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Hiding	our	Ancient	History:	An	Interdisciplinary	
Analysis	of	Elite	Influence	in	the	Molding	of	the	
American	Self		

	

	

“	The	higher	immorality	is	a	systematic	feature	of	the	American	elite;	
its	general	acceptance	is	an	essential	feature	of	the	mass	society.”—C.	
Wright	Mills		

	

I.	Introduction:	The	Believer	and	the	Belief	

	

The	perspective	of	this	short	book	will	be	that	a	small	but	cohesive	group	of	
exceptionally	wealthy	and	powerful	Elite	members	of	American	Society	(	and/	or	
their	proxies),	acting	through	influential	institutions,	have	exerted	a	highly	
disproportionate	control	on	the	lives	of	their	less	well-off	countryman.	With	
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regard	to	our	subject	matter	of	Ancient	history	and	Human	origins,	the	
mechanisms	and	ramifications	of	this	determinative	power	and	influence	wielded	
by	the	elite	class	will	be	explored.	

The	hidden	but	guiding	hand	of	this	silent,	powerful	and	purposeful	class	of	
extremely	wealthy	Americans	lies	behind	vital	aspects	of	our	lives.	For	many	
years,	these	members	of	society	have	shaped	policies,	and	created	a	variety	of	
influential	institutions	and	Corporations	with	latent	designs	that	we,	as	ordinary	
citizens,	are	unaware	of.	Although	the	composition	of	this	elite	class	has	been	
through	periodic	changes	in	our	short	history	as	a	nation,	what	Sociologist	C.	
Wright	Mills	wrote	in	1956	in	his	influential	work	The	Power	Elite,	is	no	less	true	
today:	“Behind	such	men	[i.e.,	the	elite]	and	behind	the	events	of	history,	linking	
the	two,	are	the	major	institutions	of	modern	society.	These	hierarchies	of	state	
and	corporation	and	army	constitute	the	means	of	power;	as	such	they	are	now	
of	a	consequence	not	before	equaled	in	human	history—and	at	their	summits,	
there	are	now	those	command	posts	of	modern	society	which	offer	us	the	
sociological	key	to	an	understanding	of	the	role	of	the	higher	circles	in	America.”		

This	book	will	explore	important	aspects	of	the	twofold	creation	of	these	elite	
molders	of	America:	the	fabricated	Belief	system	(	or	Mythos)	telling	us	about	our	
origins	and	purposes	on	this	planet,	and	the	shaping	of	the	believer	himself.	We	
will	see	how	the	individual	is	shaped	through	his	compulsory	Public	education,	the	
deceptive	advertising	campaigns	aimed	at	the	hearts,	minds	and	consumer	habits	
of	he	and	his	children,	and	the	influential	public	National	Museum	system	that	
has	suppressed	Ancient	history	and	does	not	convey	the	truth	of	his	origins	and	
identity	to	him.	This	twofold	creation,	believer	and	belief,	has	given	the	average	
American	a	false	picture	of	his	beginnings	and	purposes.	It	has,	further,	operated	
to	direct	many	choices	and	behaviors	of	the	average	unsuspecting	American,	until	
he	is	brought	to	an	awareness	of	these	practices.	

	

	

II.	Mainstream	Theories	of	the	Elite		



3	
	

	

				“The	smart	way	to	keep	people	passive	and	obedient	is	to	strictly	limit	the	
spectrum	of	acceptable	opinion,	but	allow	very	lively	debate	within	that	
spectrum.”	

														---Noam	Chomsky	

	

	Sociologists	have	recognized	the	presence	and	nearly	identical	mechanisms	of	
elite	influence	occurring	in	many	cultures.	A	multitude	of	elite	theories	have	been	
put	forward	to	explain	aspects	of	the	unequal	influence	of	dominant	individuals,	
families,	and	groups	across	cultures.	Pluralism,	the	diametrically	opposed	theory	
which	holds	that	power	is	distributed	and	shared	by	diverse	groups	and	
individuals,	is	not	considered	herein.	

	

The	mainstream	Elite	Theories	we	will	consider	share	certain	commonalities:	

1)	The	view	that	an	elite	class	exists	and	that	they	act	in	an	organized	manner,	
especially	in	the	spheres	of	business	and	politics,	to	defend	and	perpetuate	their	
positions	of	wealth	and	power	in	their	respective	societies.	

2)	A	relatively	small	group	of	elite	individuals	and	families,	due	to	their	wielding	of	
power	and	influence,	possession	of	considerable	wealth	and	other	distinguishing	
features,	stand	in	contrast	to	those	groups,	families	or	individuals	of	lessor	means	
who	do	not	display	these	characteristics	in	any	significant	way.	

Who	are	some	of	the	leading	theoreticians	of	Elite	control:	

Robert	Michels	a	European	Sociologist	stated	in	1911	that	there	is	an	“Iron	Law	of	
Oligarchy”	whereby	“in	every	organized	activity,	no	matter	the	sphere,	a	small	
number	will	become	the	oligarchical	leaders	and	others	will	follow”.	Pareto	and	
Mosca	stated	that	it	was	inevitable	that,	in	all	societies,	two	classes	of	people	
always	appear:	“a	class	that	rules	and	a	class	that	is	ruled”.	
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In	1956,	as	we	have	mentioned,	C.	Wright	Mills,	an	American	Sociologist	penned	
the	comprehensive	work	concerning	Elite	control	in	America	called	The	Power	
Elite.	The	present	work	can	reliably	be	considered	an	extension	of	Mills	work	but	
applied	to	other	phenomena	(Elite	control	in	Hiding	our	Ancient	History	and	
Origins)	that	Mills	did	not	consider.	In	his	book	Mills	delineated	the	historical	
phases	that	elite	control	has	undergone	in	America	from	Colonial	times.	Again,	it	
is	worth	noting	that	today’s	elite	will	look	substantially	different	and	more	diverse	
then	when	Mills	wrote	in	1956.	

Mills	asserted	that	the	“Power	Elite”	consists	of	influential	and	wealthy	men	and	
their	families	who	occupy	the	uppermost	reaches	of	the	American	Military,	
Corporate	and	Political	world.	This	group	shares	a	common	privileged	
background,	exclusive	private	education,	protestant	Religion,	and	free	
market/capitalist	worldview—united	in	their	position,	with	some	variation,	that	
governments	should	work	to	form	a	favorable	environment	for	Capitalist	
enterprise.	Together	they	comprise	a	core	interlocking	group	who	engages	in	a	de	
facto	rule	of	America.	This	core	group	of	men,	move	from	one	seat	of	power	to	
the	next	at	the	tops	of	the	Military,	Corporate	and	Political	worlds.	

In	Mills	view,	this	elite	group	wields	power,	not	by	physical	coercion,	
manipulation	or	conspiracy,	but	by	control	of	America’s	key	institutions.	Members	
of	this	group	also	move	in	the	same	social	circles	and	belong	to	the	same	
exclusive	clubs	and	fraternities.	Moreover,	they	employ	and	sponsor	one	another	
once	inside	these	organizations,	thereby	perpetuating	their	own	agenda	and	
influence	through	these	likeminded	members	of	similar	backgrounds.	

When	Mills	wrote	this	seminal	book	on	the	Power	Elite	in	this	country,	his	job	was	
made	easier	by	the	relative	cultural	ethnic	and	religious	homogeneity	of	that	
group.	As	mentioned,	today	there	is	more	diversification	in	this	group.	Richard	
Zweigenhaft	wrote	Diversity	in	the	Power	Elite	(2018)	to	outline	and	examine	this	
very	issue.	He	found	that	while	more	diversity	does	exist,	that	is	to	say	that	
women,	ethnic	and	religious	minorities,	and	openly	homosexual	men	and	women		
have	attained	top	positions	in	what	Mills	would	call	the	“key	institutions”,	
inherited	wealth	and	privilege	still	dominate	the	American	Power	Elite.	
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Conformity	to	the	existing	Christian	white	male	elite	culture	remains	vital.	
Increased	diversity,	he	finds,	in	fact	“reinforces	the	unchanging	nature	of	the	class	
structure”	as	the	same	unique	and	narrow	interests	that	have	always	defined	this	
group,	continue	to	dominate.	

In	his	(2013)	book	Capital	in	the	21st	Century,	Economist	Thomas	Piketty	states	
that	we	are	headed	toward	a	future	dominated	by	what	he	refers	to	as	
Patrimonial	capitalism	(or	inherited	wealth).	Piketty	has	researched	archival	Tax	
data	reaching	back	over	a	hundred	years	to	arrive	at	his	conclusion	that	there	is	a	
clear	tendency	for	the	rate	of	return	of	Capital	to	exceed	the	economy’s	growth	
rate:	The	rich	get	richer.	As	a	result	he	notes	that	currently	in	the	U.S.	we	are	
living	in	a	state	of	inequality	in	wealth	distribution	unrivaled	at	any	other	time	in	
the	world.	Because	this	trend	is	not	self-correcting,	Piketty	recommends	a	change	
in	the	tax	code	to	more	effectively	tax	the	wealthy.	

Many	theories	of	Elite	influence	and/or	control	within	mainstream	Academia,	
move	further	from	our	immediate	subject.	Noam	Chomsky,	and	Walter	Lippmann	
are	two	other	theorists	that	come	nearest	to	contributing	to	our	immediate	
subject	matter.	

	Chomsky,	a	prolific	interdisciplinary	author	from	M.I.T.,	noted	that	the	prevailing	
practice	of	democracy	in	this	country	is	to	exclude	the	public	from	managing	its	
own	affairs.	The	media,	in	turn,	must	exert	control	of	the	content	of	information.	
Chomsky	points	to	the	description	of	the	American	Political	process	of	Walter	
Lippmann,	a	key	“liberal”	thinker,	who	put	forward	this	concept	through	his	
theory	of	“Manufacturing	Consent”.	This	was	defined	as	“bringing	about	
agreement	on	the	part	of	the	public	for	things	that	they	didn’t	want	by	the	new	
techniques	of	Propaganda”.	Lippmann,	asserted	that	a	conception	of	the	
“common	interests	elude	public	opinion	entirely”.	These	matters,	he	insisted,	
could	only	be	managed	by	a	“special	class”	of	“responsible	men”.	

Influenced	by	Plato’s	three	class	Philosopher	Guardian	controlled	society	in	The	
Republic,	Lippmann	envisioned	a	two	class	society	with	elite	control:	The	
specialized	class	who	rule	and	what	Lippmann	calls	the	“Bewildered	Herd.”	This	
second	group	functions	best	as	spectators	and	voters	in	Lippmann’s	version	of	the	
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“democratic”	process.	To	Lippmann,	it	is	the	job	of	the	elite	group	to	provide	this	
second	group,	you	and	I,	with	a	“tolerable	sense	of	reality”	by	“instilling	the	
proper	beliefs”.	

In	his	short	book,	Media	Control	(1991),	Chomsky	asserts	that	the	Public	Relations	
industry	makes	up	a	specialized	class	who	work	in	the	service	of	the	elite—the	
owners	of	the	media.	Together	they	make	certain	that	“the	rest	of	the	population	
ought	to	be	deprived	of	any	form	of	organization,	because	organization	just	
causes	trouble.”	One	of	the	means	of	insuring	this	is	to	continue	to	instill	fear.	
Chomsky	reminds	us	that,	in	historical	terms,	with	the	advent	of	Public	Relations	
in	the	World	War	I	era,	the	media	discovered	the	effectiveness	of	stoking	fears.	
This	has	been	a	consistent	staple	for	Public	Relations	in	America	for	about	100	
years.	

A	thinking	Public	is	a	dangerous	public	that	might	organize.	“This	is	very	
dangerous,”	he	states,	“because	they	are	not	competent	to	think.”	So	the	media	
has	to	constantly	invent	new	enemies:	Russians,	Terrorists,	Saddam,	and	
Narcotics	Traffickers	etc.	In	a	state	of	fear,	people	will	look	for	protection	and	
reassurance	from	their	governments.	

Another	important	concept	of	Chomsky’s,	and	very	apropos	of	our	subject,	are	his	
claims	that	in	the	pursuit	of	manipulating	the	publics	opinion,	it	is	important	to	
“completely	falsify	history.”	To	Chomsky,	this	is	very	much	achievable	“when	you	
have	total	control	of	the	media	and	educational	system	and	scholarship	is	
conformist.”	The	issue,	Chomsky	concludes,	“is	whether	we	want	to	live	in	a	free	
society	or	whether	we	want	to	live	under	what	amounts	to	a	form	of	self-imposed	
totalitarianism.”	
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III.	Educating	the	Believer:	the	Smithsonian,	and	the	Beginnings	of	the	
American	Self	

	

		“Families	and	churches	and	schools	adapt	to	modern	life;	governments	and	
armies	and	corporations	shape	it;	and	as	they	do	so,	they	turn	these	lessor	
institutions	into	means	for	their	ends.”—C.	Wright	Mills	

	

	

The	significance	of	the	Smithsonian	Institution	cannot	be	overstated	for	our	
immediate	subjects	of	elite	influence	and	the	hiding	of	our	ancient	history.	The	
Smithsonian	was	founded	in	1846	by	an	act	of	Congress.	It	is	an	arm	of	the	United	
States	Federal	Government.	“Once	established,”	we	read	on	its	official	website,	
“the	Smithsonian	became	part	of	the	process	of	developing	an	American	National	
identity—an	identity	rooted	in	exploration,	innovation	and	a	unique	American	
style.”	

The	administration	of	the	Museum	is	the	responsibility	of	a	17-member	Board	of	
Regents.	The	Regents	elect	the	Secretary	(the	Chief	Executive)	of	the	Museum.	It	
was	decided	by	Congress,	that	this	Board	shall	be	constituted	as	follows:	The	
Chief	Justice	of	the	United	States,	The	Vice	President	of	the	United	States,	3	
members	each	of	the	House	and	Senate,	and	9	citizens.	Historically,	as	Mills	might	
point	out,	this	board	and	it’s	“citizen”	members,	has	read	like	a	who’s	who	of	the	
elite	class	(or	its	proxies).	A	review	of	the	resumes	of	these	“citizens”	reveals	that	
they	are	well	placed	members	of	society	and	by	no	means	representative	of	
“average”	Americans.	Incidentally,	the	9	citizen	members	are	nominated	by	the	
board,	approved	by	Congress	in	a	joint	resolution	of	both	Houses	and	signed	off	
by	the	President.	

	In	1879,	soldier,	geologist	and	explorer	John	Wesley	Powell	was	entrusted	by	this	
Board	to	lead	the	new	Bureau	of	Ethnography	of	the	Smithsonian.	This	Bureau	
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was	also	established	by	Congress	for	the	express	purpose	of	transferring	records	
and	materials	connected	with	Native	Americans	to	the	Smithsonian.	Powell	was	
also	later	appointed	head	of	the	U.S.	Geologic	Survey.	From	the	start,	however,	
Powell	had	a	wider	purpose	of	organizing	“anthropologic	research	in	America,”	a	
vision	that	he	pursued	not	as	a	scientist,	but	with	other	political	motives.	

	From	its	inception,	it	was	not	the	aim	the	administrators	of	the	Smithsonian	to	
represent	historical	facts	accurately.	In	the	words	of	Richard	Dewhurst,	“…after	
the	Civil	War	the	Smithsonian	began	to	adopt	a	Policy	of	excluding	any	evidence	
of	direct	foreign	influence	in	the	America’s	prior	to	Columbus.”	While	Powell	was	
tasked	with	chronicling	the	history	of	Indian	tribes	and	their	origins,	his	reports,	in	
Dewhurst’s	assessment,	show	an	“ulterior	policy	at	work	within	the	nascent	
institution.”	In	short,	Powell	seemed	intent	on	painting	a	picture	of	a	new	land	
where,	in	Dewhurst’s	words	,	there	were	“no	foreign	influences	to	be	seen	or	
studied	in	relation	to	the	Pueblo	and	Mound	Building	Cultures	of	the	Americas	
that	are	believed	to	precede	the	American	Indians.”	Likewise,	in	Michael	Tsarion’s	
words,	“…Powell	and	his	colleagues	decided	that,	for	humanity’s	good,	they	had	
best	systematically	destroy	the	vast	amount	of	accumulated	evidence	proving	
that	several	Native	American	Indian	tribes	were	most	probably	descended	from	
ancient	European	visitors	to	the	New	World”.	

