H fails.

How INpo-Eunopr.eN Pnoppn Nat',tss Ana Apoprso

BY SEMrrrc LeNcuecr,s

To show Jove and YH\X'H are related, one only has to look at the way that

the Hittite language adopted Semitic - specifically Akkadian * forms, to see

that the transformatior.r of Iove to YH'WH is a natural one. To understand

this, some history and analysis of the nature of language may be appropriate.

jrNamcly hc appears to have bcen a gocl of the storrn and olfertility. Tlie defining trait of the

Hitrite stornr gotl is the doublc uc, which has been equated with the hammer. -flrere 
is some

eviclence this also relates to thc hero with the club; cL Saxo Grammaticus'use of tl-re club in his

clepictions of Magni, son of '1hor.

r:'i'lhe semi-rrivrlric:rl lrisrories of Ronre, such as Polybius, Livy and Dionysius of Halicarnassus

are generallv explicit in st:rting sorne of the clebts the Roman Republic owcs to the Etruscans,

both in terrns of languagc and religion. 'Ihese are not consiclerecl comprehensive.

rrtVerv likely as thc consorr of the Creat Mother. That Zeus syncretized and absorberl similar

cults surrounding Dionysius is krrown, not only lrorn his aspect as Zeus thc Serpent, ciiscussed

in Joseph (ianrpbcll's Occidenttl Mlthologl,,l'tLrt frorn the involvement of Zcus in mvths such as

that of Dionysius :rnd .Scnrele, ancl the story of Zeus being raised by Rhea.
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The early languages of the Middle and Near East,226 were composed of
hieroglyphic ideograms.227 People drew pictures to represent things that could

be seen. Things that could not be seen were represented by a picture or series

of pictures of things that were homophonic.228 This would be like drawing a

picture of a "bee" to represent the verb "be"; 'to be" is an abstraction but it
is pronounced the same as "bee," which is concrete, and thus the one could

be used to represent another. To determine whether one was referring to the

abstract or the concrete, a series of determinatives were developed - pictograms

that appear at the end of the word to determine what variant of the word is

being used.

Eventually, this ideographic language become syllabic in narure - the

ideograms came to represent one or more (generally up to three) syllables,

each syllable generally consisting of a consonant-vowel combination. Thus,

in Middle Egyptian, which is a language of about seven hundred individual
glyphs, one finds mono-, bi-, and tri- literal characters, which represent one,

two or three syllables, and in which only the consonants and vowel sounds are

written.22e rhus one can have a single hieroglyph that represenrs mn, which
is pronounced "men," or ms, pronounced "mes," but one would need three

hieroglyphs, or a different trilateral hieroglyph, to create m'n, or "-rrr"z:o (with

the'i' pronounced "ati'). In contrast to Egypt, where hieroglyphic characrers

were preserved to a late date along with the hieratic characters, which were

simplifications of the hieroglyphs for quicker writing, the Semitic rongues

developed cuneiform, which eventually supplanted Sumerian hieroglyphs

r:"Sumerian and Egvptian in particular, though earlv Hittite and Minoan Linear A also have a
unique set of hieroglvphs.

r:7An ideogram is a character that represents an entire word. A "literal" represents a combinarion
of svllables. Alphabetic symbol represent individual sounds.

Irlhese hornophones are the source of numerous puns in the Egvptian language, such as thc
clairn that Arum sneezed and spat the world into being.

rr''ln Middle Egvptian there is a presumption of the vowcl sound short "e" when no vou,el is
indicated. Other vowels are wrimen explicitlv.

