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Introduction

In the past century the field of Assyriology, the study of the Ancient Mesopotamian Near east, has
become a renowned and respected field of academic historical inquiry. Our understanding of the
ancient cultures of Irag and Anatolia have substantially increased as has public interest. In recent
years, Sumerian and Akkadian works of mythology have seen renewed interest in popular culture
through films, novelizations and video games (Collins 2020). In the popular consciousness, these
ancient histories are increasingly being associated with themes and meanings that are entirely
contrary to academic understandings. Both in popular belief and in fiction, the gods of ancient Sumer
are increasingly identified not as supernatural deities, but as extraterrestrial beings called the
Anunnakit

Anunnaki Theory, the belief that the gods of ancient Sumer were technologically advanced alien
beings is highly popular among conspiracy theorists, fans of alternative history and religious and
spiritual movements. The theory made headlines in 2016, when the transport minister of Iraq
publicly proclaimed his belief that his country possessed 7000 year old air- and spaceports.? Outside
of academic circles, interest in the extraterrestrial Anunnaki seems greater than interest in the more
mundane human history of Mesopotamia. We can find on YouTube that the videos on
Mesopotamian history usually see lower traffic and ratings than those that present Mesopotamian
history through the lens of Anunnaki Theory.?

The source of Anunnaki theory can be traced back to the 1976 book The 12t planet published by
Zecharia Sitchin (1920 — 2010). This book, which is presented to resemble a scientific publication,
presents a creative yet surprisingly in-depth analysis of ancient artifacts and mythological sources
from clay tablets. From his analysis, Sitchin concludes that the deities of Sumer were a spacefaring
alien species. Following success of The 12 Planet, Sitchin became a prolific author. He published six
other pseudo-academic books on his theory. He called this collection of seven “academic” works The
Earth Chronicles (Sitchin 1976-2007). He also wrote several travelogues of expeditions to ancient
sites (Sitchin 2004 and Sitchin 2007) as well as a single narrative story, The Lost Book of Enki. (Sitchin
2001) Since the theory’s debut, belief in the Anunnaki has become extremely popular in a wide
variety of communities. Throughout these communities, the theory has taken on a large number of
different meanings.

Theoretical framework

Despite its major popularity, Anunnaki theory has seen little attention in academic writings. The only
paper thus far that specifically studies the Anunnaki in the context of Sitchin is the publication by
Ryan Winters (Winters 2020), which discusses the theory primarily from an Assyriological
perspective. Winters discusses the belief as a curious oddity and as an incorrect interpretation of
ancient mythologies and cosmologies.

1 1n Mesopotamian mythology, term Anunnaki refers to “the offspring of Anu” a small group of deities
comparable to the gods of Olympus. In the popular consciousness and in the confines of this paper, it relates to
an entire race of extra-terrestrial beings.

2 https://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/middle-east/irag-spaceships-transport-minister-kazem-finjan-
iragi-sumerians-space-travel-7000-years-ago-a7340966.htmi

3 By far the most popular educational video on the history of Mesopotamia is mad by Crash Course,
https://youtu.be/sohXPx_XZ6Y currently (5-8-2022) has 7.5 million views. Videos on the Anunnaki very often
reach comparable or greater heights both in ratings and popularity. The Anunnaki Creation Story
(https://youtu.be/Dfl4ZaiucpQ) has 7.8 million views.
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Other papers which discuss Anunnaki theory have done so merely in passing, while trying to analyze
some related group or phenomenon. Various authors have understood this theory through the lens
of New Age (Robertson 2016), New Religious Movements (Partridge 2004), conspiracy theory
(Harambam and Aupers 2021) modern mythology (Nuruddin 2006) or online communication (Reyes
and Smith 2014). Although these approaches have been fruitful, it seems necessary to discuss
Anunnaki theory as a phenomenon in itself. If we wish to truly understand how Anunnaki theory
functions in its believers and spreads, we must find a theoretical framework that includes the many
different contexts and versions in which Anunnaki theory manifests. It seems most fruitful to
examine Anunnaki theory as a belief system that exists entirely in what Colin Campbell calls the Cultic
Milieu (Campbell 1972).

