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This book is dedicated to the memory of my beautiful niece,

Stacey Diane Creighton

 (1982–2020), 

who was called from this earthly realm much too soon. She could sing like an angel, and the angels will surely embrace her as one of their own.
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The ideas in this book would likely never have seen the light of day were it not for the many other authors, researchers, scientists, and thinkers who have gone before me and upon whose shoulders many of the ideas in this book stand. To those great and maverick thinkers and researchers who paved the way—Graham Hancock, Robert Bauval, Robert Schoch, the late, great John Anthony West, and last but by no means least, Rand and Rose Flem-Ath—I thank and salute you all.
Writing a book such as this is, for the most part, a lonesome endeavor and not without its problems and setbacks. Without the daily encouragement of my wife, Louise, this book might never have been completed. I cannot thank you enough for always being there, Sweets. We had some exhilirating and fun-filled days at the height of the research, none of which was at all easy during a global pandemic.
My children were very young when I began my writing adventure. They are young adults now, studying at university and making their own way in the world. But in both of them I see young minds that are willing to question, a characteristic that will, I’m sure, stand them in good stead in the years to come. Thank you, Jamie and Nina for all your questions.
Gary Osborn, coauthor of my first book, The Giza Prophecy, deserves a special mention here. He has always been willing to look over my work with a critical eye and has, in this book, added a quite brilliant insight which helped make better sense of some of my findings.
Kayla and Jeffery, my tireless and brilliant editors at Inner Traditions • Bear & Co., also deserve much credit and plaudits here. Their attention to detail is truly astonishing, and it is through their skill and dedication that this book is what it is. Thank you both.
And finally, to my critics. Without you there would be few questions for which to seek answers. Thank you all for driving me to dig ever deeper into the mysteries of our past.

THE GREAT PYRAMID VOID ENIGMA
“With some of the best forensic reporting, Scott Creighton looks again for answers to the most intriguing questions ever to emerge from the Great Pyramid. The mysterious and unexplained ‘Big Void,’ revealed in 2018 by subatomic-particle physicists, has baffled everyone so far, but now, with a wealth of facts and details unavailable from any other single source, Creighton makes stunning connections between cutting-edge science and esoteric tradition, and he backs it all up with some very impressive detective work. If you want to know the facts—and be thoroughly enthralled—you must not skip this terrific read.”
J. DOUGLAS KENYON, AUTHOR OF GHOSTS OF ATLANTIS
“Everyone loves a mystery, and the mystery of Giza’s Great Pyramid is perhaps the most enigmatic mystery known. Who built it? When, and why? These three questions have tantalized researchers and historical chronologers seemingly forever. Recently, the scientists of the ScanPyramids project discovered a large void as long and wide as the Grand Gallery itself; another large chamber hidden within an enormous, incredibly ancient structure. It’s a mystery, of course. In The Great Pyramid Void Enigma, Scott Creighton digs deep into the history and the most pertinent of legends surrounding Egypt’s pyramids and the Great Pyramid in search of answers to the big questions of ‘who, when, and why.’ Creighton sifts through the legends and explores the landscape of one of the most tumultuous times of our past, a time of climatic chaos and mass extinction 12,000 years ago. Most of all, he spins a marvelous story around a complex topic that the best of mystery writers will surely envy, and he links a 12,000-year-old catastrophe to the beginning of our own history. A fascinating and enlightening book. I couldn’t put it down.”
EDWARD F. MALKOWSKI, HISTORICAL RESEARCHER, AND AUTHOR OF ANCIENT EGYPT 39,000 BCE
“In true whodunit style, Creighton transports the reader on a journey of exploration, skillfully weaving powerful themes with clear emotional expression, endeavoring to reveal the truth behind Egypt’s fabled Hall of the Ancestors. A comprehensive blend of history, archaeology, and ancient pyramid lore, it will undoubtedly rouse your curiosity.”
LORRAINE EVANS, ARCHAEOLOGIST, HISTORIAN, AND AUTHOR OF BURYING THE DEAD
“Scott Creighton casts fresh eyes on one of the world’s oldest mysteries, shattering the expectations that there is nothing new to be revealed about the marvelous megaliths of Egypt’s Giza Plateau. Go inside the Great Pyramid void, and you’ll emerge looking back with reawakened wonder.”
RAND FLEM-ATH, RESEARCHER AND COAUTHOR OF THE ATLANTIS BLUEPRINT AND THE MURDER OF MOSES
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INTRODUCTION
Piecing Together a Bigger Picture
History is like a multidimensional jigsaw puzzle: we know that an overall picture exists, but often, particularly with our most ancient prehistory, the picture is but the faintest of outlines because while some of the pieces of the puzzle have been correctly placed, many others have been set down in the wrong place; sometimes the pieces we have are mixed up with pieces from other puzzles; and worst of all, sometimes pieces are simply lost, preventing us from ever completing the picture. With no “box cover” to guide us and with only a few of the pieces of the puzzle in the correct place, we can only ever make an educated guess as to what the partially completed picture truly represents. Similarly, in archaeological research, we can perceive but a faint sketch of our remote past from the clues we piece together.
And so it is with the early, giant pyramids of the Old Kingdom of ancient Egypt. They rise out of the desert sands like some giant, geometric jigsaw puzzle, a puzzle in which we cannot even be certain that we have all of the pieces, and of those that we do have, we cannot be sure that we have placed them in the correct place in order to make sense of and build the true history, the correct picture, of these ancient monuments.