Dewhurst	outlines	4	erroneous	theories	put	forth	by	Powell	and	others	at	the	
Smithsonian	in	support	of	their	goals:	

1)	In	contrast	to	what	we	know,	that	most	animals	evolve	into	smaller	and	more	
efficient	versions	of	themselves	over	the	course	of	millions	of	years,	the	
Darwinian	influenced	early	Smithsonian	portrayed	the	unilineal	growth	of	Man	in	
successively	smarter,	bigger	and	more	upright	versions	of	himself.	But,	as	we	will	
see,	this	was	not	entirely	true.	There	were	some	very	bothersome	anomalies.	

	Moreover,	Powell	was	a	firm	believer	in	the	view	that	once	early	Hominids	
evolved	into	Modern	Homo	Sapiens,	he	then	progressed	further	from	Savage	
(such	as	hunter	gatherers)	to	Barbarian	(like	the	Vikings),	and	finally	to	civilized	
man.	This	simplistic	and	ethnocentric	way	of	viewing	human	cultural	evolution	
would	prove	very	convenient,	as	we	will	see.	
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	2)	In	contrast	to	the	geologic	record,	which	shows	the	impact	of	natural	
Catastrophes	on	geologic	development,	Powell	put	forth	a	view	of	a	“uniform	
gradual	history.”	Subsequently,	Geologists	like	J	Harlan	Bretz,	Randall	Carlson	and	
others	have	shown	that	this	view	is	not	supported	by	the	evidence.	

Bretz	was	among	the	first	geologists	to	argue	against	the	gradualist	perspective	
put	forth	by	the	Smithsonian.	Known	for	his	meticulous	research,	a	plaque	in	his	
honor	reads:	“He	patiently	taught	us	that	catastrophic	floods	may,	sometimes,	
play	a	role	in	natures	unfolding	drama.”	As	Bretz	would	hypothesize	as	early	as	
the	1920’s,	the	entire	development	of	the	landscape	of	the	Western	U.S.	(	the	so	
called	‘scablands’)	was	formed	by	periodic	cataclysmic	events	such	as	the	
“Bonneville	Flood”	or	the	“Missoula	Flood”.	However,	as	Carlson	later	stated,	
these	enormous	events	“were	only	a	regional	manifestation	of	a	much	larger	
event,	one	of	such	scale	and	magnitude	that	it	almost	defies	comprehension”.	

It	would	not	be	until	the	1940’s,	after	years	of	geologists	following	the	principle	
that	the	earth	was	shaped	solely	by	gradual	processes	we	observe	every	day	
(known	as	uniformitarianism),	that	the	evidence	supporting	the	flood	theory	of	
Bretz	was	generally	accepted.	In	1979,	at	the	age	of	96,	J	Harlan	Bretz	received	
geologies	highest	honor.	

3)	The	first	curator	(1903)	of	Physical	Anthropology	at	the	Smithsonian	was	Dr.	
Ales	Hrdlicka.	He	put	forth	the	position	that	Humans	were	essentially	new	arrivers	
in	the	Americas	due	to	the	theory	that	all	the	Indian	tribes	migrated	by	the	Bering	
Land	Bridge	no	more	than	20,000	years	ago.	We	read,	however,	in	a	1988	
publication	by	the	Smithsonian:	“Forty	Thousand	years	ago,	then,	might	represent	
a	practical	upper	limit	for	the	first	entry	into	the	new	world	by	humans.”	But	In	
2013,	a	journalist	writing	for	a	Smithsonian	Publication	stated:	“the	peopling	of	
the	Americas,	scholars	tend	to	agree,	happened	sometime	in	the	past	25,000	
years.”	

Radically	different	evidence,	however,	has	been	found	,	but	has	been	actively	and	
aggressively	suppressed.	The	so	called	Hueyatlaco	Saga	is	a	good	example	where	
evidence	was	found	that	would	place	modern	man	in	the	Americas	at	over	
200,000	years	ago.	
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	This	was	not	the	only	contradictory	find	nor	the	only	instance	of	suppression.	The	
so	called	Calico	Early	Man	Site	in	California,	which	the	legendary	archeologist	
Louis	Leaky	considered	to	be	of	great	archeological	importance,	is	perhaps	more	
significant	as	an	instance	of	suppression	of	evidence	in	that	the	famous	Leaky	
himself,	a	hero	of	traditional	Archeology,	was	attacked.	

4)	The	notion	of	Manifest	Destiny	was	very	much	alive	and	well	at	the	
Smithsonian	in	the	mid-19th	century.	As	one	reads	the	work	of	Powell	and	his	
associates	at	the	Smithsonian	at	that	time,	it	is	apparent	that	there	was	an	
inherently	racist	assumption:	civilized	white	men	are	more	evolved	than	the	
“Savage”	indigenous	peoples	of	America.	In	their	writings,	these	early	molders	of	
the	American	psyche	consistently	minimized	the	achievements	of	indigenous	
peoples	and	their	ancestors.	This	was	in	turn	taught	to	Children	in	their	history	
classes	and	later	depicted	and	reinforced	by	Hollywood	and	the	media.	As	
Dewhurst	states:”	Powell	boldly	asserts,	without	a	shred	of	supporting	evidence,	
that	all	pictographic	writing	found	anywhere	in	the	Americas	is	evidence	of	
nothing	more	than	the	most	rudimentary	picture	making,	despite	having	no	
working	knowledge	of	any	of	the	ancient	writing	systems	to	which	he	alludes.”	

	Along	with	this	was	the	racist	assumption	that	white	men,	because	they	were	
more	civilized	and	somehow	preordained,	possessed	an	inherent	right	to	move	
across	and	conquer	this	country.	

As	an	interesting	aside,	it	is	worth	mentioning	that,	as	an	explorer	and	expert	on	
the	lands	of	the	west,	Powell	actually	struck	a	cautionary	note	among	influential	
politicians	of	his	day	by	alerting	them	to	addressing	the	water	resource	problems	
before	further	westward	expansion.	This	is	noteworthy	because	as	an	agent	from	
the	Smithsonian,	we	find	Powell	involved	in	the	formation	of	Public	Policy.	The	
Smithsonian	was	always	more	than	just	a	museum.		

Taken	together,	then,	these	4	theories	make	up	what	is	referred	to	as	the	Powell	
Doctrine	of	the	Smithsonian.	According	to	Dewhurst,	Charles	Walcott,	the	
Smithsonian	Director	after	Powell’s	death,	made	the	Powell	Doctrine	the	“official	
dogma	of	the	Museum	for	the	20th	century	as	well”,	resulting	in	the	suppression	
of	hundreds	of	‘out	of	context	‘finds.”	
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IV.	Behavioral	Techniques	of	the	Elite:	Inducing	conformity	

	

	

“	A	really	efficient	Totalitarian	State	would	be	one	in	which	the	all-powerful	
executive	of	political	bosses	and	their	army	of	managers	control	a	population	of	
slaves	who	do	not	have	to	be	coerced,	because	they	love	their	servitude.”	

																																					---Aldous	Huxley	

	

	

Leaders	of	any	significant	organization	play	an	active	role	in	engineering	the	
consent	of	their	members.	There	are	two	basic	behavioral	methods:	1)	Achieving	
conformity	by	punishment,	threat,	professional	ridicule	or	embarrassment;	or	2)	
Conformity	by	inducement	(offer	of	Reward).In	this	book	I	give	several	examples	
of	these	practices.	

While	there	is	no	need	to	explain	the	theory	behind	these	practices	as	behavioral	
techniques,	specific	examples	will	highlight	the	possible	intentions	and	degree	of	
control	that	has	been	achieved	by	utilizing	these	methods	in	the	field	of	Human	
origins.	

One	of	the	most	public	examples	of	induced	conformity	I	have	come	across,	by	
virtue	of	the	fact	that	there	were	taped	candid	interviews	of	admissions	(that	
would	later	be	recanted),	involves	a	Dr.	Steven	Greer.	In	his	documentary,	Dr.	
Greer	recounts	his	ordeal	in	trying	to	acquire	a	determination	from	the	scientific	
community	as	to	whether	the	specimen	in	his	care	called	the	“Atacama	
Humanoid”,	was	Homo	sapiens	or,	as	it	clearly	appeared,	an	unidentified	species	
of	humanoid.		



12	
	

First,	some	basic	facts.	There	are	allegedly	at	least	3	of	these	very	small	
mummified	humanoid	specimens	that	exist	in	the	world.	Local	residents	in	the	
Atacama	Desert	region	of	Chile,	where	this	specimen	was	found,	also	state	that	
they	have	seen	these	tiny	creatures	moving	about	the	Desert.	As	usual,	no	
credence	has	been	given	to	the	accounts	of	“locals”	by	the	scientific	community.	

In	a	short	version	of	events,	Dr.	Steven	Greer	headed	a	team	that	brought	the	
specimen	to	Stanford	University	to	make	a	definitive	determination.	The	
Specimen	was	examined	by	Dr.	Garry	Nolan	and	a	Dr.	Lachman,	an	expert	in	bone	
dysplasia’s.	In	the	videotaped	interview,	Dr.	Nolan	called	the	specimen	“real”—
meaning	at	one	time	it	was	a	living	being.	The	specimen	was	determined	by	Dr.	
Lachman	to	be	not	an	infant,	but	about	6	to	8	years	old.	In	brief,	the	specimen	
contained	a	number	of	anomalies	including	an	only	91%	match	with	humans	on	
its	DNA.	In	the	same	interview	Dr.	Nolan	said,	“if	this	is	human,	it	has	a	
constellation	of	mutations	that	have	not	been	seen	before.”	And	yet	other	
Scientists	of	note,	in	an	exercise	of	extreme	group	conformity,	contended	that	the	
remains	were	that	of	a	deformed	human	fetus.	Curiously,	the	internet	was	
flooded	with	such	claims	from	individuals	who	had	not	even	examined	the	
Specimen.	

What	happened	next	can	only	be	described	as	either	the	pure	about	face	of	an	
expert	from,	seemingly,	a	very	strongly	held	conviction	(on	film	interview),	or,	as	I	
would	guess,	a	case	of	unverifiable	induced	conformity.	The	validation	of	this	
specimen	as	a	unique	species	came	to	a	halt	at	Stanford	when,	coincidently,	Dr.	
Nolan	was	awarded	an	over	3	million	Dollar	grant	from	the	Department	of	
Defense.	It	is	only	speculation	to	suggest	that	Dr.	Nolan	was	induced	with	the	
suggestion	to	reverse	his	opinion.	But	what	we	do	know	is	that	Dr.	Nolan	did	
reverse	his	opinion	after,	presumably	reconsidering	the	evidence.	Officially	he	
dropped	his	support	of	the	verification	of	the	Atacama	Humanoid	as	a	new	
species.	His	written	explanation	for	his	reversal	is	not	compelling,	given	the	clearly	
incongruous	anatomical	characteristics	and	size	of	the	specimen	(	a	mere	6	
inches)	and	given	its	previously	determined	age.	Also	noteworthy	is	the	fact	that	
there	are	other	similar	specimens—clearly	suggesting	this	is	a	separate	species	of	
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Humanoid.	Dr.	Nolan	fails	to	mention	this.	The	incident	is	the	subject	of	several	
documentaries.	

The	systematic	suppression	of	evidence	in	the	Archeological	sciences	leads	to	the	
preservation	of	the	status	quo	with	regard	to	our	place	in	the	human	tree.	This	
appears	to	have	happened	in	the	present	case	due	to	a	failure	to	acknowledge	a	
specimen	that	is	both	“real”’	according	to	Dr.’s	Nolan	and	Lachman,	and	highly	
anomalous.	

The	ability	of	managerial	members	in	Academia,	Corporations,	or	other	important	
institutions,	at	the	behest	of	powerful	individuals	operating	behind	the	scenes,	to	
compel	obedience	among	rank	and	file	members	is	achieved	by	the	use	of	
inducements	and	punishments.	Managerial	members	of	this	system	(likely	acting	
as	proxies	for	the	elite	or	simply	maintaining	practices	put	in	place)	successfully	
discourage	exploration	and/or	novel	findings	which	might	lend	credence	to	
alternative	explanations	outside	of	the	boundaries	of	the	Traditional	Paradigm.	
Non-compliance	is	often	punished	by	banishment	from	the	professional	benefits	
of	the	system	or	inducements	to	return	to	towing	the	“party	line”.	In	Dr.	Nolan’s	
case,	his	career	seems	to	have	suffered	no	damage	thereafter.	

	

Actor	Ben	Stein,	best	known	for	his	performance	as	the	droll	homeroom	teacher	
in	the	movie	Ferris	Buellers	Day	off,	is	also	a	Documentary	film	maker,	
Valedictorian	graduate	of	Yale	Law	School	and	creator	of	the	film	Expelled:	No	
Intelligence	Allowed.	Ben	Stein	has	always	been	a	supporter	of	the	sciences,	but	
his	concerns	about	limitations	on	Academic	freedom	in	the	sciences	led	to	this	
film.	In	this	controversial	documentary,	we	find	examples	of	disciplinary	actions	
taken	by	universities	and	Museums	against	the	careers	of	scholars	in	traditional	
academia	who	either	write	about	,	or	simply	mention,	an	“Intelligent	Design”	
perspective	in	their	publications	or	classes.	Here	are	two	examples	presented	in	
the	film.	

Dr.	Richard	Sternberg	is	an	evolutionary	Biologist	who	worked	as	an	editor	for	a	
Journal	affiliated	with	the	Smithsonian.	As	a	scientist,	Dr.	Sternberg	believes,	in	
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his	words,	“that	the	intelligent	design	proponents	have	raised	a	number	of	very	
important	questions”	and	that	he,	by	publishing	some	of	their	opinions,	simply	
wanted	this	perspective	“placed	on	the	table”	for	inclusion	in	the	wider	debate.	
Sternberg	states	that,	instead,	he	was	viewed	as	an	“intellectual	terrorist”	by	his	
superiors	who	reacted	angrily	because	he	was,	in	Sternberg’s	words,	“giving	the	
topic	of	intelligent	design	some	modicum	of	credibility.”	Dr.	Sternberg	was	forced	
to	resign	his	job.	He	continues	to	maintain	his	position	on	the	matter.	

At	George	Mason	University,	the	popular	Dr.	Caroline	Crocker	was	teaching	cell	
Biology	as	an	untenured	Professor.	One	day	her	supervisor	called	her	into	his	
office	and	said	he	would	have	to	take	disciplinary	action	against	her	“for	teaching	
creationism”.Dr.	Crocker	claims	she	responded	by	stating	that	she	merely	
mentioned	intelligent	design	and	flatly	denied	that	she	taught	creationism.	The	
Supervisor	said	she	would	still	have	to	be	disciplined.	Dr.	Crocker	claims	that	she	
was	not	renewed	at	the	end	of	the	semester.	She	has,	further,	made	claims	of	
“blacklisting”	when	she	had	great	difficulty	in	acquiring	a	position	after	this	
incident.	The	University	claims	that	Dr.	Crocker	is	in	error	with	regard	to	these	
claims,	and	that	her	contract	was	simply	not	renewed.	

