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SECTION B: HAS NOAH'S ARK BEEN FOUND?  

 
Seen From the Air 

 
 Back in 1959, a Turkish pilot had taken stereo photos for the Geodetic Institute of Turkey. 

 

 On these photos, a boat-shaped object was seen. It was resting on a hillside, about 12 miles (20 kilometers) 

south of big Mount Ararat. 

 

 Dr. Brandenburger, of Ohio State University, got interested. (It was Brandenburger, a world authority on 

photogrammetry, who had discovered the missile bases in Cuba, during the Kennedy era.) 

 

 He carefully studied this photograph. "I have no doubt at all," he concluded, "that this object is a ship. In my 

entire career, I have never seen an object like this on a stereo photo." 

 

 Within months an American expedition party reached the spot. On site, the formation looked more than ever 

like the outlines of a ship caught in lava. The team dug one hole after another, finding only soil, clay and lava. 

After two days, they blasted into one side of the object and left. Disappointed, they concluded it was probably 

not man-made, but a freak of nature. 

 

 "When you blasted into the side, what did you find?" a team member was later asked. 

 

 "We found some very unusual stones," he responded. "They were shaped like timber, but they had no growth 

rings." 

 

Pushed Up by an Earthquake 

 

 Seventeen long years passed before anyone took more interest. This man was biblical archaeologist, Ron 

Wyatt. 

 

 He soon realized that this boat-shaped object was too big for him to handle. It was longer than a football 

field, as big as a battleship - and almost completely buried in the ground. 

 

 He spoke to a small group of trusted friends. They decided to pray for an earthquake - one that would 

somehow expose the object for what it was, but would not injure anybody. 

 

 On November 25, 1978, local time, an earthquake PUSHED THE OBJECT OUT OF THE GROUND (or, 

more correctly, dropped the earth from around it). 

 

 Its walls were now up thrusted some 20 feet out of the earth. 

 

 Nobody was killed. The villagers were no strangers to earthquakes. This one was considered abnormal. It 

was preceded by the sky TURNING SILVER! Everyone was in the streets, looking up at the strange sight. They 

were all outside. So nobody was killed. 

 

 The earthquake was described as "not normal", and a "mu'cise" (a miracle)! 
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 People in the nearby village looked on this as a bad omen. Some said, "We're getting out of here!" Twenty 

families packed up and left. 

 

 Following extensive testing at the site, Ron Wyatt began to suggest that this boat-shape might contain the 

remains of Noah's Ark. 

 

 "Oh," retorted the skeptics, "this thing has to be a freak of nature." (Get real: What else could it be - at 6,300 

feet altitude?) 

 

 "There is not enough water on earth to have produced such a Flood as would be needed to place a massive 

ship up in the mountains," objected some. 

 

Enough Water for a World Flood? 

 

 A valid comment perhaps, so let's consider for starters, it's a fact that about 70 per cent of our planet's surface 

area is sea... and there's 18 times more water below sea level than there is dry land above it. 

 

 It is well known also that most of the earth's mountains are of "recent" formation. If sea beds can rise and 

continents sink, there would indeed be sufficient water for a worldwide flood. 

 

 The Flood traditions of many ancient races tell us that, before the Great Disaster, a survival vessel was 

constructed - and that representatives of all land animal life were taken aboard. 

 

How Could all Species Fit In?  

 

 A common question is, How could all those animals have been squeezed in? 

 

 The truth is, the Ark of the Bible account was enormous - longer than a football field, probably comprising 

over 32,000 tons, with sufficient internal capacity to house 494 double decker buses. 

 

  Ernst Mayr (probably the leading American taxonomist) calculated that there are about one million animal 

species. Of these, 60 per cent are sea animals. And 70 per cent of the remainder are insects. There are less than 

20,000 species of land animals (mammals, reptiles, birds and amphibians). 

 

 Since the average size of all the land animals is no bigger than a house cat, you could comfortably fit two of 

each species in just 41 per cent of the Ark space. So, the question is not how could all those animals squeeze in, 

but what did Noah do with all that extra space in the Ark? 

 

Tremendous Violence 

 

 Now, what kind of Flood was this? 

 

 This much is certain. It was no gentle rising of water. The forces which triggered this disaster were probably 

so powerful as to have tipped the earth on its axis. The result would have been tremendous stress within the 

earth's crust. Cracks opened up - and fire and water burst forth. 

 

 In the explosion of the earth's crust, volcanic ash and hot water was blown high into the sky. 
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 The protective vapor canopy above the atmosphere began to collapse upon the earth. It poured down in such 

volume and force, that the result was disastrous. 

 

 Tidal waves of enormous height swept from pole to pole. 

 

 Land masses and seas were churned up together. 

 

 Did you know that on every continent and in numerous places are vast "fossil graveyards" where creatures 

have been swept to their death in their millions? 

 

 In some places, thousands of elephants, penguins, palm trees, fish and plants are found mixed up together - 

arctic and tropical creatures, animals of the deep sea and the land, of the highlands and lowlands -are today 

found mixed together, over thousands of square miles, in single vast burials. 

 

 In other locations, even dinosaurs, coal and human relics are jumbled up together. LAND creatures AND 

creatures of the DEEP SEA - ALL MIXED AND BURIED TOGETHER in a completely unnatural way! 

 

 Fossils of countless animals have been found buried in swimming positions! Many entire skeletons of 

non-aquatic dinosaurs have been discovered in a swimming position with the head thrown back as if in death 

throes. They DROWNED! And they show evidence of rapid burial. This speaks of a colossal Flood. 

 

 Complete islands and mountains hundreds of feet high, from the Arctic Circle to tropical Burma, are 

composed entirely of animal and tree remains, swept together violently. 