:r"Not to say that "man" is a word in Middle tgyprian.
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as the primary form of writterr communicatiott.rtr Akkadian wils the main

written Semitic cuneifbrm langr.r:rge for manl' centttries, arrd it consists of

about three hundred characters. But the trerrd in the Semitic langr-rages was to

reduce the r.rumber of characters and sounds, so that Assyriart, used a thous:.tnd

years after the beginning ol the dornitrattce of Akkadian, cotrsists of abotrt

seventy characters, each consisting of a consonant-vowel pair in otre svllable.trr

This culminates in the late fbrrn ol Hebren' that is used ir.r the 4'r' centtlry

B.C. rescissior-r of the Old 'lestamerrt, rvhich is semi-alphabetic and cotrsists

of 23 sounds and27 characters.r'" Thtts, YH\(/H is not att "ttttprottounceable

tetragram."tr''

Further, the fact that Yahweh was pronoLtr.rced is ktron't.t f}onr later

writings of the r.rame in Greek:rnd Latin, rvhere it appears with the appropriate

vowels.:rt

The fact that Near and Middle Eastern languages rvere u'rittett in

predetermined sets of consonants and vowels posed a challenge to Indo-

Er-rropeanpeopleswho:lttemptedtoadoptMiddleEasterttwritingfbrn-rs.r"'\7e

t''Cuneilcrrnr is u,ritten witlr a reed pcn that hlls il tri:rrqhr head:intl:r litrc:rr stettt. lhrcc basic

cuneiftrrrr synrbols arc used - oue rvith rhe head up, ()nc rvith the hcatl facine lefi, artcl oltc t,i
just thc trianeular heacl rvithout the stenr. 

-lhese 
synrbr,ls rre conrbinetl - sotttctirttcs rvith tltirtv

or more in :r sinsle Ietter to make the indiviclu:rl glvplrs.

t"'lheHebrewlanguageissirnil:rr. Vrxvclsalcrl()twritten,exceptitrthenrore ntoderttIl()tilti()tt.
which includc vowel nr:rrks. sitnilar to those usetl in Arabic.

t"'[he final recission ol the Bible bv thc L,zraite Pricsts r'r.:rs .]97 B.(1. Sontc urquc r(\'isi(,n\

continuecl into the mi&part of t[rat ccnrurv, llrout cotrtctnporln,rvitlt thc risc of tlie Satltittcees.

:'']t is,r ch:rracteristic of rlrcJews that, wlien confiontcd *irh an:rrgurnctrt thev r1o not likc, ther'

rnakc an irrational arqunlcnr, asseriinq sornt bizarre irttcrprcrrrtion. urlsr.lpportc(l by evirlertce

oltel :rccusing tlrose who disaqree of eithcr anti-Senritisnr or iqttor:utcc. lJcqirrninq u'ith

tlre sclrolarly supposition that evervthirlg orieirratitrg in ]ovish scholarship is incorrect, tltcse

views should be surnrnrrilv tliscarded. Heri:, evirlence is prcscntcd, as tltis vieu'illso irl)peals to
(.hristians.

t"See the chicken-heati scrpent-illustration fionr a rrretlallion darinq to the Maccatrec r.lpri\inq.

:lt'Becausc Inclo,Er.rropearr lan{Iu:rqcs involvetl sorrnds :rttd cotrrbitr:ttions of sountis dil}trcnt
than thosc availirble in the v:rrious sets of scniitic qlvphs. lhis problenr is cornpountletl rvhcrt

rnultiple souncls are involved cven assurrrirrg tlrrrt thr sct olsorrttrls in borh latreuages,rrc rhc

sarnc,:1 2J sound languirge lvould recprire 12.167 svnrbols to ex[)ress all possible thrce-svllablc
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know what letters a given bi- or tri-literal hieroglyph - or cuneifbrm character

- represents because we often find the same word lr.,rirten phonetically in other
documents, through the use of mono-literals.rlT Thus, some i,scriptions write
the character for "mn," a,d others write the characters for "n.r" and "n", ir.r the

sarne spot in a given proper noun * and thus we know thar the character fbr
"mn" represenrs the sounds oltthe "m" and "n" characrers together. Whetr the

Hittites attempted to write the ,ames of their kings and ciries in Akkadian
characters, they often used characters that included exrraneous vo,,vels. Thus a

Hittite word like Apizis may be written as Appiizziish ir-r cr.rneiform, usins the

characters for 'Ap-pi-iz-zi-is(h).":'ts Similar issues arise ,"vhen we discover the

Greek term'Asia" as the kingdom of Azzawa or Arzawa in \festen-r Anatolia,
and the Achaioi as the A(k)hhiyawa. Detailed argumenrs arise over the presence

of extra vowels which are .ot, as in the case of *Iu- and *lou-, the result of a

different origins of the words, but a reflection of the limitatio,s of the Indo-
E,uropea, language being writter.r in the extended alphabet of a to,gue not
designed to produce irs sounds.rle rhus, if one were to take tl-re word "lo'e,"
presuming that the word is not Indo-European, ar.rd that the form "love"

found i, the Etruscan language is the original from which the Latin borrowed,

and attempt to rer.rder it in Hebrew in a manner similar to the manr.rer that
Hittite is rendered in Akkadian, one would have the word yH\x/H , ar.rd that
is precisely whar one does have.