Of the pieces that we do possess, they were found by many different individuals, often centuries apart, making the progress toward building a true, complete picture of these monuments frustratingly slow. But gradually, enough pieces were found to allow us to come to a consensus as to what the partially completed picture is showing us. And this is essentially where we find ourselves today with mainstream Egyptology, whose consensus view of these ancient monuments is that they were built as tombs of the pharaohs, that they were “devices” constructed in monumental stone architecture that would ensure that the pharaohs could journey to the heavens and to an everlasting afterlife among the gods residing there, the stars.
How Egyptology came to this view is a story in itself, for it wasn’t always the case that the prevailing tomb theory was the accepted purpose for these ancient structures. The purpose of the pyramids is but one small part of the overall picture that we are trying to piece together. Compounding this particular issue and making the puzzle almost impossible to solve is the fact that unscrupulous individuals have placed some pieces of their own making into the mix, pieces that simply do not belong to the puzzle at all but that have the effect of completely blurring and confusing the true picture, resulting in incorrect interpretations and conclusions being reached.
But the true picture of these monuments—the picture on the front of our puzzle box—has, in fact, always been available to us. And it shows us, in fairly clear terms, how the pieces of this ancient puzzle should be fitted together. This particular picture, however, has long since been cast aside by mainstream Egyptologists who insist that the picture of these monuments presented to them by the ancient Egyptians themselves has little or nothing to do with the puzzle they are trying to piece together today. They prefer to work without the box picture, working in the dark, believing the few pieces they have put in place are enough for them to see the picture of our past in full.
Everything seemed fairly settled until 2016 with the publication of The Great Pyramid Hoax, which showed that some of the pieces of the puzzle used by Egyptologists to construct their history of these monuments were, in fact, fabrications—false pieces of the puzzle that served only to distort and obscure the overall picture. Since the publication of that book, even more false pieces have been uncovered, and like the earlier false pieces, these need to be removed from the puzzle in order to clarify the picture. More recently, in November 2017, another piece of the puzzle was discovered: a potentially massive new chamber deep within the Great Pyramid that calls into question the picture the Egyptologists have so painstakingly created over the past two hundred or so years. And once again, it was a piece of the puzzle that the ancients had already told us about but that was effectively dismissed and ignored by Egyptology.
And so, with these new discoveries, we find that parts of the puzzle we had already assembled will have to be removed and discarded, making space in the picture for the placement of the newly discovered pieces, the correct pieces. With these recent finds, the picture of our ancient history is gradually beginning to change. No longer are we looking at a simple “tomb of the pharaoh” picture so beloved by the Egyptologists. There is more—much, much more—to the story, to the picture, of these ancient monuments.
The picture was always available to us—on the cover of the puzzle box—to guide us to correctly complete the puzzle. So, with this picture in hand, let us now remove the false pieces of the puzzle, insert the recently found pieces, reorganize the remaining pieces, and reveal the true picture of our past. In so doing, a picture emerges that better correlates with that on the box cover, better matches the ancient legends that tell us when these timeless monuments were built and, more importantly, better fits why they were built.
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1
A Troublesome Discovery
It seemingly came from nowhere, the proverbial bolt from the blue: the discovery of a massive new “void” or space deep within the superstructure of the Great Pyramid of Giza—a possible new pyramid chamber that is equal in size to the pyramid’s enormous Grand Gallery (fig. 1.1). The discovery of the “Big Void,” as it was dubbed by its discoverers, was an instant media sensation and one that reverberated all around the world. Indeed, such was the magnitude of this discovery that even people with little interest in ancient Egyptian history were openly discussing it and, naturally, speculating on what, if anything, might be found within.
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Figure 1.1. The Grand Gallery within the Great Pyramid. The gallery is almost 30 feet in height, 154 feet in length, and is inclined at an angle of 26.5°. (Photo: Keith Adler)
On November 2, 2017, an international team of around thirty-three scientists from the ScanPyramids project published the results of their two-year-long Great Pyramid research project in the journal Nature. Using a technique known as muon tomography (or simply muography), the ScanPyramids team set up their muon detectors inside and outside the Great Pyramid. Similar to X-rays, which are used to show different densities of matter within the human body, muons (which are by-products of cosmic rays) can be used to detect different densities of matter within solid rock, thus revealing areas where there are cavities or possible hidden chambers within the structure. The technology was first successfully used in the 1970s and since then has been used to probe the interiors of structures as diverse as volcanoes, glaciers, and even nuclear reactors.
The ScanPyramids project team was split into three separate groups, with each group working independently of the others using a different muography technique. All three groups reported identical findings with a confidence level of 99.9999 percent that the Big Void within the Great Pyramid truly is a real structural anomaly within the monument and not simply a statistical anomaly. In short, the scientists detected a massive space almost as large as, and a short distance above, the Grand Gallery of the Great Pyramid (fig. 1.2), a space that could turn out to be a truly massive hidden chamber.
[image: image]
Figure 1.2. The interior chambers of the Great Pyramid, including the Big Void above the Grand Gallery. (Image: Scott Creighton)
And with this discovery, a new chapter in our understanding of this most ancient monument was about to begin.
Or was it?
WORLD REACTION
The reaction to the discovery of the Big Void from leading Egyptologists and other academics around the world was perplexing, to say the least, with some people talking about the “discovery of the century” while others suggested that the data the ScanPyramids team presented was actually in error and that no new space exists in the Great Pyramid at all.