 

 On tall, isolated hills, on hundreds of thousands of hills, worldwide, are bone-filled chasms. Human artifacts 

are found mixed in. There was mass extinction in all parts of the world simultaneously -and sudden burial. 

 

 Predators are found today, frozen in mid-motion -fossilized in the act of swallowing their prey. This suggests 

rapid burial to preserve the "action" as well as the animal. 

 

 Millions of fossils perfectly preserved, frozen in action: these are evidence of an enormous catastrophe. 

 

 We're not told about this, are we? Here is something most crucial, that is not disclosed to the public: 

 

 Tree trunks penetrate through several seams of coal (each layer, according to popular theory, millions of 

years old). Did these trees stand on end for millions of years whilst awaiting burial? Surely the event was 

sudden and rapid. And these layers - coal seams -were deposited rapidly by moving water. 

 

 Yes, water covered the whole earth. And the action was violent. 

 

The Flood Recedes 

 

 Eventually, as the tectonic movements expanded the sea basins and the flood waters retreated off the land, 

the water over the continents fell in stages to lower levels, leaving behind terraces which can still be seen today, 

in many places. 

 

 These high water marks on all continents are still comparatively "fresh" - they are not yet eroded away. Here 

is evidence that water has been on the continents recently. 

 



 

Page 12 of 163 Noahôs Ark Q&A 

 The survivors of this Deluge gazed upon a different world. Barren wastes, bleak and sterile hills, and 

unbearable extremes of heat and cold, now greeted them. And new mountain ranges were being thrust up. 

 

 This Great Flood is the most universal racial memory of mankind. 

 

 As the descendants of the Flood survivors dispersed around the globe, they carried the Flood memory with 

them. 

 

Pilgrims Visit the Site 

 For more than 2,000 years historians of several nations would record that the remains of Noah's big ship 

were visited by pilgrims. Some of those visitors souvenired pieces of bitumen from the wreck, with which they 

made amulets. 

 

 Eventually, it became covered in a mud flow and its precise location was lost - until an earthquake in 1948 

partly uncovered it, and the earthquake of 1978 exposed it further. 
 

             
Figure 1  BEFORE THE 1978 EARTHQUAKE : Early air view, showing break in the right side (The London Daily Telegraph) 

 

          
Figure 2  AFTER THE 1978 EARTHQUAKE : Risen abruptly from the ground (or the ground has sunk). 
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UNDERSTANDING TH E REMAINS  

OF NOA H'S ARK  

 
 The entire key to understanding the evidence which confirms that this site DOES in fact contain the remains 

of Noah's Ark, is understanding the condition of the remains. The "world" has a preconceived notion of what 

they will accept, and that is a recognizable wooden ship (still intact after 4,300 years), and the ship MUST be on 

the volcanic mountain known as Mt. Ararat. The concept of the Ark's appearance has been further enhanced by 

those who interpreted the fact that the Ark had rooms to mean that it had to look like a barge-shaped houseboat 

instead of a ship. This concept has been based on the many claimed sightings of the Ark on Mt. Ararat - and not 

a single sighting is accompanied by any evidence. 

 

The Ark, NOT Barge-Shaped 

 

 First of all, a barge-shaped vessel could not survive or the open seas. Any sailor can tell you that. In fact, the 

idea is preposterous. The oil tankers of today, which traverse the open seas, have a hull which is NOT flat on 

the bottom, but instead is rounded. The wave action of the stormy seas today cannot compare with the turmoil 

of the open seas of the Flood, which extended the entire surface of the earth. If a barge shaped ship today cannot 

sail the ocean, erase the idea of a barge-shaped Ark from your mind. This simply IS NOT a possibility. If you 

want to research the subject yourself, go to the library and look up "ships and ship-building" and/or "fluid 

dynamics" or "hydrodynamics". 

 

 The "boat-shaped object" is not barge-shaped - it displays the shape of a sea-going vessel. Therefore, from 

the beginning of its discovery in the stereo-photo, it had this one feature already in its favor. 

 

The Ark Would Not have Survived on Mt. Ararat 

 
 If the Ark was a reality, then so was the Flood (which destroyed the entire face of the earth), and this means 

that the Ark, if it survived until today, is the oldest structure on earth. Considering the fragile state of wooden 

homes that were built even in the last century, could we expect to find an intact Ark, or even any remains at all? 

Certainly not in the ever moving glaciers on Mt. Ararat, which continually flow and grind everything in their 

path into minute pieces. Even if an object survived in the glaciers, could it survive the incredible blasts of the 

past eruptions, the most recent of which blew out an entire section of the mountain? Again go to the library and 

research "volcanoes" and "glaciers". Read up on Mount St. Helens, whose last eruption was similar to the last 

eruption which Mt. Ararat experienced, even leaving a similar blown-out hole in the mountain. You will see the 

total devastation suffered by everything on or around the mountain at that time. 

 

 In addition to this, the Turkish military has been training their commandos on Mt. Ararat for many years, and 

they know every inch of the mountain. They KNOW there is nothing up there. 

 

How was the Ark Preserved? 

 

 The evidence found at the "boat-shaped object", which we will, in complete confidence, refer to as "the 

Ark", shows that the Ark was only preserved at all because it was covered in lava flow which effectively sealed 

it in a sort of "time capsule". However, the mountain it is on is NOT volcanic - the evidence shows that the lava 

resulted from an eruption of a volcano many miles to the south in present-day Iran. The lava from that mountain 
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was ejected into the air and carried to the top of the ridge above the Ark's present location. The existence of this 

volcano is proven by the broken stele Ron found in 1984 upon this ridge which showed the unique limestone 

ridge with a volcano positioned next to it to the south. Today, this volcano is collapsed and cannot be seen 

except from the top of the ridge, not from the viewpoint of the artist who inscribed the stele. 