The Cultic milieu is a broad term that defines counter-cultural movements that posit themselves in
opposition to those items of belief that are generally held in high regard in mainline society. In its
broadest sense, the Cultic milieu encompasses religious, political, cultural and economic beliefs and
behaviors that are not generally accepted by mainstream society. David Robertson suggests we
should understand this as the counter-epistemic milieu, meaning it is defined by opposition to the
dominant sources of epistemic authority in a society. This opposition manifests in western societies
as a rejection of the narratives of the scientific and religious mainstream. (Roberson 2016, 26)

A fundamental aspect of the Cultic Milieu is a general skepticism towards mainstream beliefs and
ways of thinking, bolstered by a high degree of individualism. Because of this skepticism and
individualism, individuals in the Cultic Milieu are not easily satisfied with the communities or belief
systems in which they find themselves. This results in what Campbell calls seekership; many
individuals set out on their individual journeys towards a satisfying community or worldview. This
search is often difficult. Believers journey through a wide range of spaces with various ideologies
before settling. Through this movement of individuals, there is also a constant process of syncretism,
as seekers collate past and present beliefs into somewhat unified narratives, and share them with
new groups. Through this contact, ideas spread throughout the Cultic Milieu rapidly. Not only do they
spread rapidly, they continuously take on new, syncretized meanings from the beliefs with which
they come in contact. (Campbell 1972, 16-17)

Discussions of the Cultic Milieu have primarily focused on the various religious, conspiratorial and
political communities that populate it. Insufficient attention has yet been given to the ways particular
ideas travel and change throughout different communities in the Cultic Milieu. We are particularly
interested in makes certain ideas popular and often-shared, while others fail. Anunnaki theory is a
useful case study for this larger discussion. Anunnaki theory has been an incredibly successful idea,
not only in terms of book sales, but in terms of its influence over diverse groups and religious
communities. Anunnaki theory can easily be recognized within the Cultic Milieu through its use of a
specific vernacular of Mesopotamian terminology. Additionally, its history can be traced back to a
small number of publications by a single individual. By comparing modern forms of Anunnaki theory
to Sitchin’s publications, we can identify the ways in which inventions and syncretisms in this sphere
occurred.

Thesis setup

In this paper, | research why the theories found in Zecharia Sitchin’s books have managed to become
popular and credible beliefs within the Cultic Milieu. In particular, we will examine how Sitchin’s
“academic” nonfiction-texts differ from narrative texts in their ability to afford real-world Anunnaki
beliefs. | will first give a basic background into the history of ancient astronaut theories in general, as
well as a short background of what Anunnaki theory entails. The first and largest part of my paper
will consist of an analysis of The Earth Chronicles and The Lost Book of Enki, with an investigationg of
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the mechanisms within these books that grant the story credibility. In the final chapter, we will
examine several cases of Anunnaki theory online, and examine the ways in which these two genres
influenced belief in the Anunnaki theory.

Anunnaki Theory

We will first give a brief background into the history of ancient astronaut theories, followed by a
summary of the most important aspects of Anunnaki theory as originally devised by Sitchin.

History of Ancient Astronauts

The idea that beings from other planets may have visited Earth in antiquity can be traced back at
least to the 19% century. Originally this idea was limited to the fantastic worlds of fiction, as stories
with these themes were told by such prolific writers as H.G. Wells, H.P. Lovecraft (Colavito 2004) and
Arthur C. Clarke (GrinschloB 2007). These stories combined the mysterious and fantastical nature of
ancient architecture with equally mysterious stories concerning life from outer space. Ancient
Astronaut Theory saw a radical increase in popularity when Erich von Daniken released the book
Chariots of the Gods (von Daniken, 1968). In it, von Daniken discussed the possibility that aliens had
visited and contacted humanity at various points in history. The popularity and success of his work
can hardly be overstated. After von Daniken, belief in the extraterrestrial origins of ancient
civilizations has spread outside of the realms of fiction. As a result, Ancient Astronaut Theory is now
not only the inspiration for blockbuster films such as Stargate (Hiscock 2012) but also for a large
number of documentaries and “educational” programs such as History Channel’s Ancient Aliens.