Zahi Hawass, former head of the Supreme Council of Antiquities in Egypt (now the Ministry of Antiquities), took the academic “no mystery, nothing to see here” attitude toward the ScanPyramids project’s data. Hawass led the ScanPyramids science committee overseeing the project and said:
This is not a discovery. The pyramid is full of voids and that does not mean there is a secret chamber or a new discovery.1
In another article, Hawass stated:
Now to build the Grand Gallery inside the Great Pyramid, they cannot build the Grand Gallery with a solid structure, they have to have hollows around it to build it. And therefore, the 30-meter void is already existent. It’s already mentioned by Dieter Arnold 25 years ago.2
The Egyptologist Aidan Dodson of the University of Bristol in the UK, was equally dismissive of the find, stating:
There’s zero chance of hidden burial chambers.3
The current head of Egypt’s Ministry of Antiquities, Mustafa Waziri, was of a similarly cautious mind, and he seemed to be more critical of the preemptive manner in which the news of the Big Void discovery was released to the world’s media, stating:
The project has to proceed in a scientific way that follows the steps of scientific research and its discussion before publication.4
A leading American Egyptologist, Mark Lehner, who is on the ScanPyramids project’s review panel, also waded into the controversy, stating about the discovery:
Right now it’s just a big difference; it’s an anomaly. But we need more of a focus on it especially in a day and age when we can no longer go blasting our way through the pyramid with gunpowder as [British] Egyptologist Howard Vyse did in the early 1800s.5
While Hawass and other Egyptologists insist on caution in making any official pronouncement as to what the Big Void actually is (or may be), other investigators in the project have been more forthcoming with their views.
Sébastien Procureur, from CEA-IRFU, University of Paris-Saclay, emphasized that muography only sees large features, and that the team’s scans were not just picking up a general porosity inside the pyramid.
“With muons you measure an integrated density,” he explained. “So, if there are holes everywhere then the integrated density will be the same, more or less, in all directions, because everything will be averaged. But if you see some excess of muons, it means that you have a bigger void.
“You don’t get that in a Swiss cheese.”6
Mehdi Tayoubi of the Heritage Innovation Preservation Institute in France and codirector of the ScanPyramids project believes this massive cavity within the Great Pyramid to have been a deliberate construction.
When you know the pyramids, and the perfection of the pyramids, it’s hard to imagine that it’s an accident 7
He also said:
We don’t know whether this big void is horizontal or inclined; we don’t know if this void is made by one structure or several successive structures. What we are sure about is that this big void is there; that it is impressive; and that it was not expected as far as I know by any sort of theory 8
And further:
It’s not a false start, where they tried something and abandoned it. The engineering and design of this structure was carefully planned. It’s not an irregularity of construction. We leave the door open to discuss this with Egyptologists.9
Tayoubi makes an important point here, and it is one that is unlikely to have been missed by the Egyptologists: the discovery of the Big Void “was not expected as far as I know by any sort of theory . . . and 
. . . this structure was carefully planned.” In other words, this discovery is a troublesome one for Egyptology, for if this anomalous void truly does turn out to be another giant chamber deep within the Great Pyramid, then its presence simply does not fit with the carefully constructed “tomb of the pharaoh” narrative we have all read in our school textbooks for the better part of two hundred years.
All of which may go some way to explaining the clear reluctance of leading Egyptologists to even acknowledge that there is anything at all to the anomaly and the willingness of others to assert that the project data indicating the presence of the Big Void may actually be in error. For the Egyptologists, the scenario here is akin to having pieced together a substantial part of a large, complex jigsaw puzzle only to find much later that there’s another big piece in your puzzle box you had completely overlooked, and no matter how hard you try, it is a piece that simply will not fit into the picture you have hitherto created, a picture that you were convinced was correct but that may now have to be taken apart in order to insert the new piece.

THEORIES ABOUND
Naturally, with a discovery of this magnitude (especially one with such profound implications), we find that ideas and theories as to what the ScanPyramids project data might mean and how it should be interpreted come thick and fast. Everything from a treasure chamber, the fabled Atlantean Hall of Records, the location of the Ark of the Covenant, the true burial chamber of Khufu,*1 a natural vug, or an artifact of the pyramid’s construction process have all been suggested. Here we will take some time to consider some of the more plausible ideas that have entered into the public debate as to what the ScanPyramids project’s data might ultimately reveal.
Data Misinterpretation
Misinterpretation of scientific data happens—and more often than most of us realize. Could the ScanPyramids team have made a terrible mistake with their interpretation of the data? The editor of the Journal of Ancient Egyptian Architecture expressed such concerns, writing:
The form of the anomalous particles forming the supposed void image seem to have the same characteristics as the Grand Gallery: long, tall and narrow. Could it be possible that the Grand Gallery is in some way influencing the measurements made because of its very particular geometry? Perhaps creating a kind of ghost image or reflection in the scans?
These are questions that we raise to try to find an explanation for the singular announcement made this week that contradicts much of what we know about the funerary architecture of this period. Our concern is that the conclusions that have been drawn from the data are not supported by that data, but we remain open and attentive to the progress of the mission, and results that might justify more definitive interpretation.10
Following on from this, the British Egyptologist David Lightbody considers data misinterpretation to be a distinct possibility. In a working paper analyzing the ScanPyramids project’s data, Lightbody presents a hypothesis that offers an alternative interpretation of the data that suggests that no Big Void actually exists at all. In his paper, Lightbody writes:
The “big void” may in fact be the result of two zones containing many small construction voids which flank the Grand Gallery. Geometric calculations . . . indicate that the new features on the scans which were interpreted as produced by a single “big” void viewed from two directions, located 40m out towards the north face of the structure, could in fact have been produced by two smaller void zones closer to the center of the pyramid, one on either side of the Grand Gallery structure.