 

The Ark Covered in Lava 

 

 The lava reached the top of the ridge and began to travel down the side of the mountain, covering the Ark. 

The path of the lava can be distinctly seen in the present mud-flow area. One way mud-flows are formed is 

when water is trapped over a long period of time in the slowly decaying lava. Then, when the lava finally 

deteriorates into soil, the tremendous amount of water captured and retained in it, begins to flow, sometimes 

quite rapidly and catastrophically, which is called a mud-slide. 

 

 The weight of this tremendous amount of molten rock (lava) flowing upon the Ark caused the two top decks 

to collapse. If that is so, why wasn't the Ark burned up? There are two possibilities as to why it wasn't burned 

up - the first is this: assuming the lava was the type which would have caused a wooden object to catch on fire, 

if the Ark was completely covered by lava rapidly, this would cut off the oxygen supply and combustion would 

not be possible. But, supposing it was covered more slowly, it is a documented fact that lava does not always 

cause combustion. I will use a quote from a `good ole' evolutionary science book:  

 "It might be supposed that the high temperatures of the lava would give off an enormous amount of heat, 

This is not so, however, and it is quite usual for a flow to pass through a forest or town without causing a fire. 

One flow from Paricutin even piled up against oaks and cotton-woods without destroying them .... How can we 

explain this anomaly of high lava temperature and absence of fire and flames? To begin with, lava consists of a 

vitreous mass which is a poor conductor of heat. It also cools quickly at the surface, becoming covered with a 

crust which in some measure prevents further heat radiation from inside the mass. Thus a lava flow has, as it 

were, a constantly forming insulating case around its molten interior, so that the front of the flow is preceded by 

a protecting crust. " (The New Larousse Encyclopedia of the Earth, pub. by Hamlin Publishing Group Limited, 

copyrighted 1961, revised edition 1972, page 158) 

 

 Either way you choose, the fact that the Ark was covered by lava DOES NOT in any way mean that it had to 

be burned up. The fact that the decks seem to be uniformly collapsed indicates that it was covered rapidly, 

which would have cut off the oxygen supply. We do have specimens which display some burning, but it seems 

to be very limited in extent. 

 

The Ark Revealed when Lava Deteriorated 

 

 The lava covered the Ark and sealed it in an airtight "capsule". So why is it now visible -why isn't it still 

encased in the lava? Because lava deteriorates and breaks down over time into fertile soil. Let's again go to the 

same book we referred to above: "The soils which develop from the decomposition of the lavas, cinders and 

ashes are exceptionally rich in potash, lime and phosphates... Many districts of the world with a high 

agricultural population owe the richness of their land to volcanic material. " (p.173) Hawaii is an excellent 

example of this - their wonderful soil which produces the beautiful exotic flowers we associate with this 

paradise, are a result of the decayed lava, so rich in the nutrients necessary for perfect growth. But it takes lava a 

very long time to deteriorate - how long depends on the type, etc., and we cannot know exactly how long the 

Ark was covered. However, overtime, as the lava began its deterioration process, it was no longer air tight. 

 

The Remains Were Fossilized 

 

 The Ark is situated on a mountain side and it slopes. The front end is at about a 6,350 foot elevation while 

the lower end is at about the 6,250 foot elevation. The lava deteriorated over time, and being no longer air-tight, 
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it was no longer water-tight. The region experiences several months of snow with the accompanying cold 

temperatures. In the spring, the snow slowly melts and as it does the water flows down the mountainside. This 

means that as the lava began to deteriorate, this water began to flow through the material which covered the 

Ark. As the water slowly seeped over the preserved structures of the Ark, it began to wash away minute 

particles of the wood and mete l fittings of the structure. This took place on a molecular level -molecule by 

molecule was washed away. But as each molecule broke loose and washed away with the water, it left a "hole" 

the exact size of the molecule that had broken loose. As the water flowed over the structure, some of the 

molecules it picked up from materials it had passed over prior to arriving at the Ark, lodged in the "molecule 

holes" left in the structure... The process I am describing is called "petrification", or "mineral replacement". For 

an object to become petrified, two things are ALWAYS required - first, that the object be buried rapidly, and 

second that it have water flowing through it. If it is not airtight and has no water flowing over it, it suffers from 

decay and is not preserved. The evolutionists will be quick to tell you that petrification takes millions of years to 

occur, but this is a bald-faced lie. If petrification does not occur at least as rapidly as the decay rate, the object 

simply decays away. 

 

Petrified - Literally "Turned to Stone"  

 

 As the water flowed down the mountain into the soil and then reached the Ark, the structure members nearest 

the top were petrified with molecules of the substances in the earth ABOVE the Ark, which were minerals. As 

the water flowed over the midsection of the Ark, it had picked up molecules from the Ark structures it had 

flowed over prior to reaching the midsection. Therefore, it began to be petrified with substances from its own 

structure in addition to the substances in the soil above it. At least that is what SHOULD have occurred if the 

object really is the Ark. 

 

 The evidence at the site shows that this IS exactly what happened. The deck timber which Ron obtained from 

the approximate mid-section of the ship contained over 13% iron - iron which came from the metal fittings of 

the structure above mid-section. The majority of molecules involved in the petrification process are molecules 

from the natural substances in the earth and the lava. The first analyses Ron had performed on his specimens 

from the site showed an approximate 51% silica content. That's fine: the Encyclopedia Britannica, 1985 ed., vol. 

