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SKYWAYS & LANDMARKS
by J.A.D. WEDD

Ten years ago Tony Wedd related leys and UFOs in this brief work
and published it under the auspices of the Star Fellowship. This
was altogether more interesting than Aime Michel's theory of
orthoteny (UFO alignments), and before John Michell plotted lung
mei in the U.K. (dragon paths). Tony's original work was far from
ostentatious and became unobtainable a few years ago. Philip
Heselton has now republished this essay with improved diagrams, a
couple of photographs and a new format. Tony was a great follower
of contacteas Buck Nelson and Dino Kraspedon and related sightings
of flying saucers to ley points. His notions at this pre-1967 per-
iod are very Aquarian with New Age prophecy and consequently ahead
of their time. Very much a pro-extraterrestrial theorist, Tony Wedd,
an ex-pilot, played a major part in bringing to general conscious-
ness the ley awareness which is now so potent. Though orthoteny is
now debased currency in most ufologists' eyes -- and a ver minor
aspect of leyology -- this is a fascinating essay, and let us not
too easily dismiss the UFO connection with prehistoric alignments.
Available 7%p (inc. P&P) from Philip at 9 Park Avenue, H@ll, HU5 3EN.
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MAGIC: AN OCCULT PRIMER by DAVID CONWAY

The aims of this book are most commendable, but the result lies
short of them. Unfortunately there is a load od rubbish interming-
led with some straightforward information, and the uninformed
reader is liable to be led astray. The time travel nonsense...One
feels rather like the AZOTH reviewer who wrote -- "I could not
recommend this book if it was in paperback at 3%0p. In hardback at
£5 it is a joke in bad taste." The writer even fails to get Wilhelm
Reich into perspective....Disappointing (Cape).
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HAWKINS IN PERSPECTIVE

By  JOHN RICHARDSON

On October 26, 1963, "Stonehenge Deca@ded" appeared in NATURE. It is
written in true Hawkins style, for in the opening pavagraph he praises
R.J.C. Atkinson's book STONEHENGE and then proceeds by stating the the
Helestone and the four station stones belong to period I, which is
unproven, and disagreed with by both Atkinson and Newall. In paragraph
"two he says that Lockyer's attempt to date Stonehenge had met with
much criticism which he thinks is totally Jjust because, "we have no
record of what the ancients took to be the instant of sunrise. Was it
the first gleam of the moment when the whole disc stands on the hor-
izon?" In the next paragraph, having explained how he sets .about his
task of taking measurements of sighting linés where the four positions
of the moon were examined, he states:"Rising and setting was taken as
a point where ths disc stands tangent. to the horizon." A flat contrad--
iction, because surely nowhere is ther any record of this being the
instant the ancients were interested 'in, so Prof. Hawkins'appear to
lay himself open to "justifiable criticism" to use his own words. In
this ‘article he says that the positions of the rising and setting of
the sun and moon were calculated by computer before the establishment
of important alignments. Then working from what Miss HawXes called
"small scale" and Prof Atkinson "now obsolete" plans of Stonehenge he
joinéd up what he considered to be important alignments between cen-
tres of stones. From these he produced two table of sighting direcct-
ions one entitled "station stone directions" and the other "triliphon
and sarsen directions". From this he concluded that Stonehenge was
nothing more than a calendar.

Hawkins had also been wildly excited by reading the weil known pass-
age, in which Diodorus describes an island of the Hypoboreans (prob-
ably, but not certainly Britain) that possessed a magnificent temple
of the Sun God and which was visited ever 19 years by the god who
played and danced nightly, and played the cythara. Having been looking
for an explanation for the 56 Aubrey holes, this pasdage reminded him
of thc fact that 19 solar years almost exactly corresponds to 235
Junations. Relating this to the Metonic cycle with the lunar eclipse
cycle of 18- 61 years. From this he claimed that »oriests kept count
of the cycle by using the 56 holes (56=3x18:61). These holes werc
split into what Miss Hawkes calls his "tripartite eclipse cycle,
three scctions of 19 years; 19 and 18 ycars. This would work by
placing threc stones in the Aubrey stone circle, 19, 19 and 18 holes .
apart and moving them all around one space every year. Furtheirmore he
claimed that, by using six stones one could predict every imporiant
moon even for hundreds of yecars. The siE stones would include the
original three, which would be coloured black and set at the -intervals
described above, and the other threec would be white, so that the end
result spacings woulkd alternate blac&, white in spacings of 9,9,10,
9,9,10, holes.