Despite having collected “evidence” from all over the earth and from vastly different time periods,
von Daniken and his successors have never collated their discoveries into a consistent “history of
ancient Earth”. Von Daniken’s books describe various kinds of extra-terrestrial beings that are clearly
alien, as well as astronauts who look indistinguishable from humans. Furthermore, they display an
inconsistent array of alien technologies and lack any sense of a consistent chronology. Von Daniken’s
work focuses on these artefacts as “mysteries” and tells his audience that the histories told by
archaeologists are not reliable. Aside from his suggestion that extra-terrestrial beings were somehow
involved, he does not provide a consistent alternative (von Daniken 1968).

A unified narrative of ancient alien history was finally provided by Sitchin in 1976. Through a creative
reading of generally little-known Mesopotamian texts, Sitchin was able to present his audience with
“evidence” that ancient astronauts interfered on earth. Moreover, he was able to provide the details
that von Daniken’s writings lacked. Sitchin identifies a single group of aliens (called the Anunnaki)
who come from a single planet (Nibiru) and used coherent and recognizable technologies. Sitchin’s
narrative even identifies a coherent history centered around a number of named Anunnaki, whose
plans and disagreements and wars over the millennia can be pieced together from various
mythologies.

Sitchin’s Anunnaki theory

According to Sitchin our solar system counts an additional planet called Nibiru, which has an erratic
3600 year-long orbit around the sun, and is therefore invisible to observation. Because this planet
has a dense atmosphere, temperatures remained stable enough to support intelligent life. According
to Sitchin, these beings, the Anunnaki, looked exactly like humans.? After a global cataclysm (possibly
a nuclear war) planet Nibiru began to lose atmospheric density. In order to geo-engineer the
atmosphere, its inhabitants required monatomic gold. Gold was eventually found on Earth, around

4 Technically, according to Sitchin, humans look exactly like the Anunnaki, rather than the other way around.



450.000 years ago. An outpost was established at Eridu in southern Mesopotamia, as well as mining
operations in Africa. After several millennia of exploitation, the lower-class Anunnaki forced to work
in the mines were on the brink of revolt. To relieve the Anunnaki workers, Enki, a high-ranking
scientist, introduced a new subservient life-form. This being was a hybrid between homo erectus and
Anunnaki DNA. After some trial and error, modern humanity was created. Although humans relieved
the Anunnaki from labor, many high-ranking Anunnaki, including Enki’s brother Enlil, considered
humans an unnatural abomination. Through further genetic experimentation, as well as direct sexual
relations between Anunnaki and humans, humanity quickly evolved into an intelligent and
independent species that spread rapidly across the world. Unpleased with these developments, Enlil
demanded humanity’s destruction in a worldwide flood, while the Anunnaki escaped in their
spaceships. However, Enki secretly warned a chosen human about the flood, allowing humanity to
survive. After the flood, the Anunnaki returned to Earth, but ruled humanity from the shadows,
presenting themselves as hidden “gods”, leaving the day to day government in the hands of the
special hybrid race of kings. However, tensions quickly arose between different Anunnaki factions,
most notably the pro-human Enkiites and the anti-human Enlilites. These tensions reached their
boiling point in an Anunnaki sanctioned nuclear strike in Palestine circa 2400 B.C.E. (coinciding with
the biblical destruction of Sodom and Gomorrah). After this, it is unclear whether the Anunnaki have
gone away or have hidden themselves. Sitchin suggests they will return in the next few centuries.
(Sitchin 2007)

One of the core consequences of this version of history is the implication that humanity was created
scientifically, by the combination of DNA of early hominids with the more advanced DNA of the
Anunnaki. Although all humans are hybrids, there is potential for differentiation between “higher”
and “lower” humans relating to levels of Anunnaki DNA in the blood. According to Sitchin, these
genetic differences form the basis of the concept of nobility or royalty in the modern world.