In	the	film,	Astronomer	Guillermo	Gonzalez	warns	that	if	an	Academic	Professor	
in	the	Sciences	values	his	career,	“they	should	keep	quiet	about	their	Intelligent	
Design	views”.	The	difficulty,	in	this	climate	of	extreme	conformist	thought	in	
defending	the	prevailing	Darwinian	Paradigm,	is	that	the	words	“Intelligent	
Design,”	are	heard,	not	as	intended,	but	as	“Creationism”.	An	“Intelligent	Design”	
perspective	holds	that	“certain	features	of	the	universe	and	of	living	things	are	
best	explained	by	an	intelligent	cause,	not	an	undirected	process	such	as	natural	
selection.”	Intelligent	Design	proponents	deny	that	this	necessarily	implies	that	
the	“Designer”	is	a	Divine	Creator	(or	God).	Darwinists	in	traditional	Academia	
claim	this	is	simply	a	trick	to	get	the	“Trojan	Horse”	inside	the	gates	of	our	
universities	and	other	institutions.	

But	Mr.	Stein	would	say	that	the	particulars	of	this	debate,	which	side	is	right	or	
wrong,	or	his	personal	views	for	that	matter,	are	not	the	point	at	all.	The	point	of	
this	documentary	is	that	the	debate	should	be	allowed	to	occur:	that	there	should	
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be	freedom	of	expression	in	Academia,	period.	The	fact	that	the	many	traditional	
academics	interviewed	in	the	film	simply	refuse	to	even	entertain	these	notions	
as	part	of	the	debate,	dismissing	them	with	often	utter	contempt,	goes	a	long	way	
in	validating	the	claims	of	the	exiled	intellectuals.		

	

	

	

	

	

	

	V.	The	Believer:	The	Compulsory	Education	of	the	Masses	and	the	
legacy	of	the	19th	Century	

	

	

“	So	we	have	one	kind	of	educational	system	directed	to	the	responsible	men,	
the	specialized	class.	They	have	to	be	deeply	indoctrinated	in	the	values	and	
interests	of	private	power	and	the	state-corporate	nexus	that	represents	it”.	

																																	----Noam	Chomsky	

	

	

But	how	else	is	the	molded	Self-created?	To	find	an	answer	to	this	we	need	look	
no	further	than	the	underlying	philosophy	behind	Compulsory	Education	in	
America.	From	the	beginning	we	find	a	two-fold	agenda,	manifest	and	hidden,	
present	in	public	education:	first,	manifestly,	to	provide	the	child	with	an	
education	in	basic	skills	such	as	Math,	reading,	writing	etc.	and	second,	to	covertly	



16	
	

use	this	free	educational	system	as,	both,	a	means	of	Social	control	through	
educational	methods	which	stifle	the	full	potential	of	the	student,	and	the	
teaching	of	content	in	subjects	like	history	which	indoctrinate	the	student	into	a	
belief	system.	

The	free	public	educational	system	in	America	was	intended--	by	implication	due	
to	the	absence	of	cost--for	the	children	of	the	lower	and	middle	classes.		By	1900	
almost	all	states	in	the	U.S.	adopted	this	free	system	which	seemed,	on	the	
surface	at	least,	to	open	a	world	of	opportunity	to	children	of	parents	with	
modest	means.	To	a	great	extent,	it	achieved	this.	But	this	system	supposedly	
finds	its	roots	in	the	so	called	“factory	model”	of	schooling.	This	source	was	
shameful	enough.	“The	back	door	of	the	school	lead	to	the	front	door	of	the	
factory,”	the	saying	went	in	describing	early	“industrial	era”	education.	The	real	
origins	and	inspiration	of	our	system,	however,	are	less	known	and	even	more	
shameful.	

As	we	look	closely	at	the	history	of	the	compulsory	system	we	find	its	hidden	
purposes.	The	American	system,	it	is	little	known,	has	its	roots	in	the	Prussian	
compulsory	model.	This	model	was	instituted	by	the	Prussian	Monarchy	as	a	
remedy	for	their	military	defeat	at	the	hands	of	Napoleon.	The	Prussian	Monarchy	
realized	the	principal	reason	for	their	defeat	was	that	their	soldiers	lacked	
obedience	and	engaged	in	too	much	independent	thought.	The	impetus	behind	
their	new	8	year	compulsory	public	educational	system	was,	therefore,	
heightened	Military	obedience	and	increased	loyalty	to	the	crown.	

Horace	Mann,	a	congressman	known	as	the	Father	of	public	education,	traveled	
to	Prussia	to	research	their	model	of	education.	Mann	is	known	for	his	noble	
position	that	it	was,	in	the	absence	of	parents	unable	to	do	so,	the	responsibility	
of	the	states	to	educate	their	youth.	“The	state	is	the	father	of	the	child,”	he	
famously	said.	Mann	filed	reports	with	the	Massachusetts	Board	of	Education	that	
referenced	his	trip	to	Prussia	but	made	no	mention	of	the	degrading	philosophy	
of	education	and	true	intentions	of	the	Prussian	system.	Mann	also	did	not	
reference	some	of	the	thinkers	behind	this	compulsory	movement	in	Prussia.	The	
German	Philosopher	Fichte	actually	said:	“the	schools	must	fashion	the	person,	
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and	fashion	him	in	such	a	way,	that	he	simply	cannot	will	otherwise	than	what	
you	wish	him	to	will.”	

But	denying	that	the	American	system	is,	at	least	in	part,	inspired	by	the	Prussian	
system,	as	some	do,	is	to	deny	the	obvious	similarities.	In	any	case,	the	
application	of	this	Americanized	version	of	a	compulsory	education	system,	with	
some	variations	by	states,	followed	these	4	basic	guidelines:	

	1)	Linear	transmission	of	ideas	to	students	from	the	teachers.	A	good	student	in	
this	educational	model,	passively	receives	instruction.	Dialogue	(and	therefore	
free	thinking)	is	not	emphasized.	The	children	were	seated	in	rows	of	desks	facing	
forward	to	the	teacher	at	the	head	of	the	classroom	and	not	in	a	circle	facing	each	
other	to	encourage	dialogue.	

2)	Standardization	of	subject	matter,	testing	and	learning	rates.	Individuality	is	
not	emphasized.	

With	regard	to	this,	Noam	Chomsky	warns	us	about	the	pervasive	practice	of	
Standardized	Testing	in	Public	Education.	When	the	aim	of	educating	is	to	excel	at	
the	standardized	test,	this	is	educating	to	create	a	rank	for	both	student	and	
teacher,	he	warns.	The	cultivation	of	the	student’s	individual	talents	and	
aspirations,	that	which	should	be	the	true	aim	of	education,	are	not	brought	to	
the	fore	in	this	environment.	This,	according	to	Chomsky,	is	“guaranteed	to	
destroy	any	meaningful	educational	process.”	To	quote	Rudolf	Steiner,	whose	
educational	policies	stand	in	sharp	contrast	to	that	of	the	compulsory	
system:”…education	is	an	art—it	must	speak	to	the	child’s	experience.	To	educate	
the	whole	child,	his	heart	and	his	will	must	be	reached,	as	well	as	his	mind.”	

According	to	Chomsky,	the	practice	of	teaching	standardized	material,	along	with	
the	omnipresent	advertising	and	Public	relations	campaign	aimed	at	the	
consumer	habits	of	our	youth,	is	creating	what	he	refers	to	as	“economic	man”.	
The	“economic	man”	is	an	ideal	model	of	the	perfect	consumer,	who,	driven	
solely	by	a	rationally	based	self-interest,	maximizes	both	his	consumption	of	
goods	and	his	wealth.	The	enormous	public	Relations	and	Advertising	industry	in	
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this	country,	producing	nothing	of	inherent	worth,	is	designed	solely	to	make	the	
individual,	beginning	as	a	child,	into	this	“	economic	man”.	

	

3)	Respect	for	authority	over	the	exploration	of	truth—questioning	of	authority	is	
not	encouraged.	

Chomsky	questions	if	this	is	the	type	of	student	that	our	educational	system	
should	strive	to	create:	A	young	person	who	doesn’t	question	authority	and	is	
preoccupied	with	rank	and	measuring	his	own	worth	by	his	wealth	and	
consumption.	Chomsky’s	“Economic	Man”	is	not	only	the	quintessential	
consumer	but	the	quintessential	“believer”	who	doesn’t	question.	

4)	Uniformity	and	Conservative	adherence	to	ideas	over	innovation	and	creativity.		

In	public	education,	nothing	typifies	this	more	than	the	overreliance	by	teachers	
on	textbook	learning.	According	to	Beverlee	Jobrack,	author	of	Tyranny	of	the	
Textbook,	this	4	Billion	dollar	a	year	industry	is	very	much	a	part	of	the	lack	of	
creative	teaching	approaches	in	schools.	According	to	Jobrack,	“Publishers	are	
incentivized	to	create	materials	that	appeal	to	teachers	who	don’t	want	to	
change,	so	curriculum	materials	that	could	have	a	significant	impact	on	education	
reform	are	less	profitable…”.	

In	his	Dystopian	novel	Brave	New	World,	Aldous	Huxley	creates	a	fictional	world	
that	features	a	vital	similarity	to	current	American	society:	the	creation	of	
generations	of	less	advantaged	youth	molded	by	a	ruling	elite	who	are	
conditioned	to	dislike	learning.	In	a	powerful	fictional	portrayal,	babies	from	the	
lower	castes	are	brought	into	special	nurseries	(called	neo-Pavlovian	Conditioning	
rooms)	where	they	experience	alarms	and	shocks	when	they	crawl	toward	books	
or	flowers.	The	purpose	of	this	conditioning	in	the	Novel	is	to	teach	Babies	to	
respond	to	the	very	presence	of	books	with	fear	and	displeasure	thereby	cutting	
off	any	future	means	of	learning.	In	the	Novel,	this	serves	the	purpose	of	
providing	the	elites	with	a	work	force	only	capable	of	performing	menial	labor.	
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Before	we	think	this	is	too	distant	from	the	intentions	of	the	elite	in	the	non-
fiction	world,	Elwood	Cubberley,	a	prominent	American	Educator	and	Dean	at	
Stanford	University,	had	this	to	say:	“Our	schools	are,	in	a	sense,	factories,	in	
which	the	raw	products	(children)	are	to	be	shaped	and	fashioned	into	products	
to	meet	the	various	demands	of	life.	The	specifications	for	manufacturing	come	
from	the	demands	of	20th	century	civilization,	and	it	is	the	business	of	the	school	
to	build	its	pupils	according	to	the	specifications	laid	down.”	

Similarly,	Frederick	Gates,	a	man	who	moved	in	high	circles	as	an	influential	
advisor	to	Americas	first	billionaire	and	director	of	Standard	Oil,	John	D.	
Rockefeller,	wrote	in	1913:	“In	our	dream…the	people	yield	themselves	with	
perfect	docility	to	our	molding	hand…We	shall	not	try	to	make	these	people	or	
any	of	their	children	into	men	of	learning	or	of	science…”.As	an	aside,	Mr.	Gates	
oldest	son	was	to	marry	into	the	Forbes	family.	The	reader	is	free	to	draw	his	own	
conclusions.		

Although	Compulsory	Public	Education	is	a	subject	that	needs	a	much	more	
detailed	treatment,	we	have	covered	several	aspects	of	how	and	why	the	mind	of	
the	believer	has	been	molded.	In	summary,	it	is	apparent	that	men	such	as	
Powell,	Cubberly	and	Gates,	acting	directly	or	indirectly	for	members	of	an	elite	
class	of	Americans,	themselves	looked	at	peoples	of	both	lower	economic	classes	
and	indigenous	groups	as	exploitable	for	their	purposes.	

	

	

	

VI	Freud,	LeBon	and	Bernays:	Understanding	the	Mind	of	the	Believer	
in	Groups	

	

“The	whole	educational	and	professional	training	system	is	a	very	elaborate	
filter,	which	just	weeds	out	people	who	are	too	independent,	and	who	think	for	
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themselves,	and	who	don’t	know	how	to	be	submissive,	and	so	on—because	
they’re	dysfunctional	to	the	institutions.”	

																																									----Noam	Chomsky	

	

	

	Borrowing	upon	the	ideas	of	his	famous	uncle	Sigmund	Freud,	in	the	1920’s	
Edward	Bernays	invented	an	approach	to	manipulate	public	opinion	called	Public	
Relations.	Bernays	writings	on	Public	Relations	form	the	basis	for	understanding	
why	and	how	this	manipulation	occurred.	

Bernays	famously	stated	that	their	exists	in	this	country	an	invisible	government,	
a	“true	ruling	power”,	who	manipulate	the	“organized	habits	and	opinions	of	the	
masses.”	These	powerful	men	are	responsible	for	suggesting	our	ideas,	molding	
our	minds	and	forming	our	tastes	by	virtue	of	the	fact	that	they	“understand	the	
mental	processes	and	social	patterns	of	the	masses.”	It	is	they,	he	concludes,	
“who	pull	the	wires	which	control	the	public	mind,	who	harness	old	social	forces	
and	contrive	new	ways	to	bind	and	guide	the	world”.	

But	if	we	take	a	step	back	and	look	at	the	work	of	Bernays	brilliant	uncle,	we	will	
have	a	more	informed	understanding	of	the	methods	used.	According	to	Freud	in	
his	book	Group	Psychology,	individuals	derive	self-importance	and	a	sense	of	who	
they	are	from	identification	with	a	group.	This	phenomenon,	Freud	noted	with	his	
contemporary	LeBon,	was	transformational	to	the	individual	who	now	displayed	
“characteristics	which	they	have	not	previously	possessed.”	According	to	LeBon,	
when	identified	with	a	group,	the	individual	acquires	a	“sentiment	of	invincible	
power”	along	with	a	loss	of	self-control	and	responsibility.	

With	regard	to	explaining	group	psychology,	Freuds	specific	insight	was	to,	first,	
identify	that	there	was	a	division	in	man’s	mind	brought	about	by	his	suppression	
of	thoughts	and	desires.	His	manifest	actions,	choices,	and	group	identity	might	
therefore	be	seen	as	a	symbolic	expression	of	something	subconscious	and	
suppressed.	The	key,	then,	to	effective	Propaganda	is	that	those	suppressed	
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emotions	and	hidden	desires	must	be	targeted.	By	doing	so,	it	is	“possible	to	
move	people	to	adopt	beliefs	and	behaviors	without	them	being	
aware…”according	to	Bernays.	

Tragically,	the	ideas	of	Freud	and	Bernays	found	their	most	potent	expression	in	
the	Nazi	movement.	According	to	Bernays	himself,	The	Nazi	minister	of	
Propaganda,	Joseph	Goebbels,	specifically	read	and	used	his	book	Propaganda.	
By	tapping	into	suppressed	feelings	of	rage,	resentment	and	inferiority	along	with	
fears	of	irrelevance	and	obliteration	in	a	hostile	and	vindictive	post-World	War	I	
Europe,	the	early	Nazi	regime,	with	its	symbols	and	displays	of	power	never	
before	seen,	gave	a	defeated	people	something	to	identify	with,	along	with	a	
sense	of	hope	and	optimism.	

	

Case	Study:	Military	Recruitment,	Advertising,	and	the	“higher	immorality”	

	The	tragic	outcome	of	the	Nazis	manipulation	of	their	countryman	
notwithstanding,	Bernays,	sadly,	might	agree	that	the	methods	of	mass	
persuasion	used	by	the	Nazis,	are	not,	from	the	technical	point	of	view	of	the	
Propagandist,	so	fundamentally	different	from	the	very	mechanisms	of	
persuasion	used	by	todays	advertisers	behind	the	military	recruitment	campaigns	
aimed	at	the	unsuspecting	youth	in	this	country.	These	campaigns	target,	
primarily,	lower	class	disenfranchised	teens,	in	particular	minority	teens,	who	
bear,	from	the	vantage	point	of	the	advertiser,	a	remarkably	similar	profile	to	the	
dispossessed	German	citizen	in	the	post-war	era	about	100	years	ago.	In	an	article	
from	the	Center	of	Media	Literacy	in	the	mid	1980’s	titled	“Marketing	the	
Military:	Should	Soldiering	be	Sold	Like	Soap”	we	read,	“	Appeals	to	members	of	
racial	and	ethnic	groups	,who	have	fewer	educational	and	employment	options	
and	thus	find	the	military	more	attractive,	are	particularly	evident.”	