These findings appeared in another article in NATURE -- "STONEHENGE:
A NEOLITHIC COMPUTER", in June, 1964, He then incorporated them with
some of his earlier work, plus some account the history, legends and
archaeology of Stonehenge in a book "STONEHENGE DECODED!', published
in 1965. This book, written with the collaboration of J.B. Whlte9 is
no more that an elaboratlon of the facts of the two articles meniticned
above, which appear as appendices in the book, and five chapters of
history, etec. ., which appear to be full of inaccuracies.
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Prof. Atkinson points out that these chapters, which he presumes
were written by White, are, "marred by-a disregard for accuracy and
by a taste for bizarre interpretation which characterises the book
as a whole." Atkinson draws attehtion to some of "Hawkins" so called
facts: "We are told for example, that Beakcr graves contain swords and
spears; that Stonehenge I was orientated by its entrance towards
-midsummer sunrise; that the axis of Stoneh.nge II points to the
Heéle Stone; that stone holes B and C may b:long to Stonehengel;
tkat the Avenue follows “contours of altitude';.that the Y and Z -
holes .seem to have been filled again soon fter they were dug; that
there seems to be a strong possibility that the Stonehenge sarsens
had previously been erected at Avebury:" and concludes "That neither
Professor Hawkins nor his colaborator are archaeologists is clear
enough; but this is all the more reason for expecting them to have
taken competent advice on these matters before publication, and for
regretting that thay have not. This book appears to be only written
for the popular press who would accept the Bacts which Mr Hawkins
ard Mr White use. However I think Mr White sums up the situation
perfectly with the word fimaginary' in the ®Collaborator's Note' in°
the preface which reads: '"Being neither astronomer nor archaeologist,
I was able to contribute to this book only an intense, amateur int-
erest in Stonehengem and some research into its history -- real and
imaginary." As the archaeological facts show, his imagination ran riot.

Although the archaeologists werc irritated by the overall crudity -
of the book, when the annoyance had-'subsided they began to nibble
away at its astronomi®al core. Hawkins, between his aPrticles and book,
had cheonged a few major ideas. In his "Stonehenge Decoded" article
he said that thec positions of rising and sctting of the sun and moon
wcre calculated by computer, before the cstablishment of the import-
an¥y alignments, but in the book of thc same title, the procedurc was
reversed. Another brave step he took was to change what he called
"the station stone alignments" and "trilihon alignments" toiﬁeing
“Stonehenge I alignments" and "Stonehenge III alignments". is,
Atkinson was quick to point outl, was mixing stoncs of different
periods, hccausc excavation had shown that the station stones more
than probably belonged to a later stage than Stonchenge I becausc
the ditches around the stone holes 92 and 94 show little regard for
thz Aubrey circle and that in fact one Aubrey hole has the ditch
running right through it. He also pointed out that Hawkins had-
mixed up building pcriods in his alignment points; that the plans he
was using wecre not reliable, and that many of the stoncs had been
disturhed; that the horizon seclected was a crucial factor in dcc-
iding thc directiom of & rising or setting object in thc¢ sky, and
yet the bank around tle monument may have stood high enough to pro-
vide its own horizon. He also pointed out that somc of the stone
holes that Hawkins used werec thought to be of natural origin. He
could not understand why Hawkins should think that out of four "A"
holcs that only onc was dug for astronomical purposes. Betwecn the
14 points wused by Hawkins in his Stonehenge I tables he claims
that there are 24 significant zalignmants out of 50 and shows that
thc probability of these alignments happening by chance is 0. 00006
i.e. 131 10,000. Atkinson points out that from the 14 points there
arec 182 possiblie alignments and if the other "A" holes were incor-
porated there are a possible 272 a2lignments. Even with the elimin-
ation of unlikely alighments there would be '111' and '159' rcspe-
ctively. The probability of there being 23 (Atkinson finds even
onc of Hawkins' lines to be outsidc even Hawkins' limits of crror)
is C:46 and 9-97 rcspectively, which is wholly inconsistent with
thce Aypothcsis which Hawkins uses. On page 97 of Atkinson's "STONE-
HEJIGE" he mentions that the F,G. and H holes wcrc excavated by



Col. Hawley and that Hawley's dcscription of the filling of F,
from his unpublished diary, Aug. 8, 1923, reccords as-"very hard -
yellow clayed chalk for a foot below thc surface, then dusty and
powdery with humps of chalk at the bottom." In ANTIQUITY in - 1967
Atkinson stated in reference to.the above "this reads like that. -
of a typical twree or bush hole rather than a stone hole" and con-
tinues "holes G and H were hoth thought to be of simialr natural
origin by their excavators. But because the holes fall in a line
with Mr Hawkins' alignmemts (or should I say within his limits cof
error plus of minus 2 ) hc states that they were stonc holes of
period I. If he had said that beccause of his argument, the natural
origin of thcse holes seccms doubtful, fair enough, but hc dismissecs
the natural origin thecory bystating that there is no record of
trecs ever having.grown there."