Outside Sitchin’s influence

As is to be expected in the Cultic Milieu, Anunnaki theory has evolved far beyond the confines of
Sitchin’s original intention. Various spiritual, religious and conspiratorial groups have used concepts
presented by Sitchin and imbued them with alternative meanings, many of which run contrary to
Sitchin’s original intentions. Below, | have listed a small example of movements which have taken
creative inspiration from Sitchin’s books. Although these movements are certainly worth deeper
investigation, their creative contributions are so extensive that these are better characterized as
their own belief systems. As a result, an in-depth analysis falls outside the scope of this paper.

e Religious groups such as Raelism and Heaven'’s Gate, although preceding Sitchin’s theory,
have integrated Anunnaki beliefs into their religion as scientific legitimization of their
religious truths about the extraterrestrial origins of the mysterious Nephilim and Elohim of
the Hebrew Bible. (Thomas 2010)

e Popular conspiracy theorist David Icke suggests that the Anunnaki, whose true hidden form is
that of reptilian humanoids, are still actively and maliciously scheming to control of humanity
through royal families and large institutions as the “Babylonian Brotherhood”. (Lewis 2005)

e ZetaTalk leader Nancy Lieder uses Sitchin to tell an apocalyptic narrative. She suggests that
planet Nibiru, or “planet X”, will return to earth and unleash another flood-like catastrophe
as well as a possible invasion by hostile Anunnaki. (Lieder, Zetatalk.com) In response,
Zecharia Sitchin has published his final book The End of Days, in which he stated that Nibiru
will not return for several decades and that its approach will not be catastrophic. (Sitchin
2007)



o Theosophists and New Age spiritualists see Anunnaki DNA in human bodies as the civilizing
aspect, which elevates human beings spiritually over animals, and what may separate more
spiritual people from those of lesser spiritual greatness. (Flaherty 2010)

e In Nuwaubian and different Black Nationalist circles, Anunnaki DNA serve as a marker for
spiritual power, which is more clearly found in the direct descendants of the Anunnaki (Black
people) than in other races. (Nuruddin 2006)

e Several cultic authors have taken it upon themselves to identify Anunnaki bloodlines from
Mesopotamian history to the modern world as a genetic form of magical or spiritual
charisma. They ldentify the Anunnaki with the bloodline of Jesus or the magical Elves. (De
Vere 2004 and Gardner 2003)

Legitimation in The Earth Chronicles

Introduction

It is almost impossible to discuss Anunnaki theory without examining The Earth Chronicles. The Earth
Chronicles is Sitchin’s flagship series in which he presents his research about the true history of
mankind to the world. The first and most important of Sitchin’s Earth Chronicles, The 12 planet, was
published in 1976. The 12 planet presents itself as an academic work which posited the existence of
the hidden planet Nibiru, the existence of the Anunnaki, the creation of humanity and the end of
direct Anunnaki control after the Great Flood. Sitchin guides his readers through ancient artifacts and
modern calculations, which collectively uncover the story of the hidden extraterrestrial origins of
ancient mankind.

In the decades after the breakout success of the 12% planet, this theory was expanded with new
evidences from other ancient cultures, as well as into different time periods ranging from millions of
years in the past to the first century C.E. By the publication of the last book The End of Days in 2007,
Sitchin had constructed a quite detailed alternative version of humanity and Earth’s histories.®

Legitimation strategies

In this chapter, we will be examining the various legitimation strategies that are used by Sitchin in
The 12 planet and several other Earth Chronicles books. A vital tool developed for the study of
legitimation is the tri-part structure of epistemological appeals from which knowledge may be
gained. This three part system, originally developed by Olav Hammer (Hammer 2001) has been
adapted into a more workable scheme by Lewis (Lewis 2003) which could be used to study
legitimation in new religious movements. Lewis proposes that legitimation strategies can be roughly
understood as:

- Charismatic appeals, in which the persons making the claims speak from a position of special
access to divine knowledge, divine favor or a spiritual experience.

- Rational appeals, which present that the claim follows naturally from the application of
common sense, or has perceived “scientific legitimacy”

- Traditional appeals, which present the claim in the light of a religious tradition that already
enjoys wide belief and high regard, or some even older, more primal form of religiosity.

Over the past decades, this approach to legitimation has been taken from its original function
(legitimation in new religions) to different kind of religious, conspiratorial and pseudohistorical

5 The final pages of The End of Days seem to imply the potential for an examination of Anunnaki history into
the Roman period and the Middle Ages. However, after Sitchin’s death in 2010, The End of Days is seen as the
capstone to Sitchin’s works.



beliefs, adapting the boundaries of this tool in order to suit particularities of their alternative belief
systems. Beside Lewis and Hammer, | have taken inspiration from Jaron Harambam (Harambam
2021) and David G. Robertson (Robertson 2016), who chose to abandon the three-point structure in
favor of more exhaustive lists. | have chosen to maintain the original three point structure, but have
added some of Harambam and Robertson’s valuable suggestions inside its confines.