Due to the offsets of the two Nagoya nuclear emulsion detection plates from the center line of the Grand Gallery, which were of a similar magnitude . . . and the inward slope of the sides of the Grand Gallery structure, only one such void zone would be clearly visible on each Nagoya scan. On one side the small voids would be aligned with the detector and would form a zone that was almost a continuous void directed at the plate. On the other hand, the opposing void zone signals would not align with the detector and so the effect of the signals would not be cumulative. In addition, most of them would be hidden behind the signal of the main gallery structure. . . .
It is not intended to suggest that this second interpretation is definitive, as some of the same methodological problems raised by the previous interpretation would then be revisited, but it is proposed that it is another plausible interpretation of the data set that should be carefully evaluated. 
. . . The interpretation of scan results for ancient and singular structures like the Great Pyramid must take place within a context that includes historical, archaeological, and architectural knowledge, experience, and expertise, and a methodical approach.11
Lightbody certainly makes valid points and a compelling argument that the Big Void may be some kind of scanning artifact, a ghost image or reflection from the Grand Gallery itself. However, the muography scanning of the Great Pyramid was carried out by three independent teams working not from two but from three different locations (inside and outside the monument). Lightbody’s theory may explain two of those convergences but not the third. The independent results from each of the three teams converged to the same location within the structure—around ten to fifteen meters above the Grand Gallery. It is difficult to see how measurements taken from three different locations could all project a ghost image to the same location within the monument.
However, in consideration of this possibility, in 2019 the ScanPyramids project team performed further scans from several other locations within the Great Pyramid, including the Grand Gallery, the King’s Chamber, and also the small compartments*2 high above the King’s Chamber (and thus above the Grand Gallery) in order to eliminate the possibility of any discovery being the result of a reflection or ghost image of the Grand Gallery, as per Lightbody’s theory. The new scans confirmed the 2017 results: the Big Void is a real, massive space located above the Grand Gallery (and not a reflection or ghost image), and its length, previously thought to be thirty meters, is now thought to be closer to forty meters. The team continued to scan up to the pyramid’s apex but did not detect any other significant unknown voids within the monument. As a result of the new findings, Hawass and Lehner have apparently changed their view of this discovery. Larry Pahl, director of the American Institute for Pyramid Research, said:
As I write this (December, 2019), the Egyptian government has the Scan Pyramids team back in the relieving chambers above the King’s Chamber doing more scans and probing to find the best way to try and access that large void. The team has been quiet for several years after the discovery and worldwide announcement of the void. It took a while for the Supreme Council to be convinced of that void, but now Dr. Zahi Hawass and Dr. Mark Lehner are talking openly about it, as a possible store of something significant.12
Stress-Relieving Chamber
Although accepting that the project team’s data is sound and that it indicates a void of some kind within the pyramid, Lehner remains skeptical that the Big Void has any meaningful significance beyond perhaps being a “legacy” of the pyramid’s construction process, stating: It could be a kind of space that the builders left to protect the very narrow roof of the Grand Gallery from the weight of the pyramid.13
This theory by Lehner is similar to that of the so-called chambers of construction (known also as the relieving chambers or Vyse chambers) that were discovered by Vyse above the King’s Chamber in 1837 (see much more on Vyse in chapter 5 and the appendices). It is believed that to relieve the immense weight and stress on the flat roof of the King’s Chamber, a series of five small chambers or “compartments” were constructed above the King’s Chamber, with the topmost of these compartments possessing an inclined, gabled roof in order to deflect the immense downward pressure laterally into the body of the pyramid.
This idea, however, does not stand up to scrutiny since the Queen’s Chamber, which is located much farther down within the body of the pyramid and, as such, has much greater weight bearing down on its roof, has none of these stress-relieving chambers. Lehner’s proposal seems also to have been rejected by one of the ScanPyramids project’s team leaders, Hany Helal of Cairo University, who believes that the Big Void is simply too large a space to act as a pressure-relieving device.14 And, of course, the corbelled design of the Grand Gallery forms a great arch, which itself can be considered a stress-relieving design, which then prompts the question: Why would you require a stress-relieving chamber to relieve another stress-relieving chamber? The arched design of the Grand Gallery suggests that whatever might be found within the Big Void might be of considerable weight.
The Iron Throne of Osiris
One of the first theories to emerge as to the purpose of the Big Void, proposed by the Italian mathematician and archaeoastronomer Giulio Magli of the Politecnico di Milano, suggests that the Big Void will be found to contain a throne made from meteoric iron that would accompany Khufu on his journey through the duat to his everlasting afterlife among the stars.
For the moment, the prospections are too approximate to allow us any definitive conclusion; however, the existing information—together with what we know about the funerary religion of ancient Egypt—are sufficient to attempt at an explanation of the void which has been shown to exist inside the Pyramid of Khufu. It appears indeed that this void is not a failure in the construction, neither can [it] be interpreted as a structural feature such as a relieving chamber. We proposed here that the void corresponds to a nonfunctional “copy” of the Great Gallery beginning at the egress of the northern lower shaft and built to contain a symbolic object located under the apex of the pyramid. This object might be a throne endowed with sheets of meteoritic Iron, in accordance with some “resurrection” passages of the Pyramid Texts.15

WHAT NEXT?