Profl. Atkinson also points out that the limit of error plus or
minus 29 is quite unrealistic and is about 24 times longer than
cerrors actually obtaincd by experiment in sighting on a rising or
setting with a pair of sticks. "Translated into practical terms, it
means for instance, that the Hcle Stone could be moved 12 fcet to-the
north cast without affccting Hawkins' claim (itsclf unaccepiadle)) -
that it marks midsummer sunrisc for an observer at thc centrc of the
eirclhes ™

Hawkins'! sccond principle contcention is that the 56 Aubrey holes
scrved as a computcr also camc undcr firc, but not only from arch-
acologists. Thc theory of six stoncs being rotated onc holc pecr year
looks alright when you look at a plan: of Stonchenge. As Miss Hawkcs
points out: "I believe that it is only the ncat work of the Ministry
of Works in marking thec centre of these ragged pits with turf frecc
discs, and their transfer to the plans, that has made such a fantasy -
appear credible." I personally agrec wholchcartcdly with this,.after
finding that the dimemsions of the Aubrcy holes vary from 30 to 70
inches in width and 24 to 45 in depth. They would have to be a peculiar
six poste if ghey were. going to De able''to. stand 4dn every hole” ingthe
circle as they were rotated. Atkinson and Eawkes both point out .the
problem of why prchistoric man would havc dug the holes of such
varying sizes and fill them again & they were for stonecs to be used
over centuries as eclipse predictors. Prof. Hoyle, who wrotc a
follow-up article in NATURE and later one "SPECULATICNS ON STCNE-
HENGE" in ANTIQUITY, agreed with Hawkins' theory about eclipse pre-
diction, but pointcd out that there was no nced to set out such a
large circle to keep tallies of 56 years and that Hawkins' counting
system could not be callubrated by prchistoric builders {Hawkins
himself having established it by using tables of known eclipses) and
that the predictor at Stonehenge could only forctell a smell fraction
of eclipscs out of them all. Hoyle also thought that there must have
been a "veritable Einstcin or Newton" at work at the timec of the
building of Stonchenge I (Hawkins' period I) and that thcre may
have been a Neolithic pool of intellifence and that with invading
peoples this high standard was lost by the time of building Stone-
henge III. However, this secms strange to me, as far as 1 can make
out it is the very advancced building structure of Stonchenge TII
that has caused the monument to be the centre of all speculatory
movements and interest. Mr Sadlcr thought that eclipses could hbec
predicted morc simply with 47 holes and Mr Cotton and Mr Martin
demonstrated that Hawkins' 56 ycar cclipse cycle is unsatisfactory
for longtcrm usce.

Mr Newham, who has worked for years on the astronomical intcrorct-
ation of Stonehenge, was judiciously critical in his reply to
Hoyle's article in ANTIQUITY, and declared that, "if Professor
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Hoyle had been made- aware of all the facts, his approach would be
entirely different." As for Mr Newall, he was convinced that all
alignments using the F.G and H holes must be doscounted and he was
equally sceptical of most of the sarsen alignments. Altogether he
questioned 11 out of 23 readings in Holyle's tables. The tragedy

of the Hawklns affair is that he has something worth saying, and by
refu sing to refine it and '‘sore ¥ OB from the melodramatic, filled
with misunderstandings, halftruths, irrelevancies and the condes-
cending tone aimed at the popular press, he is failing to communic-
ate with those whosejudgment is worth having. Even acknowlefiging the
discrepancies on the mathematical side (which I have tended to avoid
because I don't know enough about that side and I have to accept
figures as they stand), almost everybody who has written about
Hawkins and Hoyle has pointed out, especially Atkinson who revecaled
many errors in his review of STONEHENGE DECODED - "MOONSHINE ON
STONEHENGE" - and a small reply to Hoyle's article "SPECULATIONS ON
STONEHENGE", no can be really said to have demolished the general
thesis that Stonehenge incoPrpoarated some astronomical alignments.

666.._-*:{: S

£€ Editor's note: The above is taken from a thesis written by
Northumbrian student John Richardson. It b®ings into persgective
the achievements and failings of Hawkins. The thesis covers more
ground than the extract published above and a few other points
raised are worthy of mention.