This li,guistic argument begs many quesrions - cultural and religious

combinations.

:r:Monoliterals are often usecl alphabeticallv in Egyprian, and appcar ro anricipirre the :rlphaber.

rrE\X4rether s and s(h) can bc usecl interchangeablv is a question rve :rppro:rch in that gfjvlerib-
baal and Ishboscrh, where Hebrews argue Isboseth is Ishbosheth, bosheih beins "sharle". In thc
Egyptian language, lor instance, these arc tlistinct sounds. Hou,ever, transliter:rtion fionr In-
do-European languages, like Neshite (what is cornnronly callcd Hirtite), into Sernitic llnguages
likely uses rhese sounds nrorc libcrallv. -.[hcrc lrc orhcr arqurncnrs for an equivalenr ofl]aal ancl
Seth. See n. 83 and 252 as well.

r3''1t should be notecl rhat rhe Etruscan language is writtcn in an early fbrrn ofthc Clreek alphatret,
which is why irs worcls are known to us (br:t not rheir nreanings).
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questions that can be answered through a survey

of the region at the time of the development of

the Yahwehist faith. These answers run contrary

to the established Jewish and Judaeo-Christian

interpretations of the Old Testament - but

those interpretations are often derived from the

scholarship of the Dark and Middle Ages, when

little was known about the peoples and places described excePt what was told

in a late source like Josephus, or what the founders of the various Protestant

sects could invent.2ao That schools of divinity still teach the founding doctrines

of their faith, which include interpretations of the Bible rooted in the 17'h and

18'h centuries, and which are based upon factual misunderstandings that have

long since been cleared up by archaeology and linguistics, is testimony to the

ability of error to persist when it is cloaked in the guise of religious doctrine.

Tue Foun Culrun"ss oF THE ANcIBNT Msot:rBnnaNseN

Four prin-rary cultures come together in the eastern Mediterranean prior to

the creation of the Hebrew faith and the civilizations of Greece and Rome.2ar

There is the Egyptian-sumerian2'1r culture, the Semitic culture, the Anatoliarr

tr"l,roresrant scholars ofien based tl-reir interprctations on Rabbinical scholarship, in part because

rhcir rese;rrches anrl political-religious rnovenrents were often funded byJews. Tlrese Rabbinical

inre rpretations, hc,rvever, are univcrsally arvlul, and most of modern "Judaeo-Christian" Bible

is of incrediblv poor quelitr.. Becausc secular researchers often disregard or are lrostile to the

Biblc, and because of the coutinuing inlluence of Jews in the modern world who place these

inrcrpretations at the roor oftlreir rcligious itlentity, these interpretationshave not received the

analysis that they havc receivetl in othcr fielcls.

:'lGrcece here nieaning Mvccuaean and later Doric civilization, which becomes dominant in

thc Pcloponessos and surrounding area in the l6'r'through l4'r'centuries, then after the 12'1'.

Roman civilizarion originates in (iernranv, though it mvthically originated in Troy, and takes its

historical form:rround the [i'l'ccntury, though it may trace its roots to the 13'l'or 12'r'centuries.

Hebrew civilization as a settled kingtlorn does not begin until perhaps the 13'r'or 12'1'centurv,

though it is known in the Ncar East as earlv as the 18'l'.

