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Figure 1. Serpent Mound and Stonehenge with their associated constellations—Draco and the Little Dipper.

The Pythagor eans believed that without number, geometry could not be perfor med;
and that without knowledge of geometry, music could not be performed; similarly,
astronomy could not be properly apprehended without knowledge of music, for they
wer e the sour ce of the mysterious M usic of the Spheres.

The great earthen works of antiquity, like those of stone, have at theroots of their
design the fundamentals of number, geometry, musical har monies, and astronomy
incor porated. Until only recently, not enough had been understood about ancient
monumentswith regard to their numerical, geometric, and astronomic planning to
begin to make apt comparisons between those separ ated by geophysical and cultural
boundaries. Now, however, such a comparison can be made between the very
ancient sites of America’'s Great Serpent Mound and Britain's Stonehenge.

Physically set apart by the great Atlantic Ocean, the planning of these two
prehistoric sites seems to be unified in the essentials of a common, naturally
disciplined school of architecture. Thisschool could be viewed as both logical and
practical. The specific juxtaposition of the Great Serpent with Stonehenge, applying
first numerical, geometrical, and astronomical guidelines, revealsthat the two
monuments appear to have been designed together as part of a larger picture.



Figure2. The True North Alignment of the Great Serpent earthwork isformed by animaginary linefrom the
tip of thetail'shelix to the eastern apex of the hollow triangular feature (at the head of the Serpent). Upon
joining these two points, theline from thetail passesthrough the Serpent'shead toward Polaris, the present
North Star. Thislinewasdiscovered in 1987 by archaeologist William F. Romain. For over 150 yearsof itsprior
history, the Great Serpent’struenorth orientation lay undiscovered dueto extraordinary anomalies at the site
causing compassesto render incorrect readings. There are also gravitational anomalies.

In addition, the two structur es share the same timeline. From carbon dating in and
around Stonehenge, the Council for British Archaeology (CBA) gives an early date
for the core of Stonehenge at 3,000 B.C.E. or 5,000 years ago. The design of Serpent
Mound was conceived about 5,000 year s ago as well—and is therefore among the
oldest of earth and stoneworksin North America--or in fact theworld. In this,
Stonehenge and Serpent Mound are coeval. That time period isreferred toin North
American archaeology as being of the" Archaic Period" (approximately 6000 B.C.E.
to 1000 B.C.E.).

But the mor e evident resonance between thetwo sitesistheir connection to
astronomical sighting—both on the horizon and high in the sky. I n addition, both
sites are under scored by an interesting common geometric application. Both are
distinguished in the science of ar chaeoastronomy—Ser pent M ound for itsunique
integration of general solar and lunar movementsinto its design, and Stonehenge
for itsapparent attention to detailing the similarly viewed horizon events.

When they are viewed together in thelight of this knowledge, the Great Serpent
seems to be the eastern guardian and protector of Stonehenge—while Stonehenge
itself seems, by virtue of the Serpent's presence, to bethe" Oracle" or focal point of
the Great Serpent's message. They thus have a harmonious relationship, each
complementing the other. Because Stonehenge was believed to have been a temple of
Apollo, and because the Great Serpent is believed to have been the Python after
which Pythagorastook hisname, there arefurther referencesin the esoteric studies
bonding the two sites.



Figure 3. Serpent Mound and Stonehenge aligned north showing the summer solsticerising sun
alignment at their respectivelatitudes, i.e., approximately 39 degrees at Serpent Mound and
approximately 51 degreesat Stonehenge.

However, because the two monuments are placed at different latitudes, and because
there arediffering types of physical horizon topographies, specific lunar and solar
alignments may differ in any attempt to directly coordinate the two (see Figure 3).

By theseillustrations, evidenceis presented revealing a direct relationship in the
designs of the two inscrutable, world-class monuments. When the map of the
Serpent Mound isplaced in conjunction with the constellation Draco, and including
theLittle Dipper (Ursa Minor), the lunar and solar alignments of Serpent Mound
convergetoward the" dipper" part of the Little Dipper (Figure 4). The scale of
Stonehenge' srings with respect to the Serpent Mound demonstrates how the lunar
and solar alignments conver ge neatly within an area included by the size of the
famous British landmark. Thisillustration is simply to point out that Stonehenge
and Serpent Mound may have been built to the same scale, given the under standing
of the natural degrees of separation characterizing the lunar and solar horizon
viewing points. With the help of the Great Serpent beginning to focusthehorizon's
beams of light, the likeness of Stonehenge drawsthem all into a single small area. It
isasthough the Serpent isthe dragon or guardian of a great treasure.



Figure4. Thelunar alignments associated with six of the seven coils of the Great
Serpent align to an area identical to the size of Stonehenge'stwo circles.

Further, through the addition of the Draco star chart asan overlay, theLittle
Dipper'sfour " corners' touch upon the (inner and outer) rings of theto-scale
Stonehenge circles (see Figure 1). To say thisin a different way, the graphic's
position was virtually unchanged from its coor dinating the lunar and solar
alignments of the two sites, taking into account the differencesin latitude. So not
only does Serpent Mound appear to be based upon Draco, but also now Stonehenge
seems to be based upon near by Ursa Minor—through the common denominator of
possible horizontal and celestial (overhead) astronomy.
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