1. The writer draws attention to Prof Thom's "studious avoidance
of Stonehenge with all its uncretainties." What does Thom think of

. . Q . =
th%? ﬁérg%%marises the findings of Thom, Marshack, Critchlow, @iy

Underwood, Michell,. and Watkins on ancient mam. He comcludes:
"Michell uses inside diameters, centre of stone diameters and. even
external diamecters in his arguments, which appears to be rather

a wide area to take one's figures from. Apart from Thom and Marsh-
ack, and possipbly Watkins, it would appcar that thec remainder of
the non-orthodox have misused the facts to suit their own ends,

and have tended to ignore the basic archaecological facts; but the
archaeologists themsclves sometimes appear to bec as bad themselves.
For cxample, when Mr Kelloway, a geologist, was interviewed on TV
in connection with his theory thal all the stones of Stonehenge
were probably decposited by glaciation, Dr Glyn Danicl used the
argument that Geoffrey of Monmouth had rccorded that they had been
brought from the west, therefore they must have becen. However, wheat
he didn't say was that Geoffrcy also stated that the stones had
come to Ireland from Africa and had becn brought by Merlin's art

to Salisbury Plain. However, this interview was really a non-cvent
in as much as two archacologists were sct up to answer a gcologist's
views. Mr Atkinson showcd with thc aid of a film how a model blue-
stonc had bcen brought from Wales by schoolboys and thus acquitted
himsclf. Dr Daniel argucd as stated above, by Kelloway was takking
about a different matter. He was saying that the stones had been
brought by glaciation and couldn't disprove Atkinson, or vice versa,
but had another gcologist becen on the programme thatsi Kelloway would
have had a fair trial."

3, John Richardson calls on all factions to cease arguing with one
anothcr and combine to research the problems; also to stop thinking
of mcgalithic man as a hunter and warrior.

L. Remeber Thom's words -- "Wec must no longer asscrt that these
people could not possibly have known this or donc that." P =
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ANCIENT DORCHESTER
by  MOLLIE CAREY

I have received many rcqiests for information about the ancient cent-
res from pcople who are interested in the old leys, so I thcught that
I would write a few articles about them, and as Dorchester sccms to
be one of the lesser known areas, this is a good place to start with.
The area around and including Dorchcster was of some importance in
those far-ff days of the megalith builders, and thecre are many sitcs
scattecred around the town and to the west of it.

A friend of minc who visited Maiden Castle, which is just south of
the town, told me that shc was surprised to find that it was strangely
"dead" when she tried to pick up impressions of thc past. She is psy-
chic and as she stood on the low mound she had a very strong impress-
ion that shc was in the wrong place, rather like being in the Stonc-
henge area and only finding Woodhenge. How right this impression was!

The Neoldthic enclosure on top of the hill has a very long mound
built across it, and three burials were found at one end of this. There
is no evidencc of permanent occupation in thec areca, but rather supports
the thcory that this place might have becen where they rounded up cattle
a8s plenty of animal bones werc founc in the dibch. If only threc bodics
were buried in the mound then it is possible that there was very little
cercmony practised herc. y i o ey :

The Iron Age ramparts were built around the whole top of thec hill in
much later times to moke it a very impressive fort, and it was hére
that the Britons were massacred by thec Roman8§ when they stormed the
place, and bodies were found hurriedly buried inside:the fort.

It is thc town of Dorchester itsclf where two important sites<arc to
be found. Onc of themy, Maumbury Rings, is situated betwecn the two
railway stations, and was a Ncolithic henge that was made into an amp-
ithcatre in Roman times. In the 18th. Century onc stonc was still
stanfling inside the entrance. Therc was 2 massive bank that was more
than 15ft. high, and thc henge was 350ft. in diameter. Thecre wcre pdts
as deep as 35ft in the diteh.

To the cast of the town, and just on the outskirts, is another hecnge
known as Mount Plcasant, and this is a huge circular sitc or rather
slightly oval in plan. Therc is not much to sece therec now as it has
becen under the plough for a very long time, but this was a place of
somc importancc in prchistoric times. It compares with Durrington Walls
near Stonehcnge. It has a max. diameter of 1200ft., the ditch lies
within the bank. On the west side, a large round barrow, presumably of
the Bronzc Age lics on top of the bank of the circle (Conquer Barrow).
Built in Neolithic times, this henge was partly cxcavated in 1970.
Sitcd on a low but prominent hill, it had a palisade fence around the
hilltop, and the postholes show clecarly that the posts were placed
side by side to make quite a sturdy stockade.