:'rOn the linkage of Flgvpt :rnd Sutneria, sce chapter 3.
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culture,r4r and the Indo-European culture. Each of these culture groupings

has numerous forms - Semites can be divided into Babylonian, Alkadiar-r,

Aramaic, Assyrian, Hebrew and others in various locations and at various srages

of their development;'aa the Indo-European culrures range from the Hittite.
the Mitanni and the Indo-Iranian to the Greek and Roman;24) and so on.r=u

But each group of cultures has linguistic, historical and cultural ties that allo*,

them to be grouped.

Of these cultures, the one least know, to the modern world is the

Anatolian,2aT which we could term the civilization of the "Great Mother."

It is known that, before the Hittites conquered Asia Minor, and befbre

the Mycenaeans - the Greeks - conquered the Peloponessos, rhere was a

civilization based in Crete and extending into the sourhern part of Asia Minor
that worshipped a goddess who is commonly referred to as the "Great Mother."

The Hittites absorbed this cult in the early to mid-second millennium B.c. as

the worship of Kumbaba, later Kumbala, whom the Greeks a'd Romans called

cybele, and this is the earliesr name by which the Great Mother is kno*,n.

r'rElsewhere. J reler to rhis as Minoal or Cretan. What to call this is a subject of some debate
* it is the culturc that dorninated Southern and \Testern Anatolia, (Jrete, and the surrounrling
areas, prior to one of the Inclo-European invasiorrs. Some argue that this culturc is identical to
the Luwian culture grouping - the 6rst wave of Indo-Europeans in Anatolia - but there are issues
with this that I discuss elsewhere.

r'iBablvonian is nearlv identical to Alkadian; both refer to culrures of central Mesopotamia.
fbund at Babvlon antl Akkad, rcspectively. Assyrian culture is known to date from c. 3000 B.C,
and is the culture of Ashur, in northern Mesopotamia. Aramaic is the culture ofArani - modern
Svria. Hebrew culture is the culture of the Apiru, discussed elsewhere in this book - such as
Ohapter 4, among others.

r'iAs discussed in Chapter J ancl elsewhere, the Hittites followed the l-uwian and Palaial
cultures into Anatolia. The Mittani are a Hurrian people; the Hurrians having invacled across
the Caucasus to the east ofAnatolia, and having governed the Hittites in the interrnediarc period
between the Old Kingdom ancl Empire. The Indo-lranian peoples are the peoples wfio invaded
modern India and Iran tlirectly from the Central Asian-Aryan homelancl.

r'r'The Egvptian and Sumerian cvcle includes the civilizations of the Indus and Eastern Alrica:
the cultures that participated in Anatolian culture and the degree ofparticipation is a subject of
debate.

rirAgain, possiblv Cretan or Minoan.
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The Etruscans practiced a variant of the Great

Mother religion which it is believed ther. learr.red

from Carthage. The "Great Mother" is believed to

h:rve been a fierce goddess who goven-red over u,ildr''s

beasts, such as lions, and her rites are generallv

considered to have been quite bloodv and to have

involved human sacrifice, torture and nrutilation.

It has been theorized that the "Great Mother"

of the easterr.r Mediterrar-rean is related to the goddess

Kali of Ir.rdia.ra" However, the aspects irr which the "Grear Mother" appears ir.r

her eastern Mediterranean forms of worship correspond to the lorms taken

by the goddess Kali - Black Kali, the death goddess; Jagadgauri, the goclcless

of fertiliry; Lakshmi orSri, the love soddess; :rr.rcl Durga, the goddess of war.

The cr.rlture that produced is Kali is believed to have spread during the second

millennium B.C. as far as r.rorthwestern lran and northern Mesopotarnia, and,

if so,t50 then it is certainly possible that the late corrceptiorr of the goddesses

Ishtar and Isis as having different aspects, as discr-rssed and described below

- relates to the four fold manifestation of Kali that originated among the

Dravidian people and was ir.rtegrated to arrd expounded upon by the Aryan

bearers of the Vedas.rt' One particular piece of evider.rce that the worship of

Kali may have reached as far as Greece in the first millennium B.C. is the

statute of "Black Demeter" at Phigalia that is recorded by Pausanias.