	Elite	members	of	the	military,	influenced	and	advised	by	leading	advertising	
agencies,	task	recruiters	with	targeting	teenagers	in	Public	schools	with	the	same	
entitlement	that	other	members	of	the	elite	have	consistently	shown	throughout	
American	history.	Some	school	districts	have	been	compelled	to	give	lists	of	
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graduating	seniors	to	recruiters.	“Outside	of	school”,	we	read	in	the	same	Center	
of	Literacy	article,	“youngsters	are	exposed	not	only	to	the	military	media	
campaign,	but	to	a	whole	culture	from	movies	to	video	games,	that	glorify	a	war	
mentality	and	present	military	service	as	a	glamorous	proving	ground	for	attaining	
Maturity.”	

I	wonder	if	recruiters	will	reach	their	quota	of	recruits	if	they	were	honest	in	
mentioning	the	not	so	glamorous	aspects	of	surrendering	your	freedom.	And	if	
they	were	truly	respectful	of	the	young	life	of	the	potential	recruit,	they	could	
also	mention	the	distinct	possibility	of	dying	at	such	a	young	age	by	engaging	in	a	
war,	or	other	conflict,	whose	true	purposes	will	be	hidden	from	them.	Instead	
recruits	are	indoctrinated	into	a	fabricated	belief	system	wherein	they	will	be	
immortalized	in	dying	for	their	country	and	not,	as	is	actually	the	case,	for	the	
interests	of	the	wealthy	(or,	in	other	words,	for	corporations	of	the	so-called	
Military	Industrial	Complex,	run	by	the	elite,	and	profiting	directly	or	indirectly	
from	war).		

There	is	an	entitlement	that	the	elite	have	when	it	comes	to	the	hearts,	minds,	
and	lives	of	children	of	the	lower	economic	classes.	This	prerogative	has	been	
exhibited	pervasively	throughout	history.	Utilizing	their	positions	of	trust,	from	
what	Mills	calls	“the	command	posts	of	Modern	society”,	these	men	of	
substantial	family	wealth	and	privilege	have	rigged	the	game	to	perpetuate	their	
own	causes	with	an	absence	of	morality	that	is	veiled	but	present		

As	Mills	would	point	out,	the	children	of	members	of	the	higher	circles	of	our	
society	do,	of	course,	join	the	military.	But	recruits	from	the	elite	class	are	
generally	in	officer	training	programs.	The	children	of	the	elite	class	are	rarely	
front	line	troops,	put	in	harm’s	way	with	high	casualty	rates.	

	

	

	

VII	General	Systems	Theory	:	An	Alternative	Perspective	
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“We	are	seeking	another	basic	outlook:	The	World	as	an	organization.	This	
would	profoundly	change	categories	of	our	thinking	and	influence	our	practical	
attitudes.	We	must	envision	the	biosphere	as	a	whole	with	mutually	reinforcing	
or	mutually	destructive	interdependencies.”	

																																																						-----Ludwig	von	Bertalanffy	

	

	

To	this	point	we	have	been	describing	aspects	of	a	complex	and	organized	
national	political	economic	and	corporate	nexus	dominated	by	the	power	and	
influence	of	elite	members	of	American	society.	This	system	features	a	
multiplicity	of	interdependencies	among	participating	subsystems	that	cross	
boundaries.	This	intricate	and	self-sustaining	social	structure	has	been	conceived,	
implemented,	and	then	managed,	historically,	by	individuals	from	many	of	the	
very	families	whose	progeny	are	controlling	and	managing	it	today.	This	complex	
of	institutions	is	also	characterized	by	a	subsystem	in	the	academically	controlled	
archeological	and	Anthropological	sciences	which	feature	the	dominance	of	a	
single	paradigm	(Darwinism).	Adherents	of	this	evolutionary	perspective,	
supposedly	men	and	women	of	science,	and	very	capable	of	following	sound	
methodological	principles,	engage,	to	the	contrary,	in	the	most	grievous	acts	of	
poor	method	in	protection	of	this	dated	paradigm	that	lies,	seemingly,	at	the	
heart	of	their	subsystem.	

In	his	influential	work	on	Systems	Theory,	Bertlanffy	provides	us	with	a	model	
whereby	we	can	begin	to	reconceive	some	of	the	political	and	social	phenomena	
of	this	complex	apparatus	we	have	observed	and	described	to	this	point.	

	

Systems	Theory:	Basic	concepts	



24	
	

A	Systems	approach	has	been	applied	to	a	broad	range	of	organizations:	from	
biologically	based	networks	to	national	and	international	governmental	
hierarchies	and	corporate	systems.	Bertalanffy	defined	a	system	as	a	“complex	of	
interacting	elements	that	are	open	to	and	interact	with	their	environments.”	We	
can	derive	from	his	approach	certain	basic	principles.	Some	of	these	are	as	
follows:	

	

1)	All	systems	have	boundaries,	and	tend	toward	a	state	of	equilibrium,	or	a	
balance	of	forces,	inside	of	those	boundaries;	

2)	To	have	continuity	over	time,	a	system	must	be	goal	directed,	governed	by	a	
feedback	loop	and	be	adaptable;	

3)	Systems	are	greater	than	the	sum	of	its	parts	and	form	a	complex	and	dynamic	
network	of	interconnecting	parts	where	change	in	any	one	aspect	affects	the	
whole.	

	

	

The	American	Pyramid	System	

	

The	Pyramidal	structure	in	Figure	1	is	a	simplified	representation	of	the	most	
important	systemic	features	of	the	elite	controlled	American	society	described	in	
this	book.	In	reality	there	are	many	more	tiers	to	the	system	than	are	
represented.	The	Power	elite,	to	borrow	Mills	phrase,	are	on	top	of	the	Pyramid,	
but	would	occupy,	due	to	their	small	population,	an	incredibly	small	space	at	the	
very	top	if	the	diagram	were	accurate	in	terms	of	representing	actual	population.	
To	put	this	in	perspective,	currently,	the	richest	1%	in	the	U.S.	now	own	more	
than	the	bottom	90%of	the	population.	Moreover,	as	Piketty	would	agree,	the	
trend	is	toward	increasing	wealth,	and	thus	power	and	influence,	at	the	very	top	
of	the	pyramid.	
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The	projection	of	influence	is	from	the	top	down	in	the	Pyramid	and	is	denoted	by	
the	arrows.	The	methods	and	magnitude	of	influence	changes	as	it	travels	down	
the	Pyramid.	Thus,	the	largest	descending	arrow	on	the	Pyramid	dropping	down	
from	the	Power	Elites	part	of	the	pyramid	on	top	denotes	the	vast	degree	of	
power	of	this	class.	The	prerogatives	of	ownership,	high	level	directives	to	
numerous	proxies	(or	other	high	level	Managers	who	in	turn	project	their	own	
power),	or	the	influence	that	is	an	inherent	aspect	of	being	the	finance	behind	the	
vast	corporate	and	political	machinery	in	this	country-the	vast	interdependent	
nexus	who	works,	in	essence,	at	their	behest-	are	some	of	the	means	the	will	of	
the	elite	is	projected	down	the	Pyramid.	

In	the	middle	section	of	the	Pyramid	we	find	the	Proxies	and	Managers	in	
Corporations,	Government,	Military	and	Educational	Institutions	etc.	This	is	
Chomsky’s	specialized	class.	Their	power	is	seemingly	immense	in	and	of	itself.	
But	if	we	consider	this	power	in	the	context	of	the	wider	pyramidal	system	it	truly	
cannot	be	separated	from,	it	is	the	top	of	the	Pyramid,	the	elite,	who	essentially	
receive	the	proxies	in	employment,(	if	properly	trained	and	vetted),	to	operate	
their	institutions	and	Corporations	according	to	specifications,	functionally	
circumscribe	and	ultimately	relegate	them	to	the	purposes	and	tasks	of	being	a	
conduit	of	their	own	greater	power.	In	this	manner,	the	immense	number	of	
proxies	form	an	extension	and	continuation	of	the	power	of	the	elite,	serving	to	
magnify	and	exponentially	extend	this	greater	power	by	the	effect	that	comes	
with	such	a	vast	representation.		

	The	multiple	small	arrows	descending	down	from	the	proxy	section	signify	the	
specific	methods	of	influence	of	the	proxies	and	managers:	i.e.,	delivering	the	
essentially	Propagandistic	Messages	(through	Advertising,	Public	Relations	and	
other	media	control),	Management	and	control	of	indoctrination	into	the	Belief	
System	we	have	spoken	of,	the	spread	of	Capitalist	Ideology	and	Consumerism	
(promoting	the	ideal	of	“Economic	Man”)	as	well	as	Laws	(such	as	an	unfair	tax	
code)	which	insure	an	extension	of	elite	wealth	and	influence	and	continued	
exploitation	of	the	lower	classes.	
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In	the	bottom	section	of	the	Pyramid	we	find	the	rest	of	the	population.	Much	
occurs	internally	in	this	section.	As	we	described	previously,	a	characteristic	
common	to	all	systems	is	that	in	order	to	have	continuity	over	time,	a	system	
must	be	goal	directed,	governed	by	a	feedback	loop	and	be	adaptable.	In	order	to	
achieve	this	continuity,	the	key	functional	part	this	lower	section	plays	in	the	
systems	overall	ability	to	survive	is	due	entirely	to	the	effectiveness	of	the	shaping	
or	Molding	function	performed	on	the	population	internally	in	that	level.	This	is	a	
precondition	for	believers	to	perform	these	essential	and	expected	output	rolls	
that	ultimately	provides	the	sustenance	for	the	top	levels	of	the	Pyramid.	

	As	a	subsystem,	the	lower	level,	as	with	other	levels	of	the	pyramid,	is	goal	
directed.	The	operational	goal	of	this	level	is	to	achieve	the	maximum	number	of	
individuals	who	function	optimally	in	the	wider	service	of	the	system.	In	order	to	
achieve	this	effectively,	the	input	functions,	let’s	call	them	media	messages	
(although	they	include	more),	have	to	feature	an	incredible	diversity	to	appeal	to	
all	phases	of	the	life	Span	and	all	variety	of	tastes,	ethnicities,	and	other	
subcultures	in	America.	

	The	messages	are	continually	spread.	These	messages,	if	effective,	eventually	
form	into	fixed	beliefs.	These	beliefs,	in	turn,	govern	behavior	and	behavior	
ideally	becomes	self-directed	as	the	believer	willingly	takes	on	his	role	in	the	
feedback	function	of	the	wider	system.	

As	behaviors	occur,	they	enter	the	feedback	loop	in	various	forms,	becoming	part	
of	the	economy	that	travels	back	up	to	the	top	of	the	Pyramid:	Productive	labor	is	
heavily	taxed;	high	rates	of	consumption	grease	the	economy	and	produce	
excessive	personal	debt-	profited	on	by	the	financial	arm	of	the	elite	etc.	This	buy-
in	to	the	system,	by	the	sheer	number	of	members	of	the	lower	class,	insures	the	
feedback	function	is	potent	and	capable	of	providing	the	necessary	continuity	for	
all	the	classes	and	specifically	the	elite	class.	
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VII	Introduction:	The	Traditional	Scientific	Mythos--Our	Fabricated	
Origins	and	Purposes	

	

	

“	So	Yertle,	the	Turtle	King	lifted	his	hand	

	And	Yertle,	the	Turtle	King,	gave	a	command	

He	ordered	nine	turtles	to	swim	to	his	stone	

And,	using	these	turtles,	he	built	a	new	throne.	

He	made	each	turtle	stand	on	another	ones	back	

And	he	piled	them	all	up	in	a	nine	turtle	stack.	

And	then	Yertle	climbed	up.	He	sat	down	on	the	pile.	

What	a	wonderful	view!	He	could	see	‘most	a	mile!”	

																												----Dr.	Seuss	

	

	

Returning	to	our	subject,	the	mind	or	self	of	the	ideal	believer	was,	in	this	
manner,	molded	by	consorting	members	of	the	elite	class	in	this	society--	men	(or	
representatives	of	men)	whose	shocking	words	we	have	read.	The	believer,	as	a	
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functionary	for	the	purposes	of	the	men	in	power,	is	many	things.	But	among	his	
most	important	operative	qualities	is	that	he	is	unaware	and	unsuspecting	of	the	
manipulations	which	he	has	been	the	unwitting	victim	of	his	entire	life.	The	
believer,	you	and	I,	was	manufactured	a	self	from	repetition	and	lies.	To	take	one	
of	many	possible	examples,	a	traditional	Anglo-centric	view	of	Colonial	and	U.S.	
History	is	taught	year	after	year	to	our	children	in	our	public	schools.	Repeated	
lies	become	historical	facts	in	the	mind,	are	believed	in	the	heart	and	thus	
defended	with	great	honor	by	an	unthinking	youth	in	the	world	who	join	the	
military.	Distortions	and	singular	viewpoints	of	events	become	accepted	method	
and	are,	in	turn,	internalized,	as	such,	by	children	as	part	of	their	fabricated	
identity	as	young	Americans.	

Erik	Erikson	is	a	Psychoanalyst	famous	for	his	work	on	identity.	A	healthy	identity,	
Erikson	would	say,	is	formed	in	adolescence	and	should	encompass	certain	
dimensions	of	an	individual’s	personality.	This	includes	a	sense	of	uniqueness	or	
individuality,	but	also	includes	an	aspect	which	is	a	social	identity	based	on	
belonging	to	certain	ethnic,	familial	or	other	groups	significant	to	the	individual.	
The	molded	and	fabricated	identity	we	have	spoken	about,	introduced	at	such	a	
crucial	stage	of	development,	is	something	we	are	nevertheless	proud	of	and	will	
defend	as	Americans.	It	is	part	of	who	we	are.	

Hiding	Our	Deeper	Identity	

	

	But	the	issue	of	self	and	identity	should	run	far	deeper	than	indoctrination	into	a	
belief	in	your	country.	Who	are	we	as	humans	and	where	did	we	come	from?	
What	are	our	ancient	origins?	From	Ancient	times,	this	is	part	of	the	deeper	
identity	we	have	sought.	What	is	our	purpose	as	Humans?		

The	Question	of	this	deeper	identity	and	purpose	has	been	taken	up	by	man	in	
the	form	of	the	origin	myth	with	a	creativity	across	cultures	that	are	rivaled	by	
few	pursuits.	As	Lewin	states,	“ever	since	the	unique	quality	of	reflective	self-
awareness	has	evolved	in	the	human	mind,	origin	myths	have	been	central	to	the	
intellectual	lives	of	Homo	Sapiens	everywhere….because	it	exists	to	explain	the	
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origin	and	status	of	Homo	Sapiens	in	the	world—or	humans	place	in	nature—
anthropology	carries	with	it	more	emotionalism	and	social	overlay	than,	say,	the	
study	of	parasitic	flatworms.”		

Before	presenting	the	molded	belief	system,	there	are	other	points	that	need	to	
be	conveyed	by	way	of	introduction.	The	14	point	system	of	assumptions	that	will	
be	presented	is	both	Materialistic	and	Evolutionary.	Because	there	has	been	an	
attempt	to	apply	biologically-based	Evolutionary	conceptualizations	too	broadly,	
that	is,	to	attempt	to	encompass	social,	cultural	and	technological	phenomena,	it	
was	ultimately	not	on	solid	theoretical	footing.	Maintaining	Darwinism	as	a	
unified	grand	theory	through	which	everything	can	be	understood,	has	led	to	
practices	that	are	pseudoscientific	at	their	core.	