Near the middle was found the remains of a huge timbcr-built struct-
ure surrounded by a dibch and bank, with the bank on the outsidec of
the ditch. The timber building had a diameter of 38 metres. After the
building had been standing for a considerable time, it was replaced by
a stone structure built of sarsens. AT the centre of what had been the
timber building four pits were dug at the corners of a square with
sides exactly 6°5 metres long. Along thc sides of this square was
erected a three-sided structure of sarsecn monoliths, of which four
sockets had survived the ploughing and in one of which were found the
stump of the original stone. The open side of this structure faces
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south and was surrounded on the north, west and east by three out-
lying stones which were placed approximately on the line of the
outer wall of the old timber building. Also they found a bronze
axe in the Neolithic layer, and this was a thing that archaeolo-
gists have dreaded, for the Neolithic was supposed to be 2 non-
metal eral

Now, this henge, I feel, could well be =he key to all the others
in the area. This is only a brief descrip:iion of it; anyone want-
ing to know more about it should try Dorchester Muscum, for they
will surely have a full report on this, aand any other site around.

Some miles to the west of Dorchester is Eggardon Hill, and though
the fort on this hilltop is Iron Age, I fccl that it was used in
some way at lcast in the Bronze Age, apart from the two round barr-
-ows on the top of its summit. Is it a Dragon Hill®?

To the S.E. and not fab away is a probablp henge, and further S.
at Litton Cheyney are two circles, one which may havc contained at
least four stones, and the other has one stone still standing.

To the S.W. from these circles, at Kingstone Russell is another
circle; the stones are all recumbent now, and are best seen in the
winter when the grass has died down.

The nine stones circle near Winterbourne Abbas is railed cff and
thcre arc numerous long and round barrows in the area, and mayte
the occasional standing stone, and we may have found quite a stirange
measure between all the barrows. All thesec sites should be seen
as one big complcx that in its way was as important as Stonehenge
or any other of the hetter known areas.

There must bc many leys passing over this area, and there is
the Cernc Giant to the north of Dorchester. I have not yet visited
any of these sites, but at least I have done some homework for
when I do, and I shall not fall -into the trap of going to Maiden
Castle to get impressions of the Neolithic and Bronze Ages, althougk
I shall go therec, for I love the old forts, and the Iron Age will
have something to tell us I'm sure.

Since starting this article, the post has brought mc a letter
from a man who, when standing on one cnd of the long mound at
Maiden Castle, says he felt that he could see someone being chop-
ped up, and hec had a moment of real fear, and had to lecave the spot.
Wecll, the archacologieal account goes that one of the bodies in the
long mound had all its limbs chopped off, and scems to have becn
cooked! It was a yound man, and the other two bodies were children.
No wonder this man had sensations of fead Were these bodies sac-
rificed? There is an element of primitive tribes and more advanced
people in the story of this area, and though it is a puzzle I can
see a glimmer of light, but I haven't got all the answers by a
long chalk! It is only when you know about all the sites that you
can see how insignificant Maiden Castle was in Neolithic and Bronze
Age times. No wonder my friend had the impression of being in the
" wrong placé!

Books to read for further information:-

A Guide to Prehistoric Britain -- Nicholas Thomas (Batsford)

Discovering Regional Archaeology:Wessex -- Leslie Grinsell and
James Dyer (Shire). Handy little guide at 30Op.

Archaeology of Wessex -- Leslie Grinsell (Methuen).

Dorchester Muesum for more information.
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GURDJTIEFF & LEY CONSCIOQUSNESS?

£€ David Hall drew my attention to this extract from
®Our Life With Mr Gurdjieff", by Thomas de Hartmann.
Gurdjieff and a number of his pupils were travelling
through the Caucasus between Essentuki and the Black
Sea town of Sochi in order to escape the Bolsheviks,
in the waken of the Riussian revolution. The passage

reveals an aspect of Gurdjieff's extraordinary know-
lege, which he discovered among the Dervish and Sufi
orders. >+ ‘

Before leaving Essentuki, Mr Gurdjleff had said that we would find
dolmen$ in the mountains; nowm from conversations with the peasants,
he learned that hunters knew how tc get to one. The next morning Mr
Gurdjieff and some of us went with these hunters and soon came to a
dolmen. The area looked as though it had been inhabited many years
ago; . tl:e hunters said that the peasants once had used these stones
as a chicken house. This dolmen was a heavy stone box, seven or
eight feet square, hollowed from a single rock. The cover was one
great flat stone. In one side of the dolmen, there was a perfectly
bound hole ten or twelve inches in diameter. With difficulty, my
wife managed to get through this small hole, but she found the dol-
men completely empty. I remember that this d@pening was toward the
south—-east. There was a theory that the dolmens were altars, but
this is very doubtful. Mr Gurdjieff said that they might have been
road signs, showing the way to places of initiation. He asked the
hunterc whether they had found any more dolmensd in the woods - even
broken ones ~ but they said that they had not seen any. Thémn Mr -
Gurdjieff took some measurements and determined a direction for us -
to take. He told us to mark it with thin sticks to which handker-
chiefs were attached. We had to make our way with axes through the
heavy, virgin woods. Soon we came to another dolmen, quite covered
with grass and bushes, but intact. Then a third was found, but the
stone cover of this one lay broken nearby. Again thzsre was nothing
inside. This discovery of Mr Gurdjieff's was the result of calcul-
ation and astonished us as much as it did the hunters, who thought
they knew the country perfectly." (p.69 Penguin paperback, U.S.
edition; not believe published in U.K.).