But regardless of the larger origir"rs olthe Great Mother, her civilization

at some point syr-rcretized - merged through ar-ralogy and equation, for lack of

r"Jhis is cliscussed in greater detail in several other chapters, incluriins 4. 5, (r, 7 and 9.

r'''Discussed particularlv in Ohapter 9.

r'"Tlrere are serious linguistic .lrgunrents about thc relationship of languages such as L]rrrrtu to
the Draviclian tongues that have not been resolveci, ancl I clo llot w:rnt to enclorse the 'irut of
Inciia" hvpothcsis that has been ernbracecl bv sotuc rvhitc activists -:rpparcnrlv not re:rlizing that
it is essentiallr.', as a friencl lrom lnclia has rernarkccl, an icleologv oithe "black powcr nlovcnlcnt
of lndia."

r''Though this is speculative. See the fuller discussion in Ohapter 9.
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betterwords-with theworshipoffertilirygoddesses in Egypta,d Mesopotamia.

Among the deities with which the Great Mother was syncretized was Ishrar -
Sumerian Inanna and Hebrew Asherah - whose worship is referenced ar se'eral

points throughout the Bible.rr2

Saru-Typuo^--Banl

with this very basic understanding of the ancienr Near Eastern u'orld, \\,e carl

begin our specific study of the development of the Hebrew religion, *.hich ri as

a relative late comer to the region. A brief history of the Hebreu.s ar.rd rheir
trials and travails in the ancient Near and Middle East is given in Chaprer 4.r:'

The god Seth had beer.r the god of the norrhern Egyptia, semites since at

least the er-rd of the fourth mille'nium B.C. -his worship is one oIthe oldest
forms of worship k.own. In the form of his worship which was knorvn during
the middle of the Egyptian New Ki,gdom - the time when the Hebre*,s *,ere

in Egypt- he was seen as a wilder,ess god and god of chaos, and sl.r.rcretized

with the serpenr Apep, a monsrer that lived under the earth a,d attempted to
swallow the sun each morning as it rose.2i'i In essence, Seth was an evil and

demo,ic figure in New Ki'gdom Egypt,r5t always trying to subverr the proper
order of the world, and it is this worship of Seth that the Hebrews made central

to their religion when they left captiviq, in Egypt ro conquer the tribes of
canaan. Seth appears in the old restamenr as a child of Adam ar.rd Eve and as

r5rRaisin cakes, Asher:rh poles - her worship is not cliscussed explicitlv excepr as sorriethilg
the Yahwehists opposecl, but it is clearly there unril the destruction of thc Jewish ancl Israelirc
kingclorns.

:i'As well as in nry Ltook,'llte Oenruries of Reuolution.

ri'1it should bc notecl that, in some ()kl Kingdonr tlcpicrions, Seth rvas rhe alh of Rc in fishting
Apep. This is :r complex subject, but this elcvatecl rolc was lergclv ab.rrrtlunr.j bv tlie Ncw
Kingdom, tlioush it was revived under the Ramessidcs, possiblr. b"iars".Seth g,as also rhe god of
red-haired people, and nrany ofthe Ramesside pharaohs rverc red-heads.

tt'I'articularlv the Eighteenth Dynasty.
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the ancestor of the Hebrew ruling lineage.'56

Seth was syncretized with two figures the

Hebrews encountered among the Greeks and

among the Semites of Phoenicia and Syria.

The first was the serpent-monster Typhon,

who battled against the Indo-European sky

father Zeus and attempted to overthrow him,

and who was trapped underneath Mount Etna

in Sicily, spitting fire and shaking the earth,

until the end of time.257 The second was the

Semitic deity known as "Baal," one of the two

"lords," with'Adon," worshipped in Syria and

Phoenicia.2'8

"Baal" is a title meaning "lord of the place", and it is believed it can

be applied to several deities, though linguistic arguments about "Baal" and

'Adon," at least in Phoenician usage, indicate that it was the title of a specific

figure in at least the Phoenician form of worship.2te Baal Haamon - the chief

deiqy of Carthage - is the deity the Hebrews knew as Molech, for instance,

ri''-Ihere is a Christian Identity arsulnent regarding a "dual seeclline" that makes Seth the child
of the serpent ancl Eve. L)espite thc rttractiorl, I cannot endorse this line o[ thinking because

it appears to be based on a misreading of the Hebrew. The translation error asserted by the