Formulated	in	the	mid-19th	century,	Darwin	put	forth	a	biologically	based	
evolutionary	theory	that	was	truly	ambitious	in	that	it	purported	to	explain	the	
development	of	all	life	forms.	Darwin	himself,	however,	was	uncommitted	to	the	
thesis	that	these	same	biological	and	genetically	based	laws	would	also	govern	
the	Social,	cultural	and	technological	evolution	of	Man.	

But	despite	this,	Darwin’s	theory	continued	to	be	applied	to	a	host	of	phenomena	
it	could	lend	little	interpretative	value	to.	Currently,	in	fact,	“neo	Darwinism”	
forms	the	foundations	for	much	of	today’s	academically	based	Social	Scientific	
thought.	According	to	Joseph	Carrol,	who	in	characterizing	this	broad	based	
application	stated	succinctly:	“if	it	is	true…that	nothing	in	biology	makes	sense	
except	in	the	light	of	evolution,	it	is	equally	true	that	nothing	in	human	behavior	
makes	sense	except	in	the	light	of	[evolutionary]	sociobiology.”	Similarly,	Alex	
Mesoudi,	a	professor	of	“Cultural	Evolution”,	writes:	“This	research	takes	as	a	
starting	point	the	observation	that	cultural	change	constitutes	a	Darwinian	
evolutionary	process	that	shares	fundamental	similarities	with	biological	genetic	
evolution…”	

Viewing	the	progress	of	human	culture	and	technology	as	an	essentially	
evolutionary	process	is,	admittedly,	a	useful	paradigm	when	applied	to	certain	
types	of	phenomena	that	can,	for	purposes	of	allowing	for	empirical	verification,	
be	1)	followed	longitudinally	and	2)meet	certain	cultural/	environmental	
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preconditions.	As	a	general	theory,	therefore,	Darwinism	does	not	seem,	due	to	
its	own	stringent	environmental	prerequisites,	to	have	this	wider	applicability	to	
diverse	human	epiphenomena.	

	In	fact,	the	physical	evolution	of	a	species	that	may	be	observed	in	the	biological	
world	occurring	over	time	rests	on	preconditions	of	naturally	occurring	
interspecies	competition	resulting,	inevitably	and	ultimately,	according	to	the	
theory,	in	the	survival	of	the	fittest	of	that	species.	But	these	same	essential	
preconditions	may,	especially	when	they	need	to	occur	over	a	significant	span	of	
time,	only	rarely	apply	to	the	world	of	human	social	interaction	and	its	self-
imposed	laws,	mores	and	regulations	limiting	naturally	occurring	competition.	To	
take	one	example,	Darwinian	critic	David	Stove	brought	our	attention	to	what	he	
calls	“Darwin’s	Dilemma.”	If	Darwin’s	theory	were	true	for	man,	he	states,	“there	
would	be	in	every	species	a	constant	and	ruthless	competition	to	survive…but	it	is	
perfectly	obvious	that	human	life	is	not	like	that,	however	it	may	be	for	other	
species…the	human	race	could	not	possibly	exist	now	unless	cooperation	had	
always	been	stronger	than	competition….altruism	was,”	Stove	continues,	“from	
the	very	start	,	a	problem	for	the	Darwinian	theory	of	evolution…as	a	result,	
Darwinians	have	always	been	under	a	certain	temptation	to	“	cut	the	knot”	and	
deny	the	very	existence	of	altruism”.	

Popper	and	pseudoscience	

More	than	any	other	philosopher	of	science	Karl	Popper	has	dealt	with	the	issue	
of	what	separates	real	Science	from	pseudoscience.	Popper	points	out	that	a	
characteristic	of	pseudoscience	is	its	immunity	from	criticism.	A	broad	range	of	
outcomes	always	seem	to	confirm	the	theory	due	to	it	not	being	truly	testable.	To	
Popper,	when	a	theory	is	compatible	with	any	possible	outcome	of	the	
experiment,	it	is	pseudoscientific.	Real	Scientists,	states	Popper,	“should	always	
be	trying	to	falsify	their	own	theories.	Because	they	know	that	a	single	
observation	can	prove	them	wrong,	the	true	Scientist	is	only	interested	in	
critically	testing	theories	to	show	that	they	are	false….no	number	of	sightings	of	
white	swans	can	prove	the	theory	that	all	swans	are	white.	The	sighting	of	just	
one	black	swan	may	disprove	it.”	
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What	Popper	calls	the	practice	of	real	science	is	the	very	antithesis	of	how	
Darwinism	has	been	practiced—especially	in	the	fields	of	Human	origins	and	
Ancient	history.	Is	this	overly	ambitious	and	flawed	theory	fiercely	protected	by	
its	proponents	lest	the	“	Black	Swan”	appears	?	Do	groups	of	Scientists,	especially	
in	the	field	of	Archeology,	have	a	vested	interest	in	protecting	this	fragile	
evolutionary	paradigm	and	will	they	admit	if	it	is	proven	false?	

	

One	last	point	about	Darwinism.	Ironically,	while	stripped	of	all	higher	purposes	
or	designs	for	the	individual,	this	evolutionary	theory	was	accorded	the	essential	
quality	of	a	religion	as	a	belief	system	that	explained	all.	(	Stove	refers	to	
Darwinians	as	the	“New	Religionists”)	Perhaps	the	observed	persuasive	and	
subduing	power	of	Religion	on	the	minds	of	the	masses	was	something	that	was	
very	much	noticed	and	respected	by	the	elites	who	drove	this	evolutionary	
system	into	being	through	the	higher	institutions	of	learning	operating	at	their	
ultimate	direction.	Maybe	religion	needed	to	be	emulated	in	part.	But	this	new	
existentially	stark	religion	offered	virtually	no	comfort;	it	was	a	secular	wire	
monkey,	giving	no	solace	for	leagues	of	rational	minded	people	who	gravitated	to	
it	and,	likely,	at	the	same	time,	away	from	a	faith	based	life	possessing	meaning	
and	a	place	for	the	individual	in	the	larger	order	of	things.	Perhaps	the	words	of	
Walter	Lippmann	are	relevant	here:	the	elite	group	is	responsible	to	provide	the	
lower	classes	with	a	“tolerable	sense	of	reality”	by	“instilling	the	proper	beliefs”.	

	

	

	

	

VIII	The	Molded	Belief	System:	Evolutionary	Materialism		
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“	New	religionists…regard	people	and	all	other	organisms	as	the	helpless	
puppets,	tools,	or	vehicles,	of	hidden	purposive	agents	of	more	than	human	
power	and	intelligence,	whose	only	goal	is	to	produce	the	largest	possible	
number	of	their	replicas	in	the	next	generation	of	organisms.”	

																													--------David	Stove	

	

These	14	points	comprising	the	Belief	System	that	follow	are	a	condenced	version	
of	both	implied	and/or	explicitly	stated	tenets	offered	by	Traditional	science.	They	
have	come	to	us	from	years	of	scientific	research	and	thought.	Some	reach	back	
to	the	time	of	the	Enlightenment	period.	I	have	no	doubt	that	these	points	are	
incomplete.	The	Belief	itself	is	italicized	and	there	are	comments	below	most.	

	

1)	.	As	Darwin	would	encapsulate	in	his	evolutionary	theory	Man,	and	every	
other	living	thing,	are	the	culmination	of	the	same	evolutionary	processes.	All	
species	are	related	and	all	have	descended	from	a	common	ancestor.	As	such,	
modern	man	is	solely	the	product	of	Millions	of	years	of	physical,	Social,	and	
Cultural	evolutionary	processes.	He	has	descended	from	apes.	

Depending	on	how	seriously	you	take	the	possibility	that	our	species	has	been	
interfered	with	in	some	shape	or	form,	these	very	basic	assumptions	of	
Evolutionary	Materialism	might	be	called	into	question.	We	will	comment	further	
on	this	in	#2.		

2)	That	our	development	on	this	planet	occurred	because	of	natural	evolutionary	
forces	and	has	not	been	helped	or	hindered	by	any	intervention	of	intrusive	
cultures	either	terrestrial,	extraterrestrial,	divine,	or	interdimensional.	

Some	form	of	interventionism	is,	however,	the	central	thesis	running	through	the	
work	of	various	writers	in	the	fields	of	Alternative	(or	“forbidden”)	Archeology	
and	Ancient	history.	There	are	several	variants	of	this	basic	idea:	
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1)	The	first,	and	the	least	radical,	variation	is	what	we	could	call	the	“Atlantis	
Influence”.	This	view	began	with	the	writings	of	the	Greek	Philosopher	Plato	(viz.,	
the	Dialogues	Timaeus	and	Critias)	and	presupposes	the	existence	of	a	lost	
continent	(Atlantis)	that	sank	below	the	Atlantic	Ocean	in	a	global	cataclysm.	The	
inhabitants	of	this	lost	continent	exerted	a	leadership	role	on	the	Ancient	cultures	
of	its	day.	

This	catastrophic	event	coincides	with	the	timing	reported	in	the	Old	Testament	
of	Noah’s	Flood.	Along	with	Plato,	the	chief	proponents	of	this	viewpoint	are	
Madame	Blavatsky,	(	a	controversial	figure	who’s	groundbreaking	research	at	the	
time	[1870’s]of	Ancient	traditions	led	to	her	Seminal	works	“the	Secret	Doctrine”	
and	“Isis	Unveiled”).	Robert	Sepher,	(	an	independent	Scholar	with	a	Doctorate	in	
Anthropology)	and	Graham	Hancock	(	whose	own	work	and	his	work	with	Randall	
Carlson	have,	to	some	degree,	centered	around	the	role	of	the	lost	continent	
itself	and/or	its	alleged	inhabitants).	

2)	A	second	variation	I	would	call	“Visitation	Without	Control”.	There	are	many	
commentators	that	fall	within	this	category.	But	no	one	has,	to	my	knowledge;	
made	a	more	evidence-based	and	comprehensive	study	of	the	UFO	and	Alien	
Abduction	phenomena	than	the	retired	professor	of	History	at	Temple	University,	
David	M.	Jacobs.	Dr.	Jacobs	has	conducted	hundreds	of	interviews	of	alleged	Alien	
abductees	and	has	stated	that	he	believes	not	only	that	we	are	visited	regularly	by	
aliens,	but	that	they	have	an	“agenda”:	to	acquire	control	of	our	population	by	
seeding	humans	to	create	a	hybrid	race.	The	implication,	however,	is	that	they	are	
trying	to	get	control	with	this	program.	

A	third	variation	I	would	call	“Secret	Alien	Rule”.There	are	two	types	here;	1)	that	
rule	happened	in	the	past	but	didn’t	last	(e.g.,	In	Ancient	Mesopotamia	with	the	
Annunaki	or	2)	that	it	is	happening	presently.	This	is	truly	conspiracy	stuff	that	I	
have	difficulty	respecting	because	it	is	not,	as	Popper	would	say,	falsifiable.	There	
is,	however,	a	wealth	of	evidence	pointing	to	a	presence.	Alexander	Putney’s	
book	Baal	Hybrids,	falls	into	this	first	category.it	is	very	well	researched	and	
makes	a	good	attempt	at	being	evidence-based	by	pointing	out	genetic	
backcrossing	through	photographic	evidence.	This	book	makes	difficult	to	imagine	
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material	comprehensible.	Certainly	Linda	Moulton	Howe	is	in	the	second	camp.	
She	seems	intent	on	warning	us	about	manifestations	of	an	underlying	control.		

	

3)	The	current	state	of	available	technology	in	the	world	is,	historically		at	its	
most	advanced	level	in	almost	every	respect	and	is	part	of	the	wider	linear	
progressive	evolutionary	phenomena	that	occurs	across	all	domains.	

There	is	much	evidence	that,	with	respect	to	certain	areas	of	technology,	a	
previous	culture	or	cultures	possessed	and	or	employed	technologies	in	advance	
of	our	own.	There	is	an	overabundance	of	evidence	to	support	this	in	a	number	of	
aspects	of	technology,	but	none	so	convincing	as	the	megalithic	stone	structures	
seen	around	the	world	and	buried	under	the	sea.	With	respect	to	these	
structures,	we	find	that	the	Darwinian	Paradigm	does	not	offer	any	substantial	
contribution	to	our	understanding.	As	a	result,	the	level	of	technological	
achievement	involved	in	the	construction	of	these	anomalous	stone	structures	
goes	unrecognized	by	traditional	Academia.		

In	researching	Megalithic	structures	in	North	America,	Jim	Viera	has	done	some	
very	convincing	work.	Mr.	Viera	is	a	Stonemason	by	trade,	and,	due	to	his	work,	is	
in	a	position	to	provide	a	unique	vantage	point.	Dismissing	the	baseless	theory	of	
traditional	Archeologists	that	Colonists	are	the	constructors	of	the	megalithic	
stone	works	in	and	around	New	England,	Mr.	Viera,	as	a	Stonemason,	can	
authoritatively	say	that	the	technical	aspects	of	the	unusual	structures	was	
beyond	the	known	capabilities	of	the	Colonists	in	construction	and	architectural	
conceptualization.	In	addition,	the	structures	are	superfluous	to	the	survival	
needs	of	the	Colonial	Era	settlers.	This	includes	the	following	:	1)Masonry	of	the	
stones	features	exactly	fitted	joinery	that	does	not	require	the	use	of	mortar	or	
any	other	binding	substance;2)	Mr	Viera	questions	how	the	Colonists	would,	
without	the	use	of	Modern	lifting	equipment,	put	into	place	the	multi-ton	lentil	
stones	he	finds	in	some	of	the	structures;	3)	There	are	structures	whose	only	
conceivable	function	seems	to	be	for	sacrificial	purposes	(	i.e.,a	large	angled	
megalithic	stone	with	carved	canals	on	the	edges	to	allow	blood	run-off.	There	is	
no	record	of	the	Colonists	using	or	making	these	structures.);	4)	Structures	whose	
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entranceways	are	perfectly	aligned	to	allow	illumination	by	first	morning	light	on	
the	day	of	a	seasonal	solstice.(	This	was	not	a	known	practice	among	Colonial	
builders	but	was	a	known	practice	of	the	ancient	builders).	

	

	

4)	The	essential	nature	of	the	world	and	reality	can	be	understood	only	by	
Science	and	is	reducible	to	mechanistic	and	materialistic	explanations.	
Spirituality	and	Religion	are	not	considered.	Psychic	phenomena	are	illusory	and	
are	ultimately	explainable	by	Science.		

Science	explains	much,	but	often	scientists	can	be	guilty	of	believing	that	they	can	
always	have	the	answers.	The	explanation	for	any	phenomena,	that	is,	with	
enough	effort	and	research,	will	be	provided	by	their	discipline	and	be	reducible	
to	Materialistic	explanations.	

Dr.	Rupert	Sheldrake,	a	traditionally	trained	scientist	that	is	not	afraid	to	
challenge	the	scientific	establishment,	would	disagree	with	this	basic	scientific	
tenet	above.	“Educated	people”	he	states	in	providing	one	example,	“have	been	
brought	up	to	believe	that	telepathy	does	not	exist.	Like	other	so	called	Psychic	
phenomena,	it	is	dismissed	as	an	illusion,	Most	people	who	espouse	these	
opinions…do	not	do	so	on	the	basis	of	a	close	examination	of	the	evidence.	They	
do	so	because	there	is	a	Taboo	against	taking	telepathy	seriously.	This	taboo	is	
related	to	the	mind	–inside-the-brain	theory,	according	to	which	telepathy	and	
other	psychic	phenomena…cannot	possibly	exist…”.Sheldrake	adds	that	
“laboratory	studies	by	parapsychologists	have	already	provided	significant	
statistical	evidence	for	telepathy”.	

	

5)	Although	the	development	of	life	forms	is	governed	by	evolutionary	
processes,	evolution	is	essentially	purposeless.	Evolution	itself,	that	is	to	say,	is	
an	undirected	process,	having	no	inherent	goals,	but	only	observable	
mechanisms	(	e.g.,	Natural	Selection)governing	it.	Given	this,	the	notions	of	
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individuals	who	contend	that	there	is	an	intelligent	design	operating	behind	the	
natural	world	are	based	in	fantasy,	religiosity,	conjecture	or	wishful	thinking.		