Now that the existence of the Big Void has been verified with another series of scans, science can now consider how best the space can be investigated. Some ideas on how this might be done have already been proposed. For the BBC News, Jonathan Amos wrote, “Jean-Baptiste Mouret, from the French national institute for computer science and applied mathematics (Inria), said the team had an idea how to do it, but that the Egyptian authorities would first have to approve it. ‘Our concept is to drill a very small hole to potentially explore monuments like this. We aim to have a robot that could fit in a 3cm hole. Basically, we’re working on flying robots,’ he said.”16
An initial investigation may be even simpler. A small hole could be drilled into the roof of the Grand Gallery deep enough to reach into the Big Void, and then an endoscopic camera pushed up through the hole to look inside the space. This idea would not be unlike the method used to explore the small cavity discovered behind Gantenbrink’s Door at the top of the south shaft of the Queen’s Chamber in the 1990s.

THE PICTURE ON THE BOX
While the Big Void has clearly wrong-footed Egyptology, the fact of the matter is that it really shouldn’t have. This is because the Coptic-Egyptian texts that have come down to us from ancient times—texts, it has to be said, that are mostly ignored by Egyptologists as being purely myth and legend—actually tell us of this chamber or, at the very least, strongly imply its presence within the Great Pyramid. These texts present to us the guiding picture on the front of our historical puzzle box, and are our guide to piecing together and revealing the true picture of our ancient past and, in particular, the true nature and purpose of the Big Void, including why it was absolutely vital for the ancient builders to place this inaccessible chamber high up within the Great Pyramid.
So what are these ancient texts, and what is it they tell us?
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2
Examining the Legends
The past of humanity is quite literally littered with thousands of myths and legends, fantastic tales passed down to us in countless languages from just about every corner of the world. Most scientists today dismiss such literature as nothing more than the unscientific, wild fantasies and folklore of deeply superstitious and primitive peoples. Some scientists, however, take a different approach, viewing many of these myths and legends as accounts of actual historical events, albeit couched in a deeply symbolic and often highly embroidered language. They concede that many of these stories may, in fact, contain elements of truth, that they may actually have been attempts by ancient people to explain unusual events occurring in their natural environment using such literary devices as metaphor, allegory, and simile to create explanations that made perfect sense within their own cultural tradition’s view of the world and its place in the cosmos. These fanciful stories would sometimes be written down using an assortment of media (stones, palm leaves, parchments, etc.), but more often than not—since most ancient people could not read or write—they were passed down only by oral means for hundreds and even thousands of years and were finally committed to the written form only in relatively recent times.
The oldest oral tradition we presently know of comes to us from the indigenous people of Australia.
For Aboriginal hunter-gatherers in Australia, the imperative of passing on precise information about the nature and possibilities of the continent’s harsh terrain was clear. Without such information, painstakingly accumulated by generations of ancestors, the children within a tribe might not survive. Careful story preservation seems to have been an effective strategy. . . .
The island of Fitzroy, which is some 3 miles off the east coast of northern Queensland, offers an example. The Yidiɲɖi Aboriginal name for the island is “gabaɽ,” meaning the “lower arm” of a former mainland promontory. The term describes a situation that could have only been true when the sea level was at least 98 feet lower than it is today 
. . . 9,960 years ago. If the original naming of Fitzroy Island as “gabaɽ” dates from a time when it was visibly attached to the mainland—and there is no good reason to suspect otherwise— then this memory is almost 10 millennia old. That means this story has been passed on orally through some 400 generations. . . .
Humanity has direct memories of events that occurred 10 millennia ago. This conclusion runs against what many anthropologists and others have inferred about both the factual basis and the longevity of such oral traditions. Science more broadly has generally been dismissive of these, largely considering them anthropological curiosities, minutiae that define particular cultures. Now many of us are forced to look at ancient stories as potentially more meaningful. The preservation of extant oral traditions, in whatever cultures they may still be found, is imperative—they help define us all.1
Here we see the importance of the oral tradition. Where a stone or a piece of parchment can be lost, destroyed, or simply deteriorate over time, the human memory endures. And these “stories” were more than fables or moral tales; they often contained vital information within the narrative to ensure the tribe’s survival in one of the harshest environments on the planet. These Aborigine legends were essentially “survival guides,” containing much factual information, though perhaps expressed in story form for ease of teaching to children and to assist the memorizing process. What is truly extraordinary here, of course, is how intact these Aborigine stories have remained over this lengthy period of ten thousand years! But then, when your very survival is at stake, such stories will never be forgotten; they are literally a matter of life and death.
The Coptic-Egyptians had a similar imperative to adopt the oral tradition to transmit much of their own ancient history, even although their ancestors were among the first in the world to invent and use written accounts. The members of this long-persecuted group (presently about 10 percent of the Egyptian population) insist that they are the direct descendants of the ancient Egyptian civilization, the custodians of the history of the pyramid builders of the Old Kingdom. The word Copt is a derivative of the ancient Egyptian word Ptah, which simply means “Egypt.” There are a number of reasons why much of the ancient history of the Coptic-Egyptians was only ever transmitted across time through the oral tradition.
In her doctoral dissertation, “The Vision of Theophilus: Resistance through Orality among the Persecuted Copts,” the Egyptian professor Fatin Morris Guirguis explains why the oral tradition was so important to the Coptic-Egyptian people.
The Copts are the direct descendants of the ancient Egyptians, one of the first civilizations to introduce writing to the world. And yet, throughout much of their history, they have reverted to preserving and transmitting their literature primarily through oral means. . . . We can identify oral transmission of narrative as a covert strategy of resistance against the erosion of religious identity and the erasure of historical practices. . . .