Christian Identitv scholars clocs not have any basis I can find in the Hebrew text. Given the

history ofC)hristian Idcntitv antl llritish Israelism in irnposing non-standard interprctations on

Near Eastern languaees such :rs l,A'$Taddells idiosyncratic reading of Sumerian, Sanskrit and

otlrers such errors arc not unexpected.

r"-l.vphon :rppears in scvcr:rl guises, as tlre child ofdifferent earth gocldesses, in different sources,

and is likely identical to scve ral other nrythical serpents found in Classical myth. His development

is an essav in itseli this is a sumrnary of tlie common syncretism distilled from these accounts.

:"['etrie has a long, digressive discussion of this in his book on Akhenaton.

rt''ln thc Scmitic nryths of central Mesopotamia prior to 1500 B.C, the title definitely applied

to Bel-Marduk, and there is evcry inclication the worship of this "Baal" continuetl to change of
epochs lronr ll.Cl to A.D. Thcre is debate about whether all these "Baals" are the sarne "Baal"i

] tend to believe that they are , rvitl-r the normal changes that occur in a religion over thousands

of years of practice.

Seth

105 -



THE TRADITION OF THE MOTHER

indicating that they reserved the term "Baal" for a specific divine figure in their
pantheon.260 In the lineage of King Saul, one finds indication of the worship

of seth as Baal in names such as Meribbaal, a Middle Egyptian word meaning
"beloved heart of Baal," which is also rendered as Ishboseth, "seth" occupying

the same position as "baal" in that conjunction.26l

Along with the religion of seth, the old restament tells of several other

religious forms adopted by the ancient Hebrews. The first is the religion of
the Golden Cal[, which the Hebrews are said to have also learned from Egypt,

and to have continued to practice well into the early and mid part of the first
millennium B.c. This religion is the worship of the Egyptian goddess Isis in
her specific form of Isis-Hathor, Hathor being a cow goddess who is wedded

to Horus, a god who, during his 4,500 plus years of existence also took on

many aspects and forms. The second religion is the worship of Asherah -
Asherah being the goddess Ishtar, and the goddess most likely syncretized by

the Hebrews with the Great Mother of the Mediterranean.262

TsB CoNsoRT oF THE Gnser Mornsn

The center of the religion of the Great Mother appears ro have been largely

exterminated by the Mycenaeans during the mid-second century B.C., when

they conquered crere.263 But it remained in the form of the worship of cybele

and of Iuno, of the Baal and demon worship that existed at carthage, and

possibly in the worship of Aphrodite. other classical figures, such as Rhea

r('"Different from Baal Haamoni however, the syncretism of Baal and Arnun in c)arthage
c{efinitely seems related ro Baal as a part of rhe religion of thc "(lreat Mother".
:"rIt has been argued that the name is "lshbosheth" "Man of Shame" - the shame, or bosheth,
being Baal. This is related to a verse in Jeremiah. I disagree with this interpretation, because it
is based upon a reading of Meribbaal as a Hebrew, rather than Egvptian, name. Efforts to relare
this figure to Mutbaal, a historic king in Aram, have irreconcilable issues with dares rhe relevanr
part of the Old Gstament likely refers ro a separare figure of 300 years alter the Aramaic-syriac
king. See n. 82 and 236 as well.

t"tBoth ofthese are discussed in detail in Chapter 9.

rt'rDebated, almost certainly 16'1'century B.C., perhaps 15,r,.
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and many of the aspects of Dionysius, also derive directly frorn the (lreat

Mother culture. But by the time the Hebrews would have encountered the

Great Mother religion, they would have knowrr her worship through her

syncretization among the Semitic peoples with lshtar-Asherah. Thus, the

Hebrews, in adopting the religion of the Golder-r Calf Isis-Hathor, would

have had one aspect of the Great Mother - the love and f-ertiliry asPect - to

contrast with the Asherah aspect, which would have conformed more to the

model of Ishtar, equated with Isis-Sakhmet, the Great Mother as a warrior

queen' though also with fertiliry aspects.r6'i Both, even in the early Hebrew

religion, would have been heavily blended versions of different conceptions of

the mother goddess.