19, page 506 (under "volcanoes"), states: "Magma consists of a molten-silicate mass within the earth, of various 

composition... " In fact, all petrified objects contain a great deal of silica simply due to its abundance in the soil. 

 

The Sure-Fire Test 

 

 But there is one substance that is NOT found in natural minerals, which we will now discuss. As I began to 

study the subject of "carbon" which involves the study of chemistry, which is a little involved for me, I learned 

some very interesting facts. Compounds of carbon can be analyzed to determine whether they are composed of 

matter that was non-organic, or organic, which means it can be determined whether they were once 

living-matter or not. It's that simple. Therefore, the one test to determine if an object was organic (once living), 

or not, is to determine its carbon content - whether it contains organic carbon or not. 

 

 When Ron brought the petrified deck timber home, he as well as all who saw it, knew that it LOOKED like a 

piece of wood turned to stone (petrified). However, looks CAN be deceiving, so he took it to Galbraith Labs to 

be analyzed. Chiseling a sample from the specimen (on camera), they analyzed it and found that it did contain 

inorganic carbon (.0081%). However, it also contained .7019% ORGANIC CARBON, which is over 100 times 

more than the amount of inorganic carbon! Every petrified object ever found that was once living - tree branch, 

bone, sea shell, etc., will show organic carbon in its analysis. So, the deck timber specimen WAS once 

composed of living matter! Since it didn't look like a bone or a shell, we feel pretty confident in stating that it is 

petrified wood. 
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 OK, we have decaying lava which is revealing the presence of petrified objects that look like wood and 

contain large amounts of iron and other metals. Remember we discussed how the substances found in the 

petrified object got there by being washed in from flowing water which had first passed over other substances? 

So where did the iron come from? In order for there to be such a high percentage of iron in the petrified wood, 

the water which effected its petrification had to pass over a large amount of iron prior to reaching the petrifying 

object. The soil above the Ark does not contain that much iron. One control specimen taken from the area 

OUTSIDE the Ark, but within 50 or so yards, revealed a .54% iron and .77% ferric oxide content. If we are to 

believe that the petrified wood received its iron content from the naturally-occurring iron in the region above 

the ship, we would have to believe that the entire iron content of the region was gathered up by the waters and 

deposited ONLY in the petrified wood. In other words, it's impossible. The large amounts of metals in the 

petrified wood could only come from one place - from the water passing over a LARGE amount of metal in the 

Arkôs structure - metal which we now know, composes the thousands of fittings which held the timbers 

together. 

 

The Ark Hidden for Many, Many Years 

 

 And so the Ark sat for many, many years - its presence unknown since its being covered by the lava flow, 

which incidentally carried it down the mountain until it was impaled on a massive outcropping of bedrock. 'But 

we'll get to that later. 

 

 In the late 1950s, the high-altitude photo taken during the NATO survey showed this incredible outline of a 

ship high on a mountainside in a mudflow. The first expedition to the site in 1960 didn't see anything they could 

recognize as being a man-made object because all that was visible was the decayed lava which was now a layer 

of rich, fertile soil. Oh, here and there a "rock" protruded through the earth which was actually petrified wood, 

but its weathered condition camouflaged its true identity. The early expedition didn't understand what to expect 

- they were looking for an intact boat. 

 

"Truth Shall Spring out of the Earth"  

 

 Then in late 1978, an earthquake caused the soil surrounding the mysterious "shape" to fall away from the 

sides, giving the effect that the "capsule" had literally popped up from the earth. With the soil removed from the 

sides, the object took on even more of the recognizable shape of a ship. The sides displayed indentations at 

evenly spaced intervals which were actually the empty spaces where rib timbers once were. But why are they 

empty - what happened to the rib timbers if they were petrified? The answer is: "due to the effect of 

weathering". 

 

Identification by What is NOT Present 

 

 Let's again return to our favorite science book, The Larousse Encyclopedia from which we quoted above: " 

Whenever rocks are exposed to attack by weathering process, loose material forms, sometimes in large 

quantities... Mass wasting is almost inseparable from weathering and the many other agents of gradation. Water, 

for example, aids its work considerably... In mountain areas daily freeze-and-thaw action, or frost wedging, 

plays its part. Fissures in the rocks fill with water which freezes and expands at night. Under the pressure of the 

innumerable wedges of ice, the rock cracks. Next morning, the ice melts in the sun and no longer supports the 

rock fragments many of which roll down the slope to join other rocks and debris at the foot. " (p.41) 

 

 Keep in mind that the structures of the Ark were petrified and now turned to stone. When the soil around the 

sides of the Ark was still in place, the ribs were preserved. We know this even though they are now gone. The 

way we know is simple - the empty indentations, evenly spaced, are all the evidence we need. Like a footprint 

in the mud, they wouldn't be there if a foot hadn't been there earlier. The weather extremes of the region had 
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accomplished this process of "frost wedging" which fractured the rib timbers which were now turned to stone. 

They remained in place as long as the surrounding soil held them. But when it fell away, the fractured "turned 

to stone" timbers fell into pieces and specimens of the petrified wood lie all around the site. 

 

Color Difference of the Petrified Ribs 

 
 The INTERNAL structure members are in a much better state simply because they have not been exposed to 

the elements. On the east side of the Ark is a section in which the rib timbers are exposed but have NOT 

completely fallen away and left holes where they once were. However, these ARE fractured, having suffered 

from "frost wedging". It was on this section that Ron and Richard performed the "mini-excavation" in which the 

ribs were able to be seen due to the color difference, even though the ribs are in a fragmented state. They are 

still held in place by the soil, probably due to their angle and also some Divine assistance. 