Oral transmission of narrative not only helps preserve and define certain aspects of a culture, such as its bonds to its language, location and history, but is also a particularly resilient tool with which a culture might defend itself against extinction during conditions of persecution. Hence, we might expect to find that the oral tradition will resist change to the core message of a key narrative, but will nevertheless welcome, or at least tolerate, necessary or peripheral additions and deletions to accommodate changes over time. . . .
Not only can orality preserve and save a threatened culture’s history from corruption by the colonizers and those who are in power, but it can also accrue political benefits through lack of incriminating written evidence. Orality’s ability to preserve secrecy, as well as collective history and identity, explains why the Copts as descendants of the ancient Egyptians, a highly literate society, and one of the earliest in human history to be credited with inventing writing, historically reverted to oral transmission to preserve their history and identity.2
Throughout their history, the Coptic-Egyptians were subjected to three major waves of invasion and persecution by outsiders: the Macedonians under Alexander the Great, circa 323 BCE, the Romans under Augustus Caesar, circa 31 BCE, and finally the Arab invasion, circa 639 CE. Of these conquests, Morris Guirguis further tells us:
This brutal persecution achieved its effects; by the end of the eleventh century, the overwhelming majority of the Copts no longer used Coptic in their everyday exchanges. Manuscripts provide further evidence of this massive linguistic shift: By the twelfth century most of the Coptic manuscripts had to be translated into Arabic while the original physical Coptic manuscripts were neglected; today most of these originals have been lost or destroyed.3
With their culture suppressed from the time of Alexander the Great, it is little wonder that the Coptic-Egyptian people were effectively forced into memorizing their history and passing it on through the generations purely by oral means. Fragments of this oral history relating to the pyramids of Giza were eventually committed to the written form in early medieval times by a number of Arabic scholars (obviously keen to learn of the origins of these remarkable structures). The earliest Arabic translation of these Coptic-Egyptian legends seems to have been translated at some time between 840 CE and 874 CE. The most complete of these translations was included in the Akhbār al-zamān (The history of time) and tells us of the builder of the pyramids, King Sūrīd, and the reason for their construction. While the authorship of this early medieval tome is uncertain, some scholars believe it to have been the work of the Arabic historian al-Masudi. Later versions of the pyramid legend were also written by Murtada ibn al-Afif, Al Maqrizi, Ibn Abd al-Hakam, Abu Mashar, and Ibrahim ibn Wasif Shah, among others. The scholar Sándor Fodor tells us, “This Arabic text of the Sūrīd legend was translated from Coptic . . . the translation was made in A.H. 225, i.e., in 840/841 AD.”4
In his published account of his pyramid explorations, Vyse (quoting the scholar Aloys Sprenger), states:
It appears from M. Quatremere’s dissertation, that the traditions of the antient Egyptians were preserved by their descendants, the Copts, who were held in great respect by the Arabs. It is also said, that, in the reign of Ahmed Ben Touloun, who conquered Egypt about 260 A.H. [874 AD], a learned man, above one hundred years old, and of either Coptic or Nabathaean extraction, lived in Upper Egypt. This person had visited many countries, and was well informed of the antient history of Egypt, and was, by order of Ahmed Ben Touloun, examined before an assembly of learned Maliometans; and Masoudi’s [al-Masudi’s] account of the Pyramids is said to have been given upon the authority of this learned man. . . . Masoudi affirms, in the Akbar-Ezzeman, that he wrote his account of Sūrīd from a Coptic modern history.5
And so, in this Arabic translation of the original Coptic-Egyptian tradition, we read of a quite different purpose for the pyramids. Vyse, continuing to quote Sprenger’s comments on the Sūrīd legend given by Al-Masudi, states in the appendix of Operations, volume II:
That Sūrīd, Ben Shaluk, Ben Sermuni, Ben Termidun, Ben Tedresan, Ben Sal, one of the kings of Egypt before the flood, built the two great Pyramids 
. . . that the reason for building the Pyramids was the following dream, which happened to Sūrīd three hundred years previous to the flood. It appeared to him, that the earth was overthrown, and that the inhabitants were laid prostrate upon it; that the stars wandered confusedly from their courses, and clashed together with a tremendous noise.
The king, although greatly affected by this vision, did not disclose it to any person, but was conscious that some great event was about to take place. Soon afterwards in another vision, he saw the fixed stars descend upon the earth in the form of white birds, and seizing the people, enclose them in a cleft between two great mountains, which shut upon them. The stars were dark, and veiled with smoke. The king awoke in great consternation, and repaired to the temple of the sun, where, with great lamentations, he prostrated himself in the dust. Early in the morning he assembled the chief priests from all the nomes of Egypt, a hundred and thirty in number; no other persons were admitted to this assembly, when he related his first and second vision. The interpretation was declared to announce, “that some great event would take place.”
The high priest, whose name was Philimon or Iklimon, spoke as follows:—“Grand and mysterious are thy dreams: The visions of the king will not prove deceptive, for sacred is his majesty. I will now declare unto the king a dream, which I also had a year ago, but which I have not imparted to any human being.” The king said, “Relate it, O Philimon.” The high-priest accordingly began:—“I was sitting with the king upon the tower of Amasis. The firmament descended from above till it overshadowed us like a vault. The king raised his hands in supplication to the heavenly bodies, whose brightness was obscured in a mysterious and threatening manner. The people ran to the palace to implore the king’s protection; who in great alarm again raised his hands towards the heavens, and ordered me to do the same; and behold, a bright opening appeared over the king, and the sun shone forth above; these circumstances allayed our apprehensions, and indicated, that the sky would resume its former altitude; and fear together with the dream vanished away.