There is every indication that YH\X'H originall,v entered the Hebrew faith

as a consorr ofAsherah; Joseph Campbell discusses this possibiliry extensively ir.r

his Masbs of God, and Campbell is an admitted expert on the rnatriarchal faiths

of the Near and Middle East.r('5 Only with the return fiom the Babyloniarr

captiviry did YHW+I assume primacy among the Hebrew people.ro6 Prior to

that, while a certain porrion of the ruling caste ofJudaea appears to have claimed

YH\(H as their chief deiryr('- the people of Judaea did not give \TiW'H their

divine allegiance.168 And, the conflict betweet.r the YHWH-ist priesthood :rnd

the priesthood of the Baals is equally well documer.rted ir-r Biblical sources.rt"'

:t"Some argue that Isht:rr-Ashcrah was understtxrd itt t[re sanre nl:rnller as Isis-Hathor: i.c., both

were fertility goclclesses.

:t''Though his grasp of rhe patriarchal fliths of thc Aryans ancl his understancling of the intcrplav

between thern is less assuredi (iarlpbell associates Yaliwelr widr the Sumcrian serpetrr Nin-

gazida.

r""Jhe vast majoritv of the Jews do not appc'ar to h:rvc clesirccl to returt) fionr llabvlon. attd

became absorbed into the Mesopotarnian Sernitesl only tlie Yahwchist fhnatics wtre nrotivatcd

enough to return to ruined Jerusalern ancl rebuiltl it.

:"-Ihough this may bc in part a revisionist historv nracle bv the L,zraite priesthooil.

r''sMuch of the storv olKings and the historv of the Hebrews :rfie r Solotnon in gener;rl is that

of c{isobeclience toYHW'H. At no 6roir.rt does thc Bible indicate that rhe Hebrcws worshippetl

YH\7H in general.

rr"'The religion of Baal secrns to have been gcnerallv suppressed bv tlre 8'r'centurv B.(].

\
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Roman sources, such as valerius Maximus,2To states explicitly that the

Hebrews worshipped Jove sabazius - Sabazius being a late corruption of Zeus

of Cybele, and the explicit name of the Great Mothert consorr.2Tl

YH\7H himself likely came to the Hebrew people as a composite of the

Indo-European storm father and of the consort of the Great Mother, which is

how he was known to the Romans when they formed Iupiter-Iovis. His actual

worship shows aspects of both faiths - as YH'wH is, one the one hand, a srorm

god represented by the lightning and the cloud, bur, on another hand, is a
figure associated with serpenrs and the sea. During his adoption by the Hebrew

people, YH\7H also took on aspects of Seth-Baal, transforming himself into
a god of the wilderness, of outsiders, and of the chaotic forces that oppose

natvre.272 \x/hile this absorption of YH\MH and his antithesis, the good and

the bad god-kings, into a single figure may seem difficult to understand, such

a synthesis of Near Eastern and Semitic storm gods had been ongoing since

probably the second millennium B.c., when trku, the'west Hittite storm

god that the Greeks knew as Teucer, and Baal, the Semitic storm god that
the Greeks knew as Belus, were said to have traveled together throughout the

Aegean and east Mediterranean.2T3

I v plrcerroNs

The fact that \TIVH is a composite of the pagan deities of rhe peoples that

came together in the eastern Mediterranear.r is, for many, an uncon.rfortable

li"Knoln only tlrrough epironre.

ti'Jewish scholars cleny this identification, calline it an erroneous corruprion of yHVH Sabaos,
which they clairn means "Yahrveh, Lord of Hosts."

:t:lts re:rllv unclear if this sytrcretistn originated wirh rhe Hebrews, or rvas atlrpted bv rhenr
front an existing svtrcretism cstablished lry rhe Senrites in Egvpt. 'flre svncretisnr of Seth anrl
the serpcnrApep, as tnentioneci, dates to the Hykscls period, and scerrls ro h:rye 6riqinared in t|e
Asiatic peoples who overran Egvpt.

r-rTb have concluerecl (lyprus andior (lrete, in diflercnt version oltlieir rn1,th, such as thar gir.en
irr Servius' Oommentaries on Virgil.
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prospect. It is just as equally undeniable, and its implications upon the

mythical identiry structure of the Jews and certain Christian peoples is clear.