 

What Caused the Color Difference 

 

 This above section is at the front of the ship on the uphill section. The substances in the water which was 

flowing over the ship's structures and which effected its petrification were minerals from above the ship. These 

minerals consisted of silica from the soil, lime and calcium, to name a few. This gave the petrified structure a 

"whitish" appearance, compared to the petrified remains of the lower section of the ship, which featured a 

darker color due to the large amount of metals in them. We have two specimens of petrified wood, both about 6 

inches long, both 2 inches wide and 1 1/2 inches deep. They are identical except for one thing - the piece which 

came from inside the crack near the front of the ship is very light colored, while the other piece is dark. They 

are both petrified wood pieces from the ship, only one piece's molecules were replaced by lighter colored 

substances than the other. 

 

Other Exposed Structure Members 

 

 The timbers which extend out through the ground surface such as the deck support beams and the deck joists 

today look like ordinary rocks. Why? Because they ARE rocks - petrification, or mineral replacement, turns 

objects into rocks. And these petrified timbers have been exposed to the elements and have suffered extreme 

weathering. However, the deck joists, being located high on the sides of the ribs, are located in a position where 

the surface water flows past them. This limits the "frost wedging" to a degree, which other structure located in a 

lower section where the surface water tends to collect, suffers. What this means in simple language is that the 

petrified structure members which are near the surface are more vulnerable to fracturing into small pieces if 

they lie in an area where surface water stands. In the winters, the water, which has seeped into its tiny cracks 

and crevasses, subjects the petrified structure to continual expansion due to the water freezing, fracturing it into 

pieces. Once the soil surrounding and supporting this structure is removed, the fragments collapse into a heap. 

Voila - no more visibly identifiable petrified structure - only a heap of what looks like rocks. But lab analysis 

still reveals what these "rocks" once were by the presence of the organic carbon which is NOT present in 

objects (natural rocks) which were not once living matter. 

 

An other Similar Boat Excavated 

 

 In 1939, a very unique excavation took place of an ancient burial boat known today as the "Sutton Hoo" 

boat. When carefully excavated, they discovered that, "yes", there had once been an ancient burial boat there - 

however, the wooden structure had long ago decayed. What was STILL present were the decomposed and 

siliconized iron fittings which held the timbers together. As they removed the soil from the area, they 

discovered that the decayed wood had left a color difference in the soil which distinctly showed the structure of 

the ship in the earth. The iron fittings, still in place, combined with this coloration in the soil, allowed the 
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excavators to preserve the perfect imprint of the ship. On a very small scale, this is similar to the condition of 

the Ark except for the fact that the Ark does still contain a large amount of internal petrified structures. 

 

The Internal Structure Revealed 

 

 But how do we know about the internal structure? The radar scans. The sub-surface interface radar revealed 

a pattern of internal structure which the makers of the radar determined to be "not of natural origin". The radar 

doesn't tell us precisely what the internal structure is made of, although limited distinction is possible because of 

different densities. However, it definitely reveals its shape and location. And whatever it is, the specialists 

declared that it is "man-made" because of its organized pattern. Nothing in nature occurs in the perfect pattern 

of a ship's internal structure. 

 

 This, combined with the pattern of evenly-spaced metal detector readings on the ship, prove that the structure 

contained metal at the intersections where the timbers were joined together. The "rocks" which displayed the 

metal readings may have looked like "rocks ñ, but we now understand why. The exposed timbers which 

contained the metal fittings were fossilized. When exposed to the elements, they fragmented which left them 

looking like weathered rocks. But, the metal content is so concentrated at these precise spots that lab analyses 

revealed the presence of metal in concentrations and forms which is not natural. 

 

Another Evidence Which Shouts the Truth 

 

 The remains of the Ark are resting on a mountainside with a very large section of bedrock limestone 

extending through its midsection. Radar has confirmed that the limestone is bedrock and not a loose boulder 

which rolled down the hill - it is a part of the foundation rock. 

 

 What explanation is there for the presence of this huge mass of rock extending into the ship? In 1984, Ron 

and Orhan Baser found what they now are certain is a 120 by 40 foot section of the bottom of the Ark, a mile or 

so above its present location. For a moment, let's take our thoughts back to the time the water receded and the 

Ark first rested on the earth. At that time, the face of the earth would be extremely muddy. As the water slowly 

receded and the Ark was gently lowered to the earth, it sank into the mud by increments. The very bottom kept 

extending deeper and deeper into this mud. The evidence indicates that there was probably a "bilge keel" of 

some description on the bottom of the ship. A bilge keel is a "fin-like" projection extending downward from the 

center keel along the bottom, as is seen on sailboats. This "fin" would have provided the ship resistance to 

sideways tilting, but it would have had another advantage. As the Ark slowly sank into the mud, this "fin" 

would have held the ship in an upright position after it was on the ground. Then, when God "made a wind to 

pass over the earth", which caused the mud to dry out, the ship was held fast in an upright position. Hopefully, 

we can scan this area with the radar to determine if a bilge keel is present, but for now this is only Ron's theory. 

And even if there wasn't a bilge keel, the Ark still would have sunk down in the mud and be held fast. When the 

lava carried the ship down the mountainside, this section of the hull remained in the earth. This left a very large 

hole in the hull which David determined existed by his use of the MFG, and which Ron later found to exist with 

the radar scans. The fact that Dave was able to determine this with the MFG is a tremendous evidence that the 

device is highly reliable despite the bad name it has received. 