The king then directed the astrologers to ascertain by taking the altitude whether the stars foretold any great catastrophe, and the result announced an approaching deluge. The king ordered them to inquire whether or not this calamity would befall Egypt; and they answered, yes, the flood will overwhelm the land, and destroy a large portion of it for some years.
He ordered them to inquire if the earth would again become fruitful, or if it would continue to be covered with water. They answered that its former fertility would return. The king demanded what would then happen. He was informed that a stranger would invade the country, kill the inhabitants, and seize upon their property; and that afterwards a deformed people, coming from beyond the Nile, would take possession of the kingdom; upon which the king ordered the Pyramids to be built, and the predictions of the priests to be Inscribed upon columns, and upon the large stones belonging to them; and he placed within them his treasures, and all his valuable property. 
. . . He also ordered the priests to deposit within them, written accounts of their wisdom and acquirements in the different arts and sciences.6
So here we have an entirely different picture as to the original purpose of the first pyramids of ancient Egypt—that they were constructed as some kind of repository or ark to help preserve all that was essential to ensure that the ancient kingdom could “reboot” itself after an anticipated, devastating deluge. These first pyramids, according to the Arabic translations of the Coptic-Egyptian oral tradition, were not constructed as the tomb of the king*3 but rather as the womb of the kingdom, as recovery devices or instruments of revivification that would ensure the rebirth or afterlife of a kingdom that was soon to be laid waste by some mighty natural disaster—a great deluge.
And the ancient Egyptians were not the only peoples who held such a tradition. Vyse quotes Sprenger once more as saying:
The idea of a resuscitation of the world after a certain period, appear to have been alluded to by the Hindoos in their mythology, and also by the Parsees; and Herodotus states, that this was also the belief of the antient Egyptians.7
Of course, with any narrative that has been orally passed down for hundreds or even thousands of years and which is then translated from one language into another and then another, the integrity of some elements of the original content will inevitably become compromised; parts become conflated and embellished while entirely new elements can sometimes be added, usually for political or religious reasons. But what we must keep in mind here is that these Coptic oral narratives were not mere whimsical stories but would have formed a vital part of the cultural heritage and identity of the Coptic-Egyptian people, whose written history was mostly expunged and denied them by their many oppressors. As such, it would have been vital to them—just as it was to the Australian Aborigines—to ensure the key elements of their history were kept as accurate as they possibly could be, resisting other cultural influences on its core narrative. Failing to keep the narrative alive and true could have placed their history in danger of being lost forever and put their very existence as a distinct culture in Egypt in peril.
In reading the full Arabic translation of the Coptic-Egyptian oral narrative, we find that it contains elements that are self-evidently true. There are three main pyramids at Giza, two large ones and a smaller pyramid. The largest is to the east of the plateau, while the smallest to the south of the plateau is partly colored with red granite in its lower section. The bracing together of the stones is described as accomplished with the use of chiseled notches in the blocks into which would be poured molten metal, and we find evidence of such a binding method on some of the stone blocks at Giza. The narrative further informs us that the pyramids have various chambers and passages both above and below ground: again, this is perfectly true. The narrative tells us that some of the blocks were brought from Aswan, some 540 miles from Giza: again, all true. The king who built the structure is said to have been Sūrīd, a name that is believed to be a corruption of the name Suphis, that is, the Khufu of ancient Egypt that Egyptologists believe was the builder of the Great Pyramid.8
Fodor writes, “Manetho names the second ruler of the IVth Dynasty Σοūφις [Sufis], and he is in fact Kheops . . . the name Σοūφις could easily have been misread by the translator or copyist as Σοūριδ, thus furnishing the base for the Arabic form Sūrīd.”9 If so, then, once again, the Coptic-Egyptian oral tradition gets it right.
There are, however, elements in the narrative that do seem quite fantastical, such as, for example, the moving of the blocks from the quarry to the pyramid with the use of paper that caused the stones to somehow rise to the pyramid like an arrow being shot through the air. While such a story may sound bizarre and barely credible to our modern thinking, there may actually be an underlying truth to such a strange statement; the problem may simply be that the manner by which the stones were raised is being described using “analogous language” without any mention of the underlying lifting mechanism, that is, the science that might have permitted stone blocks to move through the air in such a fashion. What this fanciful language of the narrative may, in fact, be alluding to is an ancient understanding and use of thermodynamics, the use of a tethered hot air balloon made of paper (and perhaps also linen, just like the first Montgolfier balloons) to lift the blocks from the quarry, up into the air, all the way to the pyramid.*4
Just like the orally transmitted Homeric epic poems, the Iliad and the Odyssey, we will likely never know for sure just how old the CopticEgyptian oral narrative truly is. It seems likely, though, that core elements of the Sūrīd legend predate the Jewish, Christian, and Muslim embellishments, having been passed down by the Coptic-Egyptian oral tradition from generation to generation for hundreds or even many thousands of years. In this regard, Fodor, having extensively studied the Sūrīd legend, informs us:
It seems logical to look for the origin of the elements of the [Sūrīd] legend in the Egypt of the Hellenistic and the Pharonic Age. . . .
The frame-story, containing the dreams, merges Egyptian elements with motifs taken from Jewish and Christian apocalyptic literature. The prophecy uses the general topoi of the Hermetic Asclepius but in the Sūrīd legend, since they are closely associated with a definite king and definite events, they gain a more concrete meaning. The Christian influence transferred the emphasis to the Biblical Flood; the Flood of the Sūrīd legend, however, takes place not in a dark, mythical age, but in a chronologically determined period of Egyptian national history. . . .