First, the Jewish faith is founded upon the myth that the Jews are a unique

people, chosen by god, the first practitioners of monotheism,2T4 who have no

normative historical existence, but who have always been and always will be.

This myth is prima facie false and impossible, but it is an irrational religious

view that guides the lives of many people, both Jewish and gentile. That the

Jews derived their faith from the pagan faiths that preceded them, and that they

existed as people before they existed as "a people", is something that the Jews

do not wish to accept, because it also implies that there may come a time when

they exist merely as people, and not as "a people," 
^g 

in'"t For many, to say

that the Jews are just people, and no different from any other, excePt insofar as

they have chosen to differentiate themselves, is to insult the Jewish people and

to be "anti-Semitic."

Second, the Christian faith, particularly the Judaized Christianiry of the

extreme American neo-conservative movement, similarly rejects any link to

paganism, though the Christian faith is perhaps more Pagan in its daily and

common practice than modern Pharisaic Judaism.276 As Frazer demonstrated

long ago inhis Golden Bough, the NewTestament Christian faith, in its practice,

is based upon a series of festivals and rites borrowed from the worship of figures

as diverse as Mithras and Ostara, even before one considers the pagan rites of

r'"'Ihe cl:rirl of the Jews ancl Christians to nronotheism has always been bizarre. A good Muslirn,

for instance, rvoulcl quicklv point out that the Catholic C[rurch, in dre fiinity, has cliscovered

threc gods ancl, in thc nrother o[Clod, a goddess. (The Muslim rcligion split frorn Christianiw

in1;artonthisissue). Judirisnrisarcligionofthcsuperiorit,vof\H\lTHoverothcrgocls; itdoes

rrot deny thosc other gods'existcncc. Thus "thou shalr lrave no god before nre," nttt "there is no

other gocl."

:-'Notc that tlrc difl!rcntiatcd nature oF rhc Jewish soul rnay be :r permanent barrier to their

co-existcnce with others, jusr as the rvlrite and Negro souls are fundatnentallv different anct

incomp:rtible .

r-('\X/liich is larqely tlie product of the irrational and non-textual lantasies that comprise the

'bral traclitiori' c:rpture,-l in thc lhlmuds antl relatetl books of lables and law. The clegree trr

rvhich these tratlitions :rrc :ruthentically pagan, as opposed to the products of the individual

imaginations of charisrnatic lLebbes, is unclcar.
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the Jews which underpin its old restament doctrine. The reason, though,

that many modern forms of christianity are so challenged by the pagan narure

of Judaism is that much of modern Judaeo-christianity is not christianity
at all - it is not adherence to the doctrines of christ as presenred in the New
Testament - but a modified version of Pharisaic Judaism intended to bring its
adherents into servitude to the Jews in conformance with the Noahide laws,

which the Thlmuds teach reduce all non-Jews to the status of animals, and

thus slaves under the mastership of the Jewish race. The political reason for
this subversion of christianity - the subjection of christianity ro the power
of doctrines that are communist and Zionist in orientation - is the subject of
another essay.277 But the demonstration that the Jews are not a Chosen people,

but merely another people who exist in time and history poses no threat to the

follower of christ's teachings, which begin with the release christ grants man

from the covenant of the oldTestament. That the god who fathered christ is a

pagan figure also has little relevance to christt ethical doctrine, or his promise
of salvation - teachings which came from the son and not the father.278

For those who are not bound by the Jewish and Judaeo-christian faiths,

an understanding of the historical and mythical contexr of the Bible furthers

the understanding of human history. Thus, for those who are already outside

the Judaeo-christian paradigm, the revelation that the Jewish god yH\[H is

the well-known pagan deiry Iovis should create no dissonance.2Te

rTTCovered, in part, in my book |he Centuries of Reuo/ution.

rr8Though the catholic church and many other religious institutions would disagree.

:7'Further below, in chapter 12, I argue for a partial identification with the goat-God who forms
the basis of the Christian Satan. as well-
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