READERS' LETTERS:

Philip Jones writgs:-- "T have just obtained
issues 32-35 and my attention was drawn to certain articles which I
think nsed a little more expansion.
1) To Tegin, I wish to take up the alarmingly blinkered editorial in
issue *2 which appeared to dismiss the conventional approach to arch-
aeology in entirety, ignoring our debdy to such processes however
grudgingly we accept their worth. It seems it is not enough to be
deemed a part of the "lunatic fringe of archaeology", I am now also
a rapis® because I dig sites in an attempt to learn all that is
possible from material remains. Mr Screcton thinks that whether the
Iron Age follows the Bronze Age is irrelevant and of course it is
if one is only interested in romantic speculation and the perpetua-
tion of myths. But if, as I do, you think that not only the occulled
knowledge of man, but his culture and society could hold models for
the future, then it is essential that we learn all we can about man's
evolving relationship with his environment and also the degeneration
of successive culiures, as seen through their artefacts. These are
guestions that can only be answered by digging, whilst realising at
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the same time the limitations of the method and the aims and ideas
that cannot testify. Surprisingly, conveniional archaeological
techniques have been employed as the key to problems other than
those directly concerned with artefacts and sites, witness the
work undertaken at Glastonbury vy Sir Frederick Bligh Bond, who I
feel sure does not fit into the vast generalizations of Paul
Screcton. €€ Paul Screcton writes: Diggini: has, I repeat, done
more bad than good for these sites should not be tampered with as
they are precision instruments. Our real Itnowledge has not come
from pottery and tool hoardes, but tane priecise measurements of
people such as Bond; the geometrical analyses of Thom; the
intdition of John Foster Forbes; psychic investigations of Iris
Campbell; and vision of thosc like Lcthbridge and Michell.J}3

2) A rccommendation in issue 35 for E.O. Gordon's "Prehisteric
London" made me wonder if it is possible for readcrs outside
London to follow up any of the key points in the book. The theory
of the book rcvolves around a Pythagorean trianglc with corncrs
at Tothill ncar Westminster, Parladment Hill rear Hampstead, the
White Mound of the Tower of London aild Penton, a mound betwecen
the last two. Together with barrows on Primrose Hill ncarly, they
comprised a series of opcn air sancituaries dating back to the ‘
Trolians.

a) Parliament Hill - probably an Early Bronze Age barrow known
by Gordon as Llandin or Llyn-din, names that go back to Tom
- Pennakrtt in 1793 who postulated a Celtic "city of the lake." The
barrow was excavated 1894 with a considerable amount of charcoal
inssthe centire.

b) Tothill - first mentioned in 979 as "Pan Llawe" meaning a
Saxon burial mound. In Medieaval time it was referred to as
reither Tothulle or St Hermits Hill, crowned with a chapel dedicated
to St Armine of Brittany and surrounded by the Beacon fields. Later
history saw it as the execution platform for necromanccrs and the
site now stands near St James's underground station.

c) Penton - this "prehistoric sanctuary™ in Gordon's words dates
from 1773 when Henry Penton, M.P. for Winchester, bought land here
in Islington and developed a housing estate on it.

d) White Mount - the Tower of London and its surrounding hexag-
onal moat is the obvious choice of the 3ryn Gwyn but all archaco-
logical evidence other than gecomantic hase been unobtainable.

Most writers prefer Cornhill or St Paul's as the site. - ’

e) Primrose Hill - together with adjacent Barrow Hill, must have
been the sites of sacred mounds according to Gordon. In the Hamp-
stead boundary charter of 959, mention is given here to "baerue',
a word derived from "bearu" meaning grove or wood and not from
"beorg" which would imply a barrow or mound.

Whilst not wishing to underestimate the important geography of
all the above sites, it is obvious that Gordon indulged himself
within a linguistic morasse and tended to ignore the greater
amount of important sites in and around London to suit the part-
icularly rigid approach of the 19th Century druidism.