Charismatic appeals

The first main legitimation strategy is the “appeal to Charisma” or “appeal to experience”. In Lewis
and Hammer’s context of new religious movements, It refers to the fact that the leader or
organization is in some way blessed with greater access to the supernatural world than their ordinary
contemporaries. These appeals are often the most explicitly religious, and there is little wonder that
Sitchin does not engage in them. Charisma may refer to the fact that religious leaders are special,
having greater access to the supernatural world than ordinary contemporaries. This can be achieved
either through divine revelation, psychic gifts or the ability to channel or directly contact
supernatural beings. (Lewis 2003, 13-14) Sitchin never lays claim any extraordinary powers, spiritual
gifts, or direct experience of meeting the ‘divine’, in this case the extra-terrestrial Anunnaki. Because
Sitchin presents his work as a scientific, non-religious text, charismatic appeals in the traditional
sense are wholly absent.

It does seem relevant to mention that although Sitchin does not claim a spiritually superior position,
like a spiritual leader, he does build himself up as someone with an extraordinary position through
his presentation as a highly qualified scientist. The back-flap of his books present him as

One of the few scholars able to read the clay tablets and interpret ancient
Sumerian and Akkadian (Sitchin 1976)

Although his experiences are never framed as spiritual or charismatic, Sitchin constructs himself as
an extraordinary person who has a special kind of access to the ‘deeper truths’ of the world through
his rare ability to read cuneiform tablets. This might be read as a charismatic appeal.

Rational appeals

The category of rational appeals were originally presented by Olav Hammer as “scientism”. It
originally referred almost exclusively to the ways in which religious texts and actors related their
claims in relation to the manifestations of various academic scientific disciplines. This might be done
in many ways, from direct engagement with scientific sources, to appropriating the stylistic
tendencies of academic scientists, to the creation and use of “pseudo-sciences”, which mimic the
appearance of academic scientific enquiry through the use of complex methodologies, technologies
and terminology, but lack a backing from acknowledged scientific sources. “Scientism”, or appeals to
the aesthetics of scientific enquiry does not constitute argumentation in itself but lends authority
and legitimacy to the author. It functions in making the reader more likely to accept the author as a
credible person, and more likely to accept the arguments made (Hammer 2001, 205-208). As we shall
see below, The Earth Chronicles are steeped in the “scientism” which | have re-named the aesthetics
of science.®

In his schema of legitimation strategies, Lewis has widened this category to not only include appeals
to science, but also ‘common sense’ or targeted argumentation through evidence and inference. The
Earth Chronicles use commonly use rational argumentation which is strengthened by the overarching

6 The term “scientism” is most commonly used in religious milieus to negatively describe over-reliance on the
scientific method and the desire to “explain away” the seeming presence of the supernatural.



aesthetics of science. We will first discuss what strategies Sitchin uses to give his writings the
appearance of scientific authority on the macro level. Afterwards, we will examine some common
argumentation strategies on the level of Sitchin’s individual claims.

Scientific aesthetics

Distance from popular writers

One way in which Sitchin attempts to gain scientific legitimacy is to distance his work from that of
“fringe theorists”, in particular von Daniken. Although Sitchin and von Daniken equally lack academic
scientific support, Sitchin presents his own “academic” work in opposition to the speculations of
fringe theorists like von Daniken.

“Indeed, a number of of popular writers have already speculated that ancient
artifacts such as the pyramids and giant stone sculptures must have been
fashioned by advanced visitors from another planet.” (Sitchin 1976, 11)

While writers such as von Daniken “speculate”, Sitchin “researches”. This differing attitude
to alternative histories is found in the character of these authors’ respective writings. Von
Daniken’s books essentially present a list of miscellaneous archaeological findings, which he
suggests “scientists can’t explain” because of scientists’ close-mindedness. In contrast,
Sitchin presents his evidences far more thoroughly, in an unemotional tone, without
accusing scientists of willful blindness. He presents his theory as an addition to the
legitimate researches of mainstream historians. By doing this, Sitchin legitimizes himself as
a credible historian as well.