 

The Crash Into the Limestone Outcropping 

 

 When the Ark, sliding sideways down the mountainside, hit the large outcropping of limestone, it was 

literally impaled on the large rock. It extended into the midsection of the ship and was the only thing which held 

the Ark at its present location. Since the decks had collapsed, the timbers which held the ribs in their upright 

position (the deck joists) were broken, and there was nothing to keep the sides from falling outward. As the Ark 

rotated into alignment with the direction of the lava flow (after becoming lodged on the rock), the ribs were 
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thrown outward to some degree, around the midsection. This is a splaying effect. The end that made the widest 

swing outward suffered the most outward collapse, and this is what gives the ship its appearance of being wider 

than it should be. Keep in mind, however, that the ribs did not fall completely outward, but only splayed enough 

to give the ship a 138 foot width at the widest point, and the original width was 87 feet. The biblical width of 50 

cubits was found to be the width indicated by the internal structures, such as the bulkheads which displayed this 

width instead of the full width of the splayed hull. The metal detector scans done in August of 1985 showed 

how the internal structure near the surface was literally "wrapped around the rock", similar to a car that is 

wrapped around a telephone pole. 

 

The Ballast ï Pre-flood "Slag" 

 

 The "strange material" Ron and Orhan found scattered all over the bottom section of the Ark, at the site 

further up the mountainside, proved to be identical to the "strange material" found falling out in massive 

amounts from the hull on the northern end. This is ballast material and is what first attracted John 

Baumgardner's interest after Jim Irwin sent him the specimen Ron had given him from the site above the 

Arké.. It contains a negligible amount of inorganic carbon, as contrasted with the petrified wood, but it 

contains an incredible amount of manganese dioxide (over 80%) and titanium. One analysis revealed a 74% 

titanium content. The importance of this specimen is that it displays attributes which indicate that it is slag, or 

the waste product of some type of metal alloy production. 

 

What is Ballast? 

 

 Ballast is an absolute necessity for any ship. It is any material of weight which is placed in the hull for 

purposes of stabilizing the ship, keeping it trim, etc. For more information on this subject, look up shipbuilding. 

You will find that it is not something that a ship "may or may not" have - it is a necessity. And a ship the size of 

the Ark would definitely have had ballast of some type. The evidence at the Ark shows that the builders of the 

Ark used a most ingenious substance for their ballast. 

 

Metal Alloy Production 

 

 To find a ship wreck on the side of a mountain with a massive amount of heavy substance falling out of its 

hull - material which is identical to slag -indicates that probably as the metal objects used in the ship cons 

ruction were fashioned, the waste product was gathered and placed in the hull. This makes an incredible amount 

of sense. A ship of this size would have required a great deal of ballast and this is the perfect source. But what 

makes us think there was metal production before the Flood - aside from the presence of a great deal of metal at 

even intervals in the ship? 

 

Manganese 

 

 Manganese, which is found in extremely high concentrations in these ballast specimens, is used in the 

production of many alloys: "More than 95 percent of the manganese produced is used in the form of ferroalloys 

by the metal industries, chiefly for steel manufacture .... Produced without manganese, steel breaks up when 

hot-rolled or forged. Steels generally contain leas than 1 percent manganese. Manganese steel (12-14 percent 

manganese) is used for very rugged service; it presents a hard, wear resistant, and self-renewing surface over a 

wrought unbreakable core. Manganese produced electrolytically is used mostly in steelmaking but also in the 

production of nonferrous alloys of copper, aluminum, magnesium and the nickel-base alloys and in the 

production of high purity chemicals. Practically all commercial alloys of aluminum and magnesium contain 

manganese to improve corrosion resistance and mechanical properties." (Encyclopedia Britannica, 1985 ed., 

viol. vi, p.563 under "Manganese") 
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 On one analysis of the ballast material, John Baumgardner wrote: "tailings of aluminum aloid production" 

and signed his name and wrote "Los Alamos". This particular specimen contained 31.44% manganese, 41.95% 

titanium, no iron, 11.33% silicon, and 7.19% aluminum, among other constituents. This indicates that there was 

perhaps more than one type of alloy included in these various ballast specimens - and this one was the waste 

product of aluminum production: "Aluminum-manganese alloys are popular for cooking utensils, heat 

exchangers, chemical equipment, storage tanks,... Adding major amounts (about 10 percent) of silicon to 

commercially pure aluminum yields an alloy with a relatively low melting point... Because silicon imparts great 

fluidity to molten metal, this alloy is used in castings. The addition of up to 5 percent magnesium yields an alloy 

with good tensile strength, weldability, hardness and corrosion resistance in marine atmospheres .... Adding 

both silicon and magnesium to aluminum produces alloys that are easily formed, machined, welded, and 

finished, have good resistance to corrosion, and are of medium strength. " (Ibid., vol. 1, p.644, under subject 

"Aluminum Products and Production") 

 

 The ballast materials, under electron microscope, display the appearance of slag and can therefore be 

identified with confidence. The exact type of metal production they resulted from cannot be stated with 

precision. But because of the content of the specimens, which are consistent with present day processes of metal 

alloy production, it can be stated with confidence that these ARE slag. The large amount of manganese was 

expended as waste product because, although required in the production of the alloy, only a small percentage 

remained in the resulting product. The excess was spun off as slag, along with a small amount of the other 

elements used in the alloy production. 

 

Titanium  

 

 The discovery of titanium in such a high concentration is of special interest. The process by which titanium 

could be produced as a metal has only been known since 1936. "Although the element titanium had been known 

since its initial discovery in 1791 by William Gregor in England, and its identification in rutile in 1795 and in 

ilmenite in 1797, it was not until William Justin Kroll, a German refugee in the U.S., invented a 

magnesium-reduction process in 1936 that the production of metallic titanium became feasible. The process, 

which Kroll gave to the U.S. Bureau of Mines for development, remains in its original form or modifications 

thereof, the principle method used today for winning titanium metal from its ores." (Ibid., vol.18 p.455, under 

subject heading "Titanium Products and Production") 

 

 The advantage of titanium as a metal is its tremendous strength and light weight, which is why today it is 

used in medical and space age technologies. The quantitative elemental analyses of the rivet-head Ron found in 

1991 revealed 8.62% aluminum, 10.38% iron, 1.33% magnesium, and 2.7% sodium, as well as 1.92% titanium. 