3) With dererence to John Bradley's article on Salt Hill and the
Chalvey Monkey in issue No.35, it is almost certain that the eff-
igy which has now vanished represented a carved figure of the
infant Dionysus Sabazius with a calf's head, lying in a crescent
shaped winnowing basket; but there is no evidence to suggest

that it was carried in the Eton Montem procession. That particular
festivity seems to have been instigated in the religious upheav-
als of the 16th. Century, although it might have remembered the
meadiaeval processions at Windsor and Chalvey (the latter of which
was based on the geometry of the villagz being laid out around a
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cross). Without going into lengthy details, the sequence of events at
the Chalvey procession, maintained in an oral tradition, secms to be -
paralleled in the cult of Dioysus in Rome who shared the same festival
as Ceres - this establishing the gencral theme of a fertility cult.: i

Its hard to believe that such a ceremony would have maintained its-
identity through from the Bronze Age (speculative date for the Montem)
considered thc amount of subsequent activity in the area; it could
have survived from the native Beclgic population of Roman Britain, but
is more likely to have been gencrated from nearby monastic institut-
ions such as Burnham Abbey in the mediaeval period.

The whole of this area around the Winsor reaches of the Thames is
alive wiih folklore and legend and work needs to be done to correlate
the pattern of such diverse traditions as the Sidehill Winder, Hermes
the Hunter, the Blue Mist of Bisham, St Annc's Hill, the Grey Lady and
others.

CHALVEY - First mentioned in 1227 as Chalfeye, which is the Saxon
name of the village meaning '"calf island."

STAB MONKEY - The possible derivations of this name may be from
"Sab-azius" meaning monkey, or the Welsh word for young kids' flesh,
"myn-c ig. "

4) I read the Al Cohen/John Michell exchange with decp interest as I
was also dissatisfied with the conclusion of "City of Revelation" that
broadly stated that man could only have received the Canon whole and

at one time, because he could not have known the prccise dimensions of
the earth and the solar system that seem to have been the basis of that
Canon. I would like to continue this conflict because so many of the
puzzles that dare unravelling, hinge on this important idea and Mr
Michell's own ideas seem to be a little too dogmatic.

Although the material regains of the stone monuments open to the sky
suggest to us that men in anthulty'reached out into the relative mac-
rocosm of the solar system to verify their cosmology, that does not
necessarily mean that the Canon was reccived through the beachings of
visitors from the sky. It is precisely in those artifacts that do not
survive - the organic and living tcxtures of wood, cloth and skins;
that man would have employed and depicted the Gnosis, as derived from
his observations of the flora and fauna of his environment. John
Michell says on page 62 of "City of Revelation" that "the cosmic Canon,
inherent in the solar syatem as in every other department of nature,
was revealed to men, not invented by them." But is it not as likely as
any other thcory that man obtained his canon through diligent observa-
tion of his earthbound environment, and could apply a relative numer-
ology to the solar system because of his concurrent interest there?

There are only two indications that spring to my mind that at least
proves the plausibility of this theory. The first is from Prof. Thom's
observations on cup and ring markings at megalithic sites (Transactions,
Ancient Monument Society, 16, 77, 1969) that suggest that man was at
that time able to translate the knowlcdge down to a size that in the
physical semBe was much smaller than himself; and the other is scen in
thc Bronze Age ox horns thaf drifinally wcre used as musical instrum-
ents just as they were, but later copicd and made them in bronze. It
is to be realized that the understanding of the logarithmic proport-
ions inherent in an ox horn belies Jjust such a close observation of
the microcosmic order. ]

John Bradley wridtes:-

"On your advice I bought a copy of ®Prchsitoric London'; it is cert-
ainly a most remarkable book, and at 75p it is excellent value. As
far as thec scctions on Salt Hill are concerned there are a few errors
of fact. i) The location is given as "thc marshy environs of Eton" -
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in fact it is in Chalvey, a village in its own right, a few miles
away. ii) The print showing the hill is a lot smaller than shown.
iii) The relationship between the Montem Festival and "Hilles".at
Winchester is not as straightforward as Mr Gordon suggests, and
needs further investigation.

Mary Stanton writes:-

"With regard to your mention of my book YThe Resurrection of the
Dead™ it is not British Israelite literature as such. The offic-
ial bodies of the British Israelites are opposed to what I say;
such as BWIF and BRITH, The publication is independent. The final
reference, the ultimate standard of all knowledge and study is
the Bible in the original languages in which it was written. On
the basis of the Bible all activities may be pursued with profit;
without it all activities ultimately come to a dead end.

- S _ :
Wishing you all prosperity, I am Ever the same,

- Mary Stanton.
R T B I O A
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REVIEWS-REVIEWS~-REVIEWS-REVIEWS

"THE ETERNAL MAN" "MYSTERIES FROM

"

Louis Pauwels & Jacques Bergier PORGOTTEN “WORLDS
(Souvenir Press, £2.50) Charles Berlitz,

(Souvenir Press, £2.50)

If ever a theory was taking a hammering

it 1is evolution. Readers of this magazine are hardly likely not
to accept that today's "civilization" is not the first, not
necessarily the most "advanced' or "perfect", and that there has
been since historic time a conspiracy of deviousness supported
by gross ignorance upholding the dogma of upward progress and
creced of materialism as the ultimate goal. Philosophers and
writers, brilliant and banal, have focused their intellects and
produced views contrary those perpetuated for generations. John
Michell has produced a mature picture of ancient man's capabil-
ities in "City of Revelation", while von Daniken's books are by
comparison infantile, sensationalized, wild speculations.