Apparatus

The 12 planet boasts an impressive bibliography, as well as a thorough system of referencing that
suits an academic work. In contrast to a mainstream work of academic writing, Sitchin’s apparatus
does not serve to give the reader a clear attribution of sources, but serves to legitimate Sitchin as a
legitimate academic writer.

All references made in the bibliographies and footnotes refer to impressive and highly esteemed
peer-reviewed publications. Although there is little doubt that Sitchin actually consulted the sources
he claims to have consulted, it is also clear that he was selective in his referrals. Although Sitchin has
clearly taken inspiration from fringe writers such as Velikovsky (Velikovsky 1950)7, von Daniken and
Raél (Raél 1974), these less scientific writings are not properly attributed. Conversely, Sitchin goes to
great lengths to name the names and details of respectable peer-reviewed scholars, even when this
is not strictly necessary.

“In a text which S. Langdon, (in Revue d’Assyriologie et d’Archéologie Orientale)
named “A classical liturgy to Innini”, the goddess laments her expulsion from her
city.” (Sitchin 1976, 122)

We could surmise that Sitchin was simply very thorough in his attribution of sources, which is
undoubtedly the intended reading. However, in reality the quality of sourcing in The 12% planet is
often lackluster, especially where attribution of specific clay tablets and other primary sources are

7 Author of Worlds in Collision (1950), who presents a similar theory of ancient planetary movements.



concerned. This seems to be done deliberately, as Sitchin’s use of primary sources is highly selective
and often does not stand up to independent examination.®

Complexity and calculations

The aesthetics of rational, scientific inquiry can also be re-created by appealing to complexity.
Hammer suggests that another way to gain the appearance of scientific legitimacy is to work with
numbers and complicated-seeming calculations. (Hammer 2001, 244) These calculations, when too
opaque for general audiences to understand, create the appearance the text contains a significant
amount of rigorous work. This is most clearly visible when Sitchin engages with the complicated work
of chronology. He uses the reigns of kings given in the semi-mythological Sumerian King List, which is
expressed in the Sumerian units of shar (measures of 3600), and synthesizes them with other known
chronologies: The geologic chronology of Earth (including ice ages and geologic shifts), the history of
the solar system and the 25,920 year-long “cosmic year” presented by the signs of the zodiac. The
result is frequently a flood of complicated numbers that one is generally inclined to just accept on
the face of it.

“..The extremely harsh conditions lasted, according to the Atra-Hasis epic, seven
shars, or 25,200 years. The scientists discovered evidence of an extremely harsh
period from circa 38,000 to 13,000 years ago- a span of 25.000 years. Once again,
the Mesopotamian evidence and modern scientific findings corroborate each
other.” (Sitchin 1976, 356)

Accepted knowledge

Although accredited historians are unlikely to accept Sitchin’s writings as a legitimate scientific
endeavor, | believe it is impossible to disregard the fact that his more outrageous claims are often
presented under a cover of information that is not controversial in the academic community.

Although Sitchin’s conclusions about space-craft and cloning lack scientific backing, it is important to
note that this book is built on a decent understanding of Mesopotamian culture and mythology, and
argues from that basis. It is entirely likely that a layperson with no foreknowledge of Mesopotamian
history acquires knowledge that matches what they may read in mainstream historic publications.
Sitchin teaches his readers genuinely authentic history when he discusses the parallels between
biblical texts and Mesopotamian mythologies, the basic workings and evolution of the Sumerian
language, as well as the outlines of many mythological works. A reader of The Earth Chronicles will be
able to find Sitchin’s descriptions roughly corroborated in mainstream literature. By not straying
further from academically accepted reality than is strictly necessary, Sitchin further strengthens his
authority as a credible scientist. Readers who engage with mainstream academic material will see a
large overlap between the claims of Sitchin and those of academics.