Interestingly, the process for refining titanium involves SODIUM AND MAGNESIUM and sure enough, there 

they both were! "The high purity titanium tetrachloride produced is reduced to metallic titanium by reaction 

with magnesium or sodium. The Kroll process, which uses magnesium, and modifications that used sodium, as 

the reducing agents, are batch processes conducted in larger reactors. " (Ibid., p.456) 

 

 The combined analyses of the fossilized rivet provide more than ample evidence that it was composed of an 

alloy which contained aluminum, iron and titanium; an alloy which would be extremely strong, lightweight and 

resistant to the corrosion of the sea waters. Is all of this coincidence? The ballast contains elements which are 

completely consistent with that of aluminum, titanium and iron alloy productions. 

 

 The rivet contains elements which are consistent with a very high-tech alloy. For further evidence, "The 

major alloying elements that are added to titanium are aluminum, vanadium, molybdenum, manganese, iron and 

chromium." (Ibid) All three analyses of the rivet show iron, aluminum, and manganese, vanadium and 

chromium. Perhaps one or twin of these things could be accepted as "coincidence", but the entire picture is one 

that cannot be denied. 
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Hand-Wrought Iron  

 

 In June of 1985, when Ron, Dave Fasold and John Baumgardner all surveyed the site with metal detectors, 

Dave found a specimen which John stated, on camera, displayed the appearance of wrought iron. Dave Fasold 

wrote about the results of John's later analyses of the iron specimens in his book, The Ark of Noah, p.255: "I 

hurriedly opened the first-class envelope labeled `Los Alamos National Laboratory'. It contained the semi-

quantitative analysis of the iron samples we had recovered from the Ark. The stoichiometric results were 

impressive, with the seven running from 60 percent through 91.84 percent FE203. The highest reading was 

obtained from an angular bracket. " The angular bracket was the specimen John had identified as having the 

appearance of wrought iron. 

 

 The large iron content of the petrified timbers again verifies the fact that the flowing water which effected 

the petrification process had travelled over a large amount of iron objects before it arrived at the timber being 

petrified. Where did this iron come from? Certainly not the surrounding terrain which displayed an only 

negligible iron content. The evidence indicates that probably various alloys were produced for use in different 

objects depending on what properties were required. In fact, the evidence is TOO circumstantial to be 

interpreted any other way except that it shows conclusive proof of metal alloys used in the Ark. 

 

Petrified Timber  

 

 Perhaps we should stop here, and get on with the questions. This and much more will become evident then... 

 

The most important question will be, of course, 

 

WHAT EVIDENCE IS THERE THAT THIS IS NOAH'S ARK?  

 

 If you want to read that first, go to question ñWhat Evidenceò. Otherwise, just read on from here... 
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Figure 3  Middle East map of Ark Location 

QUESTIONS  & ANSWERS  

 
1.  óCREATION SCIENCEò INVESTIGATION.   

 Is it true that a ñpersonal investigationò was made by the ñCreation Scienceò(ñAnswers in Genesisò) 

group, which proved the ñNoahôs Arkò claims to be ñfake:ò? 
 

 

 Not at all. You will find our response to this allegation in ñThe Discoveriesò section of the present book: see 

Questions 14 and 15. 

 

 As to the individual allegations made in their article against the discoveries(1) concerning metal detector 

scans, radar scans, core drill tests, petrified timber, metal rivets, the Turkish government opinion and other 

issues, these are addressed in detail, in this present section on Noahôs Ark. 
 

LOCATION  

 2. DOESNôT THE BIBLE SAY THE ARK LANDED ON MOUNT ARARAT?   

    How come, then, that your discovery was made somewhere else? 

 

The record says (Gen. 8:4): ñAnd the ark rested... upon the mountains of Ararat. ñ Mountains, plural, 

indicating a range of mountains. 
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 The biblical Ararat was a country, not a mountain. The word occurs four times (Gen. 8:4; 2 Kings 19:37; Isa. 

37:38; and Jer. 51:27), with the meaning of country or kingdom. It was the nearest the translators could get to 

Urartu, a powerful kingdom in the Lake Van area of modern Turkey. 

 

 The Bible is simply saying that the Ark landed in the mount ins of that kingdom. ñAnd the ark rested...upon 

the mountains of Ararat. ñ 

 

 Ararat/Urartu (or Armenia) was a mountainous country (the Bible has it, ñmountains of Araratò -plural). We 

use a comparative phrase ñmountains of Papua New Guineaò; ñmountains of Scotlandò, etc. Just as there is no 

such entity as Mount Scotland, nor does the Bible know any such entity as Mount Ararat. 
 

No Evidence of Mt. Ararat Until  Many Years After The Great Flood 

 

 During the Flood, ñall the high hills, that were under the whole heaven were coveredò; ñthe mountains were 

coveredò (Gen. 7:19, 20). That includes every mountain. 

 

 But how much water is there? If all the land were leveled out, the sea would cover the earth to 7,800 feet. For 

a mountain to be covered by the Flood waters it would have to be less than 7,800 feet high. This tells us that all 

the pre-Flood mountains were less than that height .... Because ñallò the high land under heaven was covered by 

the Flood waters. 