Science	has	identified	the	biological	and	genetic	mechanisms	which	lend	
themselves	to	the	passing	along	of	traits.	As	explained	by	Evolutionist	Richard	
Dawkins:	“Without	any	kind	of	choosing	agent,	those	individuals	that	are	‘chosen’	
by	the	fact	that	they	happen	to	possess	superior	equipment	to	survive	are	the	
most	likely	to	reproduce,	and	therefore	to	pass	on	the	genes	for	possessing	
superior	equipment.	Therefore	every	gene	pool,	in	every	species,	tends	to	
become	filled	with	genes	for	making	superior	equipment	for	survival	and	
reproduction.”	

But	although	we	may	have	an	almost	complete	agreement	with	this	position,	as	
an	explanation	of	one	of	the		processes		of	biological	change,	the	notion	of	an	
intelligent	and	directed	purpose	(or	design)	in	nature,	has	somehow	come	to	be	
routinely	dismissed	by	traditional	Science.	We	would	contend	that	this	is	a	leap	
taken	too	far	by	evolutionists.	In	fact,	many	traditional	Scientists,	fearing	an	
association	with	Religion,	have	shown	a	reluctance	to	even	enter	these	Intelligent	
Design	concepts	into	the	argument.	This	dogmatism,	from	supposed	men	of	
science,	is	a	repetitive	theme	among	traditional	evolutionists	and	is	likely	more	an	
indicator	of	underlying	subconscious	doubts	masked	by	the	supreme	confidence	
we	are	observing.	

	

6)	Mythologies,	Oral	traditions	of	Indigenous	cultures,	the	Hebrew	Old	
Testament,	or	other	spiritual	traditions	and	the	“Holy	Books”	of	those	traditions	
are	unreliable	sources	of	information.	These	stories	or	Myths	are	not	to	be	taken	
literally	since	they	are	essentially	fiction,	employing	exaggeration	or	other	
literary	devises,	intended	to	impart	cultural	teachings	or	wisdom.	They	are	not	
to	be	included	as	evidentiary	in	the	Historic	record	as	articles	of	fact.	

	Roger	Lewin,	in	a	book	published	by	the	Smithsonian,	sees	these	traditions	in	a	
wider	context:	“…ever	since	the	unique	quality	of	reflective	self-awareness	has	
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evolved	in	the	human	mind,	origin	myths	have	been	central	to	the	intellectual	
minds	of	Homo	sapiens	everywhere….”	

	Origin	Myths,	all	would	agree,	clearly	fall	into	the	role	of	purposeful	and	creative	
fiction.	“Every	society	that	has	records	also	has	its	own	version	of	the	origin	
myth,”	explains	Lewin,	“where	myth	means	allegory,	not	just	fantasy.	The	product	
of	the	unique	curiosity	of	the	human	mind,	origin	myths	explain	far	more	than	
how	a	particular	people	might	have	gotten	here.	They	encompass	a	view	of	the	
world	that	instructs	people	as	to	how	they	should	behave”.	

But	I	think	even	Science	will	have	to	make	some	distinctions	here.	The	line	
between	supposed	myths	that	are	the	product	of	the	fertile	minds	of	ancient	men	
seeking	to	impose	some	meaning	and	moral	guidelines	onto	their	lives,	and	actual	
history	is	not	always	what	we	have	been	brought	up	to	believe.	For	example,	
according	to	a	traditional	Scientific	based	belief	system,	there	was	no	“Biblical	
flood”	as	supposedly	occurred	as	part	of	the	Old	Testament	origin	myth.	But	in	
2007	a	group	of	Scientists,	from	a	variety	of	disciplines	(Firestone	et	al),	in	a	Paper	
published	in	the	Proceedings	of	the	National	Academy	of	Sciences,	clearly	
disagreed	with	the	assessment	that	there	was	no	cataclysmic	event.	They,	in	fact	
have	confirmed,	through	numerous	lines	of	evidence,	that	there	was	such	an	
occurrence	resulting	from	a	meteor	impact.	This	impact	would	have	caused	an	
unprecedented	flood.	This	group	refers	to	this	event	as	“the	Younger	Dryas	
impact”.	It	occurred	approximately	12,900	years	ago.	Certain	traditional	cultures	
from	around	the	world,	incidentally,	have	records	of	such	a	cataclysm	occurring	in	
the	same	time	frame.	

As	Randall	Carlson	would	add,	“the	scenario	that	is	now	emerging	from	a	veritable	
wealth	of	evidence	from	multiple	sources	shows	us	that	in	the	time	period	around	
the	end	of	the	last	ice	age,	roughly	from	12,000	to	14,000	years	ago,	a	series	of	
unimaginably	gigantic	floods	swept	over	the	earth’s	surface.	These	floods	were	
the	result	of	what	can	accurately	be	described	as	flash	melting	of	the	massive	ice	
sheets	that	covered	virtually	all	of	Canada,	the	Northern	U.S.	and	large	sections	of	
Northwestern	Europe”.	
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7)	There	were	no	real	civilizations,	as	we	would	understand	that	word,	before	
about	6000B.C..	Peoples	of	Ancient	History,	before	that	time,	were	largely	
devoid	of	Culture.	Although	Shamanistic	or	other	pre-religious	practices	(e.g.,	
ancestor	or	animal	worship)	were	sometimes	in	evidence,	these	peoples	could	
best	be	described	as	simple	Hunter	Gatherers.		

	

Let’s	take	a	look	at	the	case	of	Gobleki	Tepe.	With	regard	to	pre-“religious”	
practices,	evidence	of	these	rituals	were	uncovered	in	and	around	Gobleki	Tepe	
dated	to	about	10,000	years	ago.	Concerning	these	finds,	famed	Archeologist	
Klaus	Schmidt	stated:	“…the	ritual	world	that	can	be	seen	at	Gobleki	Tepe	again	
does	not	clearly	indicate	a	specific	religious	concept…”	This	is	to	say,	from	their	
perspective,	the	evidence	shows	that	this	was	not	yet	a	civilized	world.	

Given	this,	It	is	the	contention	of	traditional	Archeologists	that	an	extremely	
gifted	and	organized	group	of	Hunter-Gatherers	designed,	fashioned,	carved,	
fitted	and	installed	the	immense	megalithic	arrangement	of	stones	seen	at	the	
site.	It	is	the	further	contention	of	these	traditionalists,	such	as	the	sites	
discoverer	Klaus	Schmidt,	and	Stanford	Universities	Ian	Hodder,	that	we	have	
simply	underestimated	the	cabilities	of	these	Hunter	Gatherers.	

But	a	number	of	authors	and	commentators	from	divergent	disciplines	and	
theoretical	perspectives	have	gone	further.	About	the	over	10,000	year	old	
archeological	site	at	Gobleki	Tepe	they	have	said,:	It	changes	everything!		

Alternative	theorists	like	Hugh	Newman,	Andrew	Collins,	Graham	Hancock	and	
others,	have	coalesced	around	the	theory	that	the	very	nature	of	the	site—i.e.,	its	
intricate	and	unusual	carvings	(obviously	not	carved	by	flint	tools	typical	of	the	
Hunter	Gatherer),	the	level	of	geometrically	based	planning	involved	in	the	
physical	layout,	the	lifting	technology	needed	to	fit	the	stones	in	the	carved	
bedrock	etc.,	all	point	to	the	existence	of	an	advanced	civilization	with	technical	
skills,	well	in	advance	of	the	supposed	earliest	civilization	that	would	not	appear	
for	another	4000	years.			
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8)	The	Origins	of	Humans	in	the	America’s	are	no	greater	than	about	25,000	
years	ago.	Indian	Tribes	reached	the	Americas,	from	Asia	(Siberia)	and	Came	
across	the	Bering	Land	Bridge	(Beringia)and	migrated	South	once	they	were	in		
Alaska.	White	men	arrived	by	boat	from	Europe	starting	with	Columbus	in	1492.	

	

There	is	much	evidence	to	dispute	these	claims.	The	story	of	the	Hueyatlaco	Saga,	
however,	is	an	excellent	starting	point.	It	is	a	compelling	example	about	the	
extent	to	which	the	keepers	of	the	traditional	narrative	of	our	origins	will	go	to	
protect	their	fictitious	timeline.	

	In	the	early	1960’s	discoveries	of	stone	tools,	obviously	fashioned	by	early	man,	
were	made	at	a	site	in	Hueyatlaco	Mexico	by	Archeologist	Cynthia	Irwin	Williams.	
Over	the	next	several	years,	3	different	teams	of	geologists,	using	different	
methods,	were	brought	in	to	estimate	the	age	of	the	site.	One	team	estimated	
the	site	to	be	at	least	180,000years	old	but	no	greater	than	280,000	years	old.	
Another	estimated	it	to	be	370,000	years	old.	The	team	headed	by	Virginia	Steen	
McIntyre,	our	key	figure	in	this	case,	estimated	the	date	to	be	about	250,000	
years	old.	This	sounds	like	solid	Science	in	that	3	teams	of	Consulting	scientists	
with	no	vested	interest	in	the	results	and	employing	different	methods	were	
used.	

Curiously,	however,	the	not	“disinterested”	scientist,	Ms.	Williams,	rejected	all	of	
these	dates	and	never	published	a	complete	report.	In	1969	she	finally	provided	
her	rationale	in	the	Scholarly	Journal	Earth	and	Planetary	Science	Letters,:	“These	
tools”	[i.e.	the	found	artifacts],	she	wrote,	“surely	were	not	in	use	[	at	the	site]	
more	than	200,000	years	before	the	date	generally	accepted	[	my	italics	]	for	
development	of	analogous	stone	tools	in	the	Old	World,	nor	indeed	more	than	
100,000	years	before	the	appearance	of	Homo	Sapiens.”	

	In	case	this	is	not	clear,	her	line	of	reasoning	is	something	along	lines	of	:	The	
evidence	must	fit	the	“generally	accepted”	theory.	If	it	doesn’t,	the	evidence,	by	
that	fact,	is	wrong.	While	I	am	not	sure	what	accepted	scientific	method	this	
conforms	to,	it	is	a	demonstration	of	the	complete	loss	of	the	scientific	spirit	of	
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objectivity	and	disinterest	in	the	results.	Williams,	for	reasons	we	can	only	
speculate	about,	was	unmoved	by	the	results	reported	by	3	unbiased	teams	of	
consulting	geologists.	

	The	geologist	Ms.	McIntyre,	however,	published	her	findings	independently,	
bringing	on	a	very	negative	reaction	from	the	Archeological	community.	And	here	
the	problems	really	began.	In	a	letter	to	the	editor	of	the	journal	who	published	
her	results,	she	wrote:	“The	Problem	as	I	see	it	is	much	bigger	than	Hueyatlaco.	It	
concerns	the	manipulation	of	scientific	thought	through	the	suppression	of	
‘enigmatic	data’,	data	that	challenges	the	prevailing	mode	of	thinking.	Hueyatlaco	
certainly	does	that!	Not	being	an	Anthropologist,	I	didn’t	realize	the	full	
significance	of	our	dates	back	in	1973,	nor	how	deeply	woven	into	our	thought	
the	current	theory	of	human	evolution	has	become.	Our	work	at	Hueyatlaco	has	
been	rejected	by	most	archeologists	because	it	contradicts	that	theory,	period.”		

During	her	involvement	at	Hueyatlaco,	Ms.	McIntyre	was	given	a	chance	to	
recant.	But	as	a	principled	scientist,	she	did	not	do	so.	Curiously,	and	not	without	
precedent,	Ms.	McIntyre’s	career	went	into	reverse.	She	lost	her	teaching	position	
and	found	it	difficult	to	get	her	Papers	published.	In	her	own	words:	“In	1973,	
when	we	first	announced	the	results	of	our	new	excavations	…I	was	sitting	pretty.	
I	had	the	beginnings	of	an	international	reputation	because	of	my	basic	research	
on	volcanic	ash	layers,	a	wide	correspondence	with	my	peers,	a	part-time	job	in	a	
government	laboratory	that	I	assumed	would	lead	to	better	things,	and	later,	an	
adjunct	professorship	in	the	anthropology	Department	of	a	State	University.	
Today	all	that	is	gone.	My	last	job	was	as	a	gardener,	caring	for	flower	beds	in	a	
local	nursing	home	a	few	hours	a	week”	

Unfortunately	this	is	not	an	isolated	story.	

	

9)	There	was	no	Ancient	race	of	Men	of	Great	Stature	(Giants)	as	was	alleged	in	
the	Bible	and	many	other	sources	(	e.g.,	the	Book	of	Enoch).	There	are	no	hidden	
Skeletons	of	Giants.	Nor	are	there	any	aliens	we	have	been	in	contact	with	or	
witnessed.	There	is	no	large	Primate	known	as	Sasquatch,	Yeti	etc.	or	any	other	
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relic	hominids.	Evidence	to	the	contrary	is	either	hoaxed	or	otherwise	false	or	
misidentified.	

There	is	so	much	evidence	to	contradict	this	false	tenet	that	it	is	important	to	not,	
as	so	many	well	intended	Alternative	commentators	have	done,	simply	give	one	
more	instance	of	the	suppression	of	truth.	Instead,	if	possible,	it	is	also	vital	to	
point	out	the	method	and	purpose	behind	the	concerted	attempt	at	the	
suppression	of	evidence.	

	The	systemic	acceptance	of	Methodological	error,	as	we	pointed	out	in	the	
Hueyatlaco	Saga,	has	become	common	practice	in	Traditional	Archeology.	It	
serves	as	a	watchdog	practice	against	the	admission	of	anomalous	finds	which	
challenge	the	traditional	Darwinian	Paradigm.	In	this	manner,	scientists	who	
conform	to	these	pseudoscientific	methods,	serve	as	part	of	the	league	of	proxies	
for	the	elite	to	protect	their	falsified	creation---the	belief	system	we	are	
presenting.	

In	remote	areas	of	Russia,	locals	have	long	known	of	the	existence	of	non-homo	
Sapiens	Hominids	living	in	the	wilderness.	In	the	late	1800’s,	an	adult	female	was	
captured	and	lived	with	the	villagers	of	Tkhina.	They	called	her	Zana.	She	was	
allegedly	6’6”tall,	and	possessed	immense	strength	and	speed.	Her	skin	was	
greyish	and	black	and	her	body	was	covered	in	hair.	Looking	at	her	clear	portrait	,	
she	almost	looked	like	a	Chimpanzee,	were	it	not	for	her	size.	She	resisted	
attempts	to	live	indoors	and,	despite	attempts	to	teach	her,	could	not	speak	the	
language	of	the	locals.	More	significantly,	she	bore	6	children	(	all	the	product	of	
alcohol	induced	Rape),3	of	whom	survived.	Were	she	an	ape,	this	could	not	have	
occurred	as	Human	and	Ape	breeding	has	proven	impossible.	Her	youngest	son,	
Khwit,	whose	picture	is	on	the	internet,	died	in	1954,	and	is	clearly	more	human	
in	appearance-	as	are	her	Grandchildren.	Her	unique	story	is	well	chronicled	and	
the	subject	of	a	documentary.	

In	China,	a	Species	of	Humanoid	known	as	the	Yeren,	long	acknowledged	by	
locals,	is	officially	recognized	by	the	state	as	a	Species.	This	official	recognition	
occurred	after	a	group	of	high	ranking	members	of	the	Communist	party	came	
upon	a	Yeren	in	their	car.	“We	had	never	seen	anything	like	this	in	a	zoo.	It	wasn’t	
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a	cow	or	a	bear,”	said	one	of	the	Party	members.	A	Statue	was	built	of	a	Mother	
and	Child	Yeren	kissing	over	the	entrance	of	the	State	Park	where	it	was	
observed.	