Logical appeals

We have so far examined the ways in which Sitchin gives his work scientific credibility. Within this
larger context, Sitchin makes a number of logical arguments and claims to clarify his particular extra-
terrestrial version of history. Although it is far from an exhaustive list, | have here catalogued a
number of Sitchin’s most important argumentative styles. Examples in this section are taken from
chapter 5 of The 12! planet, which is where Sitchin first makes his claims about the extraterrestrial
Anunnaki, as he tries to persuade us of the existence of Anunnaki rocketships.

8 For example: when Sitchin wants us to understand the eagle from the Etana epic as a “spacecraft” (page 153),
proper citation of the epic is lacking. Examination of the whole text quickly begs the question why this
“spacecraft” has feathers, a nest, eggs, and an argument with a snake.
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Creative Linguistic argumentation

Language plays an important part in Sitchin’s arguments. Throughout Sitchin’s writings, he frequently
proposes alternatives to accepted translations which are more in line with his ancient-astronaut
hypothesis. This re-interpretation of ancient languages is aided by the particularities of the cuneiform
languages.

Cuneiform languages are complicated. The original Sumerian tablets were read logographically,
meaning a single sign represented a word or concept, originally one which was pictorially
represented by the sign. The majority of cuneiform sources (including the ones Sitchin uses), are less
old and far more complicated. The cuneiform signs became increasingly abstracted and no longer
pictorially “legible”. On top of this, the script was appropriated for Akkadian writings, which replaced
logographic writings with syllabic writings, in which a previously logographic sign represented only a
single syllable of a word, rather than a meaning in itself. To further complicate things, many alternate
readings, both logographic and syllabic, exist for a multitude of signs. As a result, determining the
exact reading of a particular text can be complex and challenging, even for advanced scholars.

Sitchin engages cuneiform not so much as a writing style, but as a secret code, in which the “true”
meaning is found in an ancient Sumerian logographic reading. He pays close attention to the pictorial
representation of the sign, which he understands as the truest, most fundamental meaning of the
word. In essence, Sitchin ignores the complexity of the language, in favor of a “rebus” reading.

As Sitchin persuades us of his theories, he suggests the word MU (~%) which is understood to mean
“year” or “name” (or one of many syllabic readings) should be read originally as (a part of a) ‘rocket
ship’. He traces the evolution of the sign MU to its earliest form (extreme right)

+ <K D— = D

Figure 1: The evolution of the sign MU

According to Sitchin:

We clearly see a conical chamber, depicted by itself or with a narrow section
attached to it. (Sitchin 1976, 133)

We see here Sitchin’s iconographic reading of an “original” meaning. Additionally, we may note how
Sitchin’s use of scientific aesthetics aids his argument. It is doubtful most people will “clearly see”
what looks like a rocket. Many readers will simply assume Sitchin is more qualified to make such
observations than they are.

Having presented the “original” reading of the word MU, the book sets out to explain elements of
mythology with this new understanding. The story of Gilgamesh and the Tower of Babel contain
themes of humans desiring to make a “name” for themselves, and being prevented from achieving
this by the god(s). Sitchin suggests this requires an explanation. Why would powerful divine beings
be intimidated by humans seeking fame?

“We believe that the answers to all these questions become plausible, -even
obvious- once we read “skyborne vehicle” rather than “name” for the word shem,
which sit the term employed in the original Hebrew text of the Bible. The story
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would then deal with the concern of Mankind that, as the people spread upon
Earth, they would lose contact with one another. So they decided to build a
“skyborne vehicle” and to erect a launch tower for such a vehicle so that they, too,
could- like the goddess Ishtar, for example- fly in a MU “All over the peopled
lands” (Sitchin 1976, 140-141)

Finally, Sitchin explains how this word came from its original meaning to its more mundane, later
interpretation. He makes it clear that time has had a corrupting influence, but that the original
meaning is still there, if one knows how to look for it.

“Because the term also connoted “that by which one is remembered” the word
has come to be taken as meaning “name”, but the universal application of
“name” to early texts that spoke of an object used in flying has obscured the true
meaning of the ancient records.” (Sitchin 1976, 136)

A second example that gives more insight into workings of Sitchin’s translations, is his explanation of
the word DINGIR, a common Sumerian word carrying meanings such as deity, heaven, sky, or an
abstract notion of divinity. Sitchin presents this word as DIN.GIR a two-syllable construction, and
presents us with two signs, DIN and GIR, which carry their separate meanings.