The two books which are the subject of this review lie midway
in the spectrum, being solid, reasoned factual accounts of
enigmatic ancient sites and writings on the subject. Paradoxic-
ally, I suppose, this is what disappointed me, for they lacked
original, challenging ideas.

Pauwels and Bergier, whose "Morning of the Magicians" was a
fantastically brilliant book, are erudite researchers, who in
many ways paved the way for the best and worst in this form of
scholarship. They are here on familiar ground, ploughed by such
a B. le Poer Trench, Raymond Drake, Kolosimo, Churchward, Velik-
ovsky, the Atlantologists, Prof. Hapgood,&c. We have old faith-
fuls such as the Piri Reis Map, Stonehecnge, pyramids, extraterr-
estrials, and so on. Berlitz takes us sightseeing at Bimini,
iystery Hill, Stonehenge, show us pre-Columbian voyages and Piri
Reis's map.

Vhat then are the reasons for buying and reading these books?
1)The lesson that orthodox archaeology is a fraud cannot be imp-
regscd clearly enough - and by now all the textbooks should be at

FTahrenheit 451 and new ones being commissioned, and such books as
these acting as stop-gaps. :
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2) The helief that Rome and Greece were the earliest "civilizations"
is monsvrous, and these authors make this explicitly clear.

3) The hooks are good syntheses of the 1,000,001 anachronisms wupset-
ting the steady march of progress, and rebutting evolutionism.

L4) That the presentatfon is sane and sound.

5) That the writing is not sloppy or self-opinionated.

For Atlantis freaks' information Berlitz goes for Bimini and the
Azores; Pauwels & Bergier favour Santorin. Egerton Sykes called the
latter theory "heresy". Berlitz cglls him EDGARTON Sykes.

*"/*n/*n/*n/*n/*n/ 2
*JOURNEYS OUT OF THE BODY*

by ROBERT A. MONROE (Souvenir, £2- 50)
Before my wife and I were married

we were walking across fields when she saw "herself" cross a stile
several yards ahead of her "real self." A friend also claims to have
frequent astral body trips -- including visits to various near planets.

Robert Monroe tends to move - astrally - between these two poles of
experience.

The nction of astral projection, travelling clairvoyance, or out-
of-the-Lody experiences has long held a fascination for many pecople.
But like all theories whiclh lay claim to the imagination it has been
fraught with extravagant claims and resulting disbelief. This book isn
a milestone in this fdéeld - far firom making wild or incredible claims,
this 1s a serious and practical stvdy by a man wao has subgected his
own experiences to scientific analysis.

The author is an American businessman who almost 15 years ago had
his first out-of-the-body experience. He found. he was able to.verify
that the experience was not a dream -- afterwards he could recount
what pecple had been doing at a specific time in place X, while his
physical body had, at the same point in time; been miles away at point
Y. Quite naturally his first reaction was one of resistarnce and fear,
but as time went by these fears were alleviated by his discovery of a
long history . pf,these experiences both in the literature .of the East
and amongst people of the West. Much later he found he could occasion
these experiences at will and in this booX he gives step-by-step in-
strmiction of how they can be achieved.

Dan. Butcher has written several articles for "The Ley Hunter" on
possible links between the astral vehicle's perambulations, UFOs and
levs. AiLtogether a stimulating book.,

LELLLL T AT
THE _VIFEW OVER ALBION --— a column by the Long Man of Wilmington

Paul St John believes in UFOs and was inspired to write his first
solo disc for Pye around the theme - "Flying Saucers Have Landed"
His interest was generated by von Daniken's "Chariots of the Gods?",
and he was interviewed on the Box's "Man Alive" prog. in February an
the subﬁect.....Steve Allen's new record is in the same vein - "Life
On Mavs'’....and still on the disc scene lovely Marsha Hunt (renember
Walik On Gildeed Splinters?) has a new group 22 (22 is THE number of
POWER)O..see Penthouse magazine has a picture in latest issue of
friend Cerne Abbas Giant asking the question -- "the first full
frontal?".....Bill Elmhirst of Dartington Solar Quest interviewed by
Daily Express recently - "Millionaire:I was banished".....what
happened to Harlech TV's leys film project??.........cheerio.