	

10)	In	essence,	man’s	nature	can	be	reduced	to	material	substances.	Human	
consciousness	itself	is	merely	epiphenomenal—that	is,	a	byproduct	of	the	
biochemical	activity	of	our	brains.	

Dr.	Rupert	Sheldrake	would	contend	that	there	is	a	scientific	basis	to	challenge	
this	materialistic	view	of	consciousness.	“We	have	been	brought	up	to	believe,”	
he	states,	“that	our	minds	are	inside	our	heads,	that	mental	activity	is	nothing	but	
brain	activity.	Instead	I	suggest	that	our	minds	extend	far	beyond	our	
brains…mental	fields	are	rooted	in	brains,	just	as	magnetic	fields	around	magnets	
are	rooted	in	the	magnets	themselves…mental	fields	help	to	explain	telepathy,	
the	sense	of	being	stared	at	and	other	widespread	but	unexplained	abilities”.	

	And	here	we	could,	at	great	length,	incorporate	the	viewpoint	of	Eastern	
Philosophies.	Suffice	it	to	say	there	would	be	not	only	a	complete	agreement	with	
Sheldrake,	but	there	would	even	be	a	further	elaboration	on	Mans	spiritual	
capabilities	

11)	Modern	man,	Homo	Sapien	Sapiens,	is	currently	in	his	most	evolved	form	
and	is	the	most	intelligent	creature	to	ever	exist	on	this	planet.	

There	is	little	to	suggest	that	we	are	the	most	intelligent	creatures	to	have	ever	
existed	on	this	planet.	But	the	evidence	shows	that	this	was	a	fact	that	was	not	
welcomed	by	the	keepers	of	the	human	narrative.	Our	research	on	Neanderthals,	
for	example,	confirms	that	while	they	had	brains	that	were	equal	in	size	to	our	
own,	they,	for	some	reason,	were	never	viewed	as	our	equals.	From	the	beginning	
of	their	discovery,	Neanderthals	would	be	judged	as	inferior	in	vital	respects.	Was	
this	only	due	to	their	by	their	inability	to	survive?	Thus,	as	early	as	1856,	the	
geologist	William	King,	without	any	meaningful	evidence	at	all,	wrote	that	the	
Neanderthals	“thoughts	and	desires	never	soared	beyond	those	of	the	brute.”	
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	While	the	stocky	Neanderthal	could	be	accepted	and	then	just	mocked	as	
inferior,	there	was	an	even	more	formidable	contender.	‘Giants’	of	7	to	9	feet,	or	
even	larger,	with	a	host	of	odd	otherworldly	features,	including	particularly	
troubling	elongated	skulls	housing	obviously	enormous	brains,	could	apparently	
not	be	accepted.	But	the	Journalistic	record	is	clear,	kept	for	posterity	in	
microfilmed	records	consisting	of	hundreds	of	newspaper	articles	from	around	
the	country	(and	world),	the	Herculean	efforts	of	the	Smithsonian	and	its	agents	
in	tracking	down	and	dispensing	of	each	specimen	was	not	enough	to	hide	their	
existence	for	posterity.	The	efforts	of	researchers	like	Fritz	Zimmerman,	Richard	
Dewhurst	and	others	have	repeatedly	shown	that	skeletons	were	found	and,	
often,	that	the	Smithsonian	was	the	last	resting	place	of	these	remains.	
Moreover,	remains	still	exist	in	the	world.	The	famous	“Paracas	Skulls”	are	still	
exhibited	in	small	private	Museums	in	Peru	and	Bolivia.	DNA	tests,	by	a	group	led	
by	Brien	Foerester,	have	been	performed	on	samples	from	the	skulls	and	indicate	
anomalous	results.	

	

12)	Cultural	and	technological	evolution	occurs	at	an	increasingly	accelerated	
pace.	Genetic	and	biological	changes,	however,	occur	very	slowly.	

All	things	being	equal,	this	is	generally	true.	As	technology	advances,	it	creates	the	
conditions	for	its	own	acceleration.	This	is	called	Kurzweils	Law	of	Accelerating	
Returns.	Genetic	and	Biological	changes,	by	contrast,	occur	very	slowly.	

13)	Most	of	our	history	has	been	spent	as	hunter-gatherers.	Technology,	defined	
as	“machinery	and	equipment	developed	from	the	application	of	scientific	
knowledge,”	is	a	very	recent	addition	to	the	human	experience	and	its	
development	is	well	chronicled.	

While	this	is	often	true,	there	is	much	compelling	evidence	to	suggest	that,	in	
some	cases,	significant	alterations	to	the	technological	timeline	must	occur.In	no	
sense,	however,	could	we	say	that	technology	is	a	“recent	addition”—not	unless	
recent	is	defined	as	11,000	years	ago.	Let’s	look	at	three	significant	areas	of	
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research	that	calls	this	into	question:	Goblecki	Tepe;	the	wealth	of	anomalous	
findings	in	Ancient	India;	and	the	Antikythiera	Mechanism.		

One	of	the	most	important	aspects	of	Gobleki	Tepe	is	the	precision	with	which	it	
was	able	to	be	dated:	it	is	about	11,000	years	old.	Given	this	fact,	we	can	point	to	
a	time	before	any	known	technology	in	the	sense	that	we	have	defined	it;	and	a	
time	well	before	it	was	generally	accepted	that	the	wheel	was	fashioned.	Indeed,	
the	site	is	littered	with	the	characteristic	flint	tools	of	the	Hunter	Gatherer	and	
evidence	of	their	use	for	cutting	and	consuming	small	animals,	whose	remains	
litter	the	site.	

But	then	there	is	the	content	and	the	arrangement	of	the	site	itself.	Ironically,	a	
writer	for	the	Smithsonian	Magazine,	the	mecca	of	Archeological	Traditionalism,	
has	put	the	contradictions	of	Gobleki	Tepe	best:	How	was	an	11,000	year	old	
megalithic	site	(with	cleanly	cut	7	to	50	ton	standing	T-Shaped	pillars,	fitted	into	
sockets	hewn	out	of	polished	monolithic	bedrock,	configured	in	a	set	of	rings	with	
mathematical	precision	and	adorned	with	finely	carved	animal	figures),	“crafted	
and	arranged	by	prehistoric	people	who	had	not	yet	developed	metal	tools	or	
even	pottery”?	

As	much	as	any	site	has	done,	Gobleki	Tepe	explodes	the	timeline	almost	
singlehandedly.	But	the	evidence	available	of	the	use	of	advanced	technology	in	
India	is	even	more	convincing	due	to	the	sheer	amount	of	sites.	Praveen	Mohan	
has	explored	this	subject	in	detail	on	his	videos.	His	focus	is	on	the	many	finely	
crafted	megalithic	sites	and	temples	in	India	and	surrounding	areas,	hewn	from	
enormous	uncut	stones.	

Many	out	of	place	Artifacts	have	been	discovered	throughout	the	world.	But	one	
that	stands	out	because	its	dating	is	highly	accurate	and	part	of	written	history	is	
the	The	Antikythera	Devise.	This	mechanism	was	found	in	1900	inside	an	
approximately	2000	year	old	sunken	vessel	of	Greek	origin.	This	would	therefore	
be	the	latest	date	of	the	mechanism.	In	any	case,	this	finely	crafted,	complex	
moving	metallic	object	is	described	as	an	astronomical	clock.	The	sophistication	
and	coordination	of	precise	movement	and	the	manufacturing	of	the	metal	gears	
and	wheels	all	speak	to	a	level	of	craftsmanship	that	is	comparable	to	a	fine	clock	



45	
	

that	would	not	appear	in	Europe	until,	at	the	earliest,	about	1400	AD!	A	roughly	
similar	devise,	The	Prague	Astronomical	Clock,	was	built	around	1462.The	British	
Historian	Derek	Price	wrote	of	the	Antikythera	Device:	“…from	all	that	we	know	of	
Science	and	Technology	in	the	Hellenistic	Age	(i.e.	Ancient	Greece)	we	should	
have	felt	that	such	a	devise	could	not	exist”.	Further,	the	director	of	Research	and	
Development	for	the	Swiss	watchmaker	Hublot	stated:	“this	mechanism	includes	
ingenious	features	which	are	not	found	in	Modern	watch-making.”	

	

14)	A	dependable	Historic	and	Cultural	timeline	has	been	constructed	on	the	
basis	of	years	of	scholarly	forensic	Archeological	research.	

	

In	the	traditional	view	above,	the	beginning	and	ending	dates	of	agreed	upon	
historic	periods	that	constitute	this	timeline	have	been	arrived	at	on	the	basis	of	
the	“prevalence	of	certain	technologies”	repeatedly	occurring	in	these	periods.	
Moreover,	the	common	cultural	characteristics	of	artifacts	present	in	the	carefully	
dated	findings	of	these	respective	periods,	reinforce	the	meaningfulness	of	the	
timeline.	

Alternative	thinkers	in	the	field	of	Archeology,	however,	have	agreed	that	the	
timeline	itself	is	truly,	as	Graham	Hancock	might	say,	“Built	on	foundations	of	
sand”.	The	main	reason	for	this	is	the	practice	of	Selective	sampling	(or	“cherry	
picking”)	of	only	artifacts	that	conform	to	the	timeline.	The	timeline	is,	therefore,	
perpetually	artificially	strengthened	only	because	of	the	exclusion	of	anomalous	
results	and	inclusion	of	congruent	results.	
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IX	Introduction:	The	New	Mythos	

	

“Evolutionism,	as	taught	by	Darwinism,	has	nothing	to	say	about	how	life	
originated.	Has	nothing	to	say	about	how	the	governing	principles	in	the	
universe,	gravity,	thermodynamics,	motion,how	those	originated.	It’s	got	some	
gigantic	missing	pieces”.	

																									---Ben	Stein	

	

	

The	“New	Mythos”	below	have	been	developed	out	of	the	critique	we	have	
presented	of	the	traditional	Evolutionary	Materialistic	Beliefs.	For	each	of	the	
points	we	have	presented	in	the	above	traditional	perspective,	we	will	present	a	
corresponding	revised	Tenet	below.	

A	word	about	the	lack	of	closure	in	these	new	tenets.	Philosophically,	in	the	
context	of	the	current	epistemological	and	methodological	crisis	in	the	fields	of	
Archeology	and	Anthropology,	it	is	apparent	that	the	atheoretical	perspective	
taken	in	the	work	of	Paul	Feyerabend	has	great	utility.	In	his	highly	provocative	
work,	“Against	Method,”	Feyerabend	puts	forth	that	Science	is	best	practiced	
without	rules	and	outside	of	the	confines	of	strict	methodology.To	back	up	this	
radical	claim,	he	challenges	us	to	review	the	“Historical	episodes”	and	shows,	with	
abundant	examples,	that	scientists	who	didn’t	follow	the	prevailing	methodology	
made	the	great	discoveries.	“The	only	principle,”	he	states,	“that	does	not	inhibit	
progress	is	:	anything	goes.”	
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Science,	Feyerabend	states,	“operates	best	when	it	is	an	anarchist	enterprise”.	
The	traditional	practice	of	science—Kuhn’s	“normal	science”—tends	toward	
inertia	due	to	what	he	refers	to	as	the	“consistency	condition”.	This	is	a	scientific	
rule	where	new	hypotheses	must	agree	with	accepted	theories	as	proof	of	their	
validity.	This	both	preserves	the	older	theory	and	discourages	progress.	In	
contrast,	Feyerabend	encourages	the	“	proliferation	of	theories”	as	beneficial	for	
science.	The	greatest	scientists,	he	states,	are	rule	breakers.	Feyerabend	
encourages	us	to	see	inside	the	mental	processes	of	these	geniuses.	Unlike	Kuhn,	
who	trusts	the	“normal”	work	of	scientists	laboring	within	the	confines	of	an	
accepted	paradigm,	Feyerabend	trusts	the	transcendent	genius.	

Feyerabend	states	that	the	history	of	science	should	teach	us	that	dogmatic	
arrogance	is	short	lived.	Science	should	embrace	a	more	free	minded	spirit.	
Traditional	physicists	of	the	last	century	were,	after	all,	overthrown	by	a	radical	
named	Einstein.	Likewise,	the	entire	geocentric	community	of	its	day	was	proven	
wrong	by	Galileo’s	heretical	heliocentric	doctrine.	

Feyerabend	makes	the	additional	point	that,	in	the	time	of	Galileo,	there	was	no	
existing	scientific	method	to	help	us	explain	his	theories.(Kuhn’s	
incommensurability	of	Paradigms).Galileo	did	not	use	an	accepted	method	but	
instead	created	a	new	way	to	describe	the	world.	

	

X		The	New	Mythos	

“	People	will	come	to	love	their	oppression,	to	adore	the	technologies	that	undo	
their	capacities	to	think”.	

																																														---Aldous	Huxley	
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1)	While	evolutionary	change,	as	conceived	by	Darwin,	exists	and	explains	
certain	fundamental	biological	and	genetic	changes	in	a	species	over	time,	its	
role	is	more	limited	in	Humans	due	to	our	social	cooperation	with	each	other.	

	

2)	Because	Ancient	History	has	often	been	suppressed,	unexplored	or	attributed	
(largely	due	to	the	excessive	use	of	the	traditional	Darwinian	Paradigm)	to	
causes	that	do	not	match	the	evidence,	we	cannot	conclude	that	we	are	solely	
the	product	of	natural	evolutionary	forces.	

Simply	put,	we	are	only	beginning	to	understand	the	nature	and	scope	of	the	
hypothesized	intervention	by	an	unknown	culture.	The	substantial	evidence	
presented	by	a	host	of	scholars	begs	for	further	exploration.	It	is	difficult	to	
progress	without	a	change	in	Paradigm	in	mainstream	Academia	that	will	allow	
this	to	occur.	

3)	We	cannot	say	that,	in	all	respects,	the	current	state	of	available	technology	
in	the	world	is	at	its	most	advanced	level.	Much	needs	to	be	explored	openly	
about	ancient	advanced	technologies	that,	evidence	shows,	existed	and	may	
have	exceeded	our	own	in	some	respects.	

Major	areas	need	to	be	explored	further.	Again,	progress	will	be	slow	without	
changes	in	mainstream	Academia.	

4)	The	essential	nature	of	the	world	and	reality	can	only	be	partly	understood	by	
available	science.	

Spiritual	disciplines,	particularly	of	indigenous	peoples	and	Eastern	Spirituality,	
can	make	great	contributions	and	should	be	integrated	by	science.	So	called	
psychic	phenomena	do	exist	and	are	explainable	within	the	context	of	certain	
Eastern	Paradigms.	The	so-called	“subtle	body”	in	certain	schools	of	Yoga,	for	
example,	is	very	similar	to	what	Rupert	Sheldrake	is	describing	when	he	talks	
about	consciousness	extending	outside	of	the	brain.	
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5)	The	evolutionary	paradigm	does	not	provide	us	with	the	knowledge,	wisdom,	
and	information	that	is	required	to	make	a	judgement	as	to	life’s	purposes.	To	
say	that	we	have	identified	evolutionary	progress	over	vast	expanses	of	time	in	
the	fossil	record	of	a	species	and	that,	by	those	observed	facts,	evolution	has	no	
observable	inherent	goals	and	does	not	provide	us	with	the	basis	to	make	
generalization’s	to	wider	assumptions	about	life’s	lack	of	design.	

	There	may	very	well	be	an	intelligent	design	to	the	universe,	but	we	cannot	be	
sure,	currently,	what	that	is.	Truly	open	research	and	debate	is	necessary.	Eastern	
spirituality,	again,	may	provide	some	answers.	

	

6)	The	accounts	of	traditional	cultures	may	contain	elements	of	truth	intermixed	
with	allegorically	intended	“myth”	used	for	purposes	of	imparting	cultural	
teachings	and	meaning.	These	“mythical”	accounts	are	therefore	potentially	
credible	sources	of	some	historically	accurate	information.	