“We have already seen what the symbol for GIR was: a two-stage rocket with fins.
DIN, the first syllable, meant “Righteous, pure, bright.” Put together, then,
DIN.GIR. as “gods” or “divine beings” conveyed the meaning “The righteous ones
of the bright, pointed objects” or, more explicitly, “the pure ones of the blazing
rockets” (Sitchin 1976, 159)

This translation is strengthened by a pictorial representation. Sitchin’s cherry-picked versions of the
signs DIN and GIR, put together, resemble a “two-stage rocket”. This creates a somewhat persuasive
case. Sitchin has put a number of evidences together, and walked his readers through his
argumentation, which seems corroborated by multiple lines of inquiry.

DIN G

IR
Fig. 84 Fig. 85

Figure 2: DIN and GIR, according to Sitchin

While the DIN.GIR case serves as a good explanation of Sitchin’s way of argumentation, it also serves
to demonstrate his misunderstanding of the material. Academics will point out that many different
signs may represent DIN and GIR, and this particular reading has never been attested in cuneiform.
Most importantly, the word is not a two-sign construction DIN.GIR (& E¥) but a single-sign: DINGIR
(perhaps best transcribed dinir). It is a very common sign, that is universally rendered with a star-
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shaped sign (%K) This puzzling misunderstanding indicates to mainstream Assyriologists that Sitchin
either lacks fundamental knowledge of cuneiform or is knowingly deceiving his audience.

Iconographic evidence

The same kind of logic is also used by referring to iconographic sources. Like with the linguistic
argumentation, Sitchin evidences his claims by referring to the real and often complicated
iconography of ancient Near Eastern art, and presenting objects that bear a resemblance to the
technologies he discusses. In his discussion of ancient rocketry, Sitchin frequently points out “rocket-
shaped” objects appearing in the archeological record. As with the cuneiform examples, these
assertions made are only evidenced by vague similarities of basic shapes. Sitchin trusts on his
established authority as a scholar to convince us that the evidence points towards high levels of
technologies in the past. Although the reader is given the opportunity to see the evidence for
himself, he is strongly guided by Sitchin towards an extra-terrestrial conclusion.

Figure 3: Ancient seal with "Rocket"

We are presented with a complex mythological scene, which a layman might not quickly interpret.
Sitchin points our attention to the shape above the chariot on the upper register.

The seal clearly depicts a rocket ship moving in the skies and propelled by flames
escaping from its rear. (Sitchin 1976, 134-135)

The reader will recognize the rough shape of a rocket in the picture, and trust on Sitchin’s
professional opinion, both that its identification as a rocket is evident, and that no other reasonable
explanation exists. Mainstream historians might point out that the rocket seems to be flying “in the
background” which would run counter to the artistic conventions of the period. (Shafer 1974, 93) It is
more likely that represents is a flag or banner affixed to the chariot’s flagpole.
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Appeal to the present

In his analysis of the legitimation strategies employed by David Icke, Jaron Harambam refers to the
importance of “futuristic imageries”: The strange technologies and occurrences described by Icke are
considered more realistic, because the audience can imagine them existing in the future; either
because they understand them as logical extensions of current scientific realities, or as concepts that
his audience can imagine through works of science-fiction (Harambam 2021, 998).

A similar strategy is also true for the works of Sitchin, who frequently and explicitly refers to the fact
that the technologies of the deep past are directly comparable to technologies of Sitchin’s present,
and therefore, are not scientifically impossible. We have already seen that the Anunnaki are
understood to traverse the solar system in “fiery rockets” of a type similar to those in use in the
1970’s, rather than flying saucers. By discussing the possibilities of real scientists during the time of
writing, Sitchin makes it clear that he is not in the process of writing science fiction, but writes about
the eminently conceivable in the world of real science. In his description of the Anunnaki’s genetic
manipulation, he points out that the modern science is proving his theories highly plausible.

“Experiments at the Institute of Society, Ethics and Life Sciences at Hastings-on-
Hudson, New York, have shown that techniques already exist for cloning human
beings. It is now possible to take the nuclear material of a