The exact time of the birth of the Sūrīd legend is impossible to establish. . . .
The Christian influence manifest in the story indicates that it cannot have gained its final form earlier than the second half of the 3rd century. The development of the legend must have taken a longer time, so that only its final shape can be the work of a Christian. Naturally, the story was not handed down in an unchanged form by the Copts and the Arabs, but with minor changes and additions.10
While it is clear from his extended paper that Fodor views this Coptic-Egyptian account of Sūrīd as being mostly legendary in nature—a fable—he does, however, concede that there are elements to it that are clearly ancient Egyptian in origin, that these particular elements could possibly stretch as far back as the “Pharonic Age,” and that the story comes from “a chronologically determined period of Egyptian national history.” This is to say that Fodor appears to accept that some Egyptian elements of the Sūrīd story may actually be historical in nature and that it is not entirely a fable. It seems then that—as the old saying goes—at the heart of every legend there really is a grain of truth.
Given Fodor’s comments on the Sūrīd “legend,” then it surely becomes entirely possible that the legend’s grain of truth, the construction of the pyramids as a means for Sūrīd’s kingdom to be reborn after a devastating deluge, might not be of a legendary or mythical nature at all. Rather, at its heart, there are actual facts based on a true historical account (however distorted the account is made out to be through its use of analogous language and later by other cultural additions, conflations, and embellishments).
As briefly outlined earlier in this chapter, many of the claims in this ancient Coptic-Egyptian oral tradition can be shown to be factually correct and true, including, it seems, the very name of the builder of the Great Pyramid. But what about other, more contentious and seemingly outlandish aspects of the narrative, such as the stars wandering from their normal course or, indeed, the deluge itself? What evidence, if any, is there to support these controversial aspects of the ancient Coptic-Egyptian oral tradition?


[image: image]
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Wandering Stars
The Coptic-Egyptian oral tradition tells us that “the stars wandered confusedly from their courses.” The first thing to observe here, of course, is that stars wandering from their normal courses across the heavens can only occur with a disturbance of some kind to the regular geodynamics of the Earth. Such a disturbance would, to an Earth-based observer, give the appearance that the stars (and other celestial bodies) are moving from their normal path across the sky, when, in fact, it is the Earth that is deviating from its normal course via a rapid pole shift. While modern science dismisses the possibility of such a calamitous event, it is perhaps worth remembering that there are many eyewitness accounts from numerous sources all over the world that speak to us of just such a calamity having occurred in our ancient past.
And Noah saw that the Earth had tilted and that its destruction was near.1
Behold, the Lord maketh the earth empty, and maketh it waste, and turneth it upside down. 
. . . The earth shall reel to and fro like a drunkard . . . and it shall fall, and not rise again.2
And it shall come to pass in that day, saith the Lord God, that I will cause the sun to go down at noon, and I will darken the earth in the clear day.3
The pillars of heaven were broken and the corners of the earth gave way. Hereupon Nu Kua melted stones of the five colours to repair the heavens
	Earth inversion (with axial inversion),
	Earth inversion (without axial inversion), and
	Axial wander (often called true polar wander or geographic pole shift/crustal displacement). Earth inversions may occur independently of axial wander, or they can occur simultaneously.








	One or both of the stellar alignments presented by Trimble and Bauval do not actually exist in reality; that is, the builders did not create any deliberate stellar alignments using the belt stars at all, and Bauval’s pyramid angle (G1 apex–G2 apex) and the various angles of the star shafts are perhaps merely arbitrary or served some otherwise unknown symbolic function.
	The convergence date of the Bauval-Trimble dual alignment is so ancient that it goes beyond the one-hundred-thousand-year limitation of the currently available, commercial star-mapping software.
	If the star shafts do represent a shift of the stars in ancient times (perhaps indicating a pole shift event), then since the time the Bauval-Trimble alignments were first created, a subsequent pole shift event has occurred (as Dodwell’s research appears to show) that has effectively overwritten or wiped clean the Earth’s former geodynamic parameters (which were encoded into the pyramids), thereby giving the Earth a new (different) set of precessional parameters from those it had before. These new properties of our Earth and cosmos are, naturally, coded into our modern star-mapping software but not into the Giza monuments, which were set in a pre–pole shift world that possessed different geodynamic properties. In short, we may be trying to reconcile the Bauval-Trimble stellar alignments using Earth’s present geodynamic properties, which simply did not exist at the time of the pyramids’ construction; it’s a bit like trying to turn a lock using the wrong key. This further proves, conversely, that the Great Pyramid could not have been built after Dodwell’s circa 2345 BCE axial shift event because, were that the case, then the Bauval-Trimble alignments
	would reflect the Earth’s present orbital mechanics and we would then have been able to reconcile them to a single date.

        Put simply, that we cannot reconcile these two alignments to a single convergence date suggests that two pole shift events occurred in our ancient past, the second (most recent) event erasing the geodynamics of the Earth that had prevailed beween the first and second shift events.

	Manual calculations beyond the one-hundred-thousand-year limitation of current star-mapping software show that, as we move ever further back in time, the belt stars lose their familiar “dogleg” pattern, and the close correlation we observe today between stars and pyramids completely breaks down.
	The ancient Egyptians themselves dated the origins of their civilization only to as far back as thirty-nine thousand years ago. (This great age is, of course, contested by Egyptologists, who consider it merely as mythological.)
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