We	have	mentioned	the	“Great	Flood”	in	the	Bible,	but	there	is	much	more.	Much	
research	is	needed	to	separate	fact	from	story.	

	

7)	There	were	apparently	civilizations	before	6000	B.C.	with	technical	
capabilities	and	a	cultural	imprint	that	mainstream	academia	has	not	yet	
understood	and	has	misidentified.	

Gobleki	Tepe,	Underwater	Buried	cities,	Pyramids	throughout	the	world	etc.	

	

8)	The	origins	of	humans	in	the	Americas	probably	occurred	up	to	200,000	years	
ago.	

Noted	researcher	Michael	Cremo	might	even	suggest	an	earlier	date.	Here	are	
two	accounts	from	his	groundbreaking	book	The	Hidden	History	of	the	Human	
Race.	The	first	occurs	in	Canada,	which	I	have	included	to	show	the	similarities	
occurring	throughout	the	Americas.	
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In	the	early	1950’s,	Thomas	Lee,	an	Anthropologist	working	for	the	National	
Museum	of	Canada,	was	doing	excavations	on	Manitoulin	Island	in	Lake	Huron.	
His	excavations	revealed	projectile	points	and	stone	implements	of	early	humans	
dated	by	3	of	4	consulting	geologists	to	be	between	75,000	to	125,000	years	old.	
This	was	well	in	excess	of	the	traditional	dates	agreed	upon	by	the	experts.	As	
with	the	Hueyatlaco	Saga	in	Mexico,	a	smear	campaign	and	cover-up	also	ensued	
in	this	case.	

Another	case	recorded	by	Michael	Cremo	concerned	George	Miller,	the	curator	of	
the	Imperial	Valley	College	Museum	in	El	Centro	California.	In	Cremo’s	words:	
Miller	“reported	that	six	Mammoth	bones	excavated	from	the	[site]	bear	
scratches	of	the	kind	produced	by	stone	tools.	Uranium	isotope	dating,	carried	
out	by	the	U.S.	geological	Survey	indicated	that	the	bones	are	at	least	300,000	
years	old,	and	paleo-magnetic	dating	and	volcanic	ash	samples	indicated	an	age	of	
750,000	years”.	Again,	as	with	Hueyatlaco,	a	smear	campaign	followed.	In	this	
case,	Miller	fired	back:	“…These	people	don’t	want	to	see	man	here	because	their	
careers	would	go	down	the	drain.”	

	

9)	There	is	substantial	evidence	to	suggest	a	number	of	additions	to	the	family	
of	Hominids.		

The	human	family	tree	is	far	more	complex	than	we	have	been	told	by	
mainstream	science.	

	

Much	has	been	commented	on	the	evidence	of	exceptionally	large	additions	to	
the	family	of	Hominids.	We	have	also	commented	on	the	systematic	attempts	to	
suppress	the	evidence	of	their	existence.	Other	cases	of	well-known	additions	to	
the	Humanoid	Family	stand	out	because	of	the	photos,	video	evidence,	amount	of	
witnesses	etc.	

Michael	Cremo	is	a	researcher	who	does	not	make	his	radical	claims	without	
substantial	evidence.	His	evidence	is	not	from	his	own	field	work	but	from	the	
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collected	and	forgotten	(or	suppressed)	archived	records	of	the	work	of	field	
Archeologists	or	others.	He	states	bluntly:	“Over	the	past	hundred	or	so	years,	
researchers	have	accumulated	substantial	evidence	that	creatures	resembling	
Neanderthals,	Homo	Erectus	and	the	Australopithecines	even	now	[	my	
underline]	roam	wilderness	areas	of	the	world….Professional	Scientists	have	1)	
Observed	Wildmen	in	Natural	surroundings,2)	observed	live	captured	
specimens,3)	observed	dead	specimens,	and	4)	collected	physical	evidence	for	
Wildmen…”.	

In	1967	two	unemployed	adventurers,	Roger	Patterson	and	Bob	Gimlin	went	by	
Horseback	for	2	days	into	a	remote	region	of	the	Sierra	Nevada’s	in	search	of	the	
Sasquatch.	What	they	filmed,	the	famous	“Patterson	Gimlin	film”,	has	been	
analyzed	by	experts	and	Amateurs	for	over	50	years	now.	To	my	knowledge,	no	
one	has	been	able	to	successfully	place	the	authenticity	of	the	film	into	question.	
Video	expert	M.K.	Davis	has	produced	a	remarkably	clear	stabilized	version	of	the	
film,	which	makes	what	we	observe,	an	alleged	Sasquatch	walking	clearly	across	
the	screen,	even	more	authentic.	Over	the	years	there	have	been	many	filmed	
sightings	of	this,	or	very	similar,	creatures.	Taken	together	they	form	an	
impressive	body	of	work.	But	no	film	is	as	impressive	as	the	Patterson-Gimlin	film.	

The	evidence	for	the	existence	of	this	sub-species	of	Hominid	is	very	substantial.	I	
have	only	one	question	to	ask	the	critics	of	this	film.	These	skeptics	have	
contended	that	the	creature	we	see	in	the	film	is	a	man	in	a	Monkey	suit	
(featuring	breasts).	My	question	is	how	did	two	unemployed	men	pay	someone	to	
make	a	monkey	suit	which	looks	more	authentic	than	the	best	of	what	Hollywood	
studios	of	the	day	could	produce?	The	Original	Planet	of	the	Apes	films	of	that	
time,	for	example,	featured	Men	and	Women	playing	human	sized	apes	who	
frankly	looked	like	they	were	wearing	cheap	monkey	suits.	But	this	was	the	state	
of	the	art	of	that	time.	

	The	most	significant	details	of	the	Patterson-Gimlin	film	that	could	not	be	
replicated	at	that	time	are	the	features	in	the	musculature	missing	in	the	actors	in	
ape	suits.	But	this	was	not	the	case	in	the	Patterson-Gimlin	subject.	The	
authenticity	of	this	film	is	best	determined	after	examining	its	fine	details,	which	
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include	features	in	the	musculature	of	the	creature	that	could	simply	not	be	
reproduced	in	a	monkey	suit	of	the	day.		

Dr.	Grover	Krantz,	an	Anthropologist	at	Washington	State	University,	stated:	“No	
matter	how	the	Patterson	film	is	analyzed,	its	legitimacy	has	been	repeatedly	
supported.	The	size	and	shape	of	the	body	[supposedly	7’3”tall	and	about	800lbs]	
cannot	be	duplicated	by	a	man,	its	weight	and	movements	correspond	with	each	
other	and	equally	rule	out	a	human	subject;	its	anatomical	details	are	just	too	
good.	The	world’s	best	animators	could	not	match	it	as	of	the	year	1969…In	spite	
of	all	this,	and	much	more,	the	scientific	establishment	has	not	accepted	the	film	
as	evidence	of	the	proposed	species”.	

Dr.	Jeff	Meldrum,	a	Professor	of	Primatology	at	Idaho	St.	University	would	concur.	
In	his	book,	Sasquatch:	Legend	meets	Science	he	details	compelling	evidence	of	
the	creatures	existence	from	the	casts	of	footprints	of	the	Sasquatch	he	has	
collected	throughout	the	world.	Regarding	one	such	example,	he	states:	“I	am	
quite	confident	in	my	estimates	of	scale…	Using	that	trackway	as	a	scale,	the	
subject	had	to	be	in	excess	of	9	feet	tall.	When	you	are	confident	of	the	size	in	
excess	of	9	feet,	you	have	to	ask,	‘where	did	they	find	an	actor	to	fill	that	
costume’?”	

Another	example	is	less	well	known.	In	1960,	an	Air	Force	Captain	named	Frank	
Hansen,	a	man	who	by	all	accounts	was	reputable,	was	on	a	hunting	trip	in	
remote	northern	Minnesota	with	4	other	officers.	He	was	the	senior	officer	on	the	
trip.	The	men	became	separated	from	each	other	at	some	point,	and	the	
following	occurred	in	Hansen’s	own	words:	“	In	the	middle	of	the	small	clearing,	
were	three	hairy	creatures	that	at	first	looked	like	bears.	Two	of	these	creatures	
were	on	their	knees,	tearing	at	the	insides	of	a	freshly	killed	deer…the	third	
creature	was	about	10	yards	away,	on	the	edge	of	a	clearing	crouched	on	its	
haunches.	It	was	obvious	that	he	was	a	male	of	similar	stature	as	a	man.	Absolute	
horror	gripped	every	muscle	of	my	body…without	warning	,	the	male	leaped	
straight	into	the	air	from	its	crouched	position.	His	arms	jerked	upward,	high	over	
his	head,	and	he	let	out	a	weird	screeching	sound…he	charged	toward	me.	I	
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cannot	remember	aiming	my	rifle,	nor	do	I	recall	pulling	the	trigger…blind	with	
fear	I	started	to	run.”	

Captain	Hansen	never	mentioned	the	incident	to	any	of	the	officers	on	the	trip	
out	of	fear	that	he	would	not	be	believed.	He	claims	to	have	suffered	from	
nightmares	thereafter	and	began	to	question	his	own	sanity.	On	December	2	
Hansen	returned	to	the	sight	and	recovered	the	corpse.	The	left	eye	of	the	
creature	was	shot	out.	Hansen	brought	the	creature	to	a	storage	freezer	in	his	
garage.	

	There	are	many	details	to	this	long	story	including	Captain	Hansen	covering	up	
the	incident	himself	out	of	fear	that	this	would	be	considered	a	human	and	he	
would	be	accused	of	murder.But	the	most	important	aspect	of	this	strange	story	
for	our	subject	is	the	fact	that	2	leading	Scientists	in	the	field	of	Zoology	were	
allowed	access	to	the	body.	Both	Scientists,Ivan	Sanderson	and	Bernard	
Heuvalmans,	found	the	creature	to	be	authentic.	Heuvalmans	published	his	
findings	in	a	Scientific	Journal	in	Belgium	and	called	the	creature	“Homo	
Pongoides”.	In	this	article	he	stated	that	the	“	long	search	for	the	rumored	live	
‘ape	man’	or	‘missing	link’	has	at	last	been	succesful.”	Sanderson,	more	direct,	
said	that	one	look,	along	with	the	stench	of	rotting	flesh,	was	enough	to	prove	it	
to	him.	

	Few	realize	that	the	suppression	of	evidence	extends	to	small	humanoids	as	well.	
The	so-called	Atacama	humanoid	we	have	discussed	is	one	of	several	examples	
we	could	mention.	

	

10)	Man	has	both	a	material	and	energy	form.	Human	consciousness	is	not	
merely	epiphenomenal,	that	is	to	say,	solely	the	byproduct	of	biochemical	
activity	in	our	brains	

	

11)	Given	the	nature	of	the	evolutionary	process,	Modern	man	is	probably	in	his	
most	evolved	form.	But	there	is	little	to	suggest,	given	the	evidence	of	creatures	
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with	massive	brains	that	have	existed	on	our	planet,	that	we	are	the	most	
intelligent	creatures	to	have	ever	existed	on	earth.	

	

12)	Cultural	and	technological	evolution	occurs	at	an	increasingly	accelerated	
pace.	Genetic	and	Biological	changes,	however,	occur	very	slowly.	

This	is	the	only	Belief	we	have	not	altered.	

	

13)	While	much	of	our	history	has	been	spent	as	Hunter	Gatherers,	there	is	
overwhelming	evidence	that	there	were	ancient	cultures	who	used	advanced	
technologies.	This	evidence	has	not	been	chronicled	in	Traditional	accounts	of	
the	Technological	developments	of	mankind.	

	

14)	The	existing	Historic	and	Cultural	Timeline	has	been	constructed	using	
unsound	practices.	Because	of	this,	it	is	only	partially	accurate.	The	Timeline	
needs	substantial	revision	by	including	all	artifacts	previously	systematically	
excluded.	

To	quote	Graham	Hancock	in	referring	to	the	seminal	work	of	Cremo	and	
Thompson	in	the	Foreword	of	their	“Hidden	History	of	the	Human	Race”,	“…the	
authors	are	not	proposing	that	[the	timeline]	can	be	put	right	with	minor	
tinkering	and	adjustments.	What	is	needed	is	for	the	existing	model	to	be	thrown	
out	the	window	and	for	us	to	start	again	with	open	minds	and	with	absolutely	no	
preconceptions	at	all.”	
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XI	Conclusions:	The	Dawning	Awareness	of	the	Believer		

	

“Nowhere	in	America,	is	there	as	great	a	‘class	consciousness’,	as	among	the	
elite;	nowhere	is	it	organized	as	effectively	as	among	the	power	elite”.	

																																																								----C.	Wright	Mills	

	

	

The	designs	and	systematic	actions	of	governmental,	corporate,	educational	and	
military	institutions,	and	the	elites	at	their	helm,	involved	in	hiding	our	origins	and	
history	have,	it	is	hoped,	become	clearer.	We	have	uncovered	some	of	the	
essential	characteristics	involved	in	the	molding	of	the	Self	of	Americans	--
created,	in	essence,	by	the	Power	Elite,	in	Mills	sense	of	the	term,	and	its	proxies	
in	this	country.	

	With	regard	to	our	broader	subject,	the	hiding	of	our	ancient	origins	and	history,	
we	have	seen	that	the	mythos	created,	the	belief	system	that	some	have	
questioned	at	their	professional	peril,	serves	to	veil	our	true	origins	and	replace	
this	with	a	rationally-based,	safe,	Materialistic,	linear,	all-encompassing	
evolutionary-based	explanation	of	man’s	progress	through	time.	But	this	fragile	
dominant	Paradigm	needs	to	be	guarded	by	a	watchdog	scientific	establishment	
who,	in	preserving	their	own	vested	interest	in	that	system,	become	divorced	
from	the	pursuit	of	truth.	The	rank	and	file	members	of	this	establishment	have	
been	inculcated	into	this	system	from	the	beginning	of	their	public	education	and	
are	guided,	in	varying	degrees,	by	the	false	belief	system	we	have	elaborated	
above.	
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The	wider	system	of	indoctrination	and	political	control	by	the	Power	Elite	has	
been	represented	herein	as	a	pyramid	shape	divided	into	3	sections.	This	
Pyramidal	system	is	held	together	by	a	hidden	interdependency:	because	the	
knowing	and	controlling	actions	of	the	elite	are	inherently	vulnerable	to	
discovery,	for	their	continued	effectiveness,	the	elite	are	upon	the	ignorance	of	
the	Believers	of	the	intentions	and	purposes	of	those	actions.	This	is	a	fragile	
system	with	the	potential	to	shatter	with	sufficient	Awareness.	The	tumultuous	
youth	and	Anti-war	movement	of	the	6o’s	and	early	70’s	was	just	such	a	period	of	
social	change	brought	about	by	this	new	awareness.	

Today,	likewise,	there	is	a	threat	to	the	system	from	such	a	‘Popular’	movement.	
The	overabundance	of	uncontrolled	information	spread	on	the	internet	has,	
nevertheless,	caused	rationally	minded	people	to	question	the	assertions	of	
traditional	Academia—especially	in	the	fields	of	Human	Origins	and	Archeology.	
The	famous	Philosopher	of	science,	Thomas	Kuhn,	might	have	referred	to	such	a	
period	as	a	“Crisis	Phase”	that	precedes	revolutionary	Paradigmatic	change.	

With	objective	painstaking	research,	taken	from	multiple	sources	of	information,	
one	begins	to	arrive	at	an	awareness	that	there	are	certain	topics	(and	
individuals),	that	it	is	difficult	to	arrive	at	the	truth	about.	These	topics	are	
featured	in	many	of	the	tenet	we	have	proposed	in	the	New	Belief	System.	

While	we	have	presented	a	plethora	of	reasons	for	any	cover-up,	I	for	one,	still	
remain	with	a	nagging	doubt	that	we	are	only	beginning	to	scrape	at	the	surface	
of	this	very	deep	enigma.	

	

		

	