 

 This would include Mount Everest - and Mount Ararat 

 

 As a matter of fact, Mount Everest exhibits seashells near its peak - indicating that water - sea water - at one 

time covered Mount Everest. Likewise, Mount Ararat exhibits pillow lava - and pillow lava forms under water. 

From this, it is evident that Ararat was totally submerged during the Flood. 

 

 Since the flood waters did not reach 29,000 feet (Everestôs present height) or 17,000 feet (Araratôs present 

height), these mountains have been raised higher since the Flood. 

 

 Mount Ararat is a post-Flood volcanic mountain, which swelled up since the Flood. 

 

 As we try to date and locate events and places of the period shortly after the Flood, many times ñdirectò 

evidence is hard to come by due to the great number of years that have since passed. 

 

 But by means of ñindirectò evidence, we can reach conclusions that are BEYOND REASONABLE DOUBT. 

 

 Excavators in the Ararat region have found evidence which shows that Mount Ararat the ñtraditionalò site of 

Ark hunters - was not formed until many, many years after the Flood. 

 

The Obsidian Evidence 

 

 In excavations of early settlements in the region of eastern and central Turkey, as well as western Iran and 

the former USSR (the area which was once called ñAraratò, or ñUrartuò), many tools and other objects have 

been found which were made out of obsidian. Now obsidian is found in and by volcanoes. 

 

 Because of the unique trace elements found in obsidian, it is possible to match specimens found in 

settlements with sources whose obsidian exhibits the same trace elements. 
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 These analyses show that the earliest settlements in the Ararat (Urartu) region obtained their obsidian from 

Nemrut Dag, the volcano on the north side of Lake Van, about 70 miles south of Mount Ararat. 

 

 But excavations of later settlements, namely those in Assyria, such as Tell es-Sawwan near Nineveh, 

revealed obsidian that is certainly imported from Mount Ararat. 

 

 The clear indication is this: The earliest settlements (in the immediate vicinity of Mount Araratôs present 

location) would not have travelled so far away to get obsidian for tools if it was already available close by. 

Obviously, obsidian (produced by volcanism) did not exist in the Ararat region at that early time. But it did 

exist in the Ararat region later, since the Assyrians, many years after the time of Babel, came all the way to 

Ararat to obtain it. 

 

 During the time of the earliest settlements (before the time of Babel) Mount Ararat did not exist - there was 

no volcanic obsidian in the region. But by the time of the Assyrians, obsidian - formed by volcanism - had 

appeared by means of Mount Ararat. 

 

 Again, If  the Ark had landed on Mt. Ararat, it would have had to have been a much smaller mountain at that 

time, because it would have been impossible for all of the animals to have walked down off the mountain as it is 

today. 

 

The Ark Would Not Have Survived on Mt. Ararat  

 

 If the Ark was a reality, then so was the Flood (which destroyed the entire face of the earth), and this means 

that the Ark, if  it survived until today, is the oldest structure on earth. Considering the fragile state of wooden 

homes that were built even in the last century, could we expect to find an intact Ark, or even any remains at all? 

Certainly not in the ever moving glaciers on Mt. Ararat, which continually flow and grind everything in their 

path into minute pieces. Even if an object survived in the glaciers, could it survive the incredible blasts of the 

past eruptions, the most recent of which blew out an entire section of the mountain? 

 

 This volcano has experienced several eruptions, the most recent in the mid 1800s - which was very similar to 

the Mount St. Helens eruption which blew out an entire portion of the mountain. Go to the library and research 

ñvolcanoesò and ñglaciersò. Read up on Mount St. Helens. 

 

 Such a volcanic upheaval would in all likelihood have destroyed the Ark, had it been there. 

 

 Dr M. Salih Bayraktutan, Turkish geologist, was reported in 1987 and 1988 as saying that ñMt. Big Ararat is 

volcanic and if the Ark landed there it would be under four to five thousand feet of lava. Furthermore, the 

hydrodynamics of a cone shaped volcanic mountain would push the Ark away from it. ñ (The Institute of 

Judaic-Christian Research, Inc. Research Letter, Wendyl Jones Ministries, Nov., 1987, p. 1, and Sept., 1988, 

p.1.) 
 

3. THE BIBLE SAYS THE A RK LANDED ON THE HIG HEST PEAK IN THE AREA , 
and that no other mountain tops were visible until ñthe first day of the 7

th
 monthò, which was 74 days 

later, But youôre trying to say the Ark came  to rest on your 7,000 foot landing site, with 17,000 foot big 

Mount Ararat still invisible (under water?) (Russell Standish)(5) 

 

 Since Mount Ararat is today the highest mountain in the region, some so-called ñexpertsò have already 

determined that THAT was the only place the Ark should be found. Yet, the Bible is so clear on the fact that it 

came to rest in the ñmountainsò of Ararat: ñAnd the Ark rested in the seventh month, on the seventeenth day of 

the month, upon the mountains of Araratò (Gen. 8:4). 
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 In spite of best intentions, the quest on big Mount Ararat has been a phenomenal flop. A misconception and 

dismal failure due to a misunderstanding of the biblical text. 

 

 Even Ellen White (Russellôs Seventh-day Adventist, prophet) wasnôt so bold as to suggest the Ark was on 

Ararat: 

 

... the Lord caused the Ark to drift into a spot protected by a group of mountains that had been preserved by his 

power. These mountains were but a little distance apart, and the Ark moved about in this quiet haven, and was 

no longer driven upon the boundless ocean. ñ (Patriarchs and Prophets, Chapter 8, óAfter the Floodô) 

 

 Ellen Whiteôs flood scenario isnôt half bad and certainly fits our site better than Ararat. She had the forum to 

say the Ark was on Ararat. Why didnôt she say Ararat? It will be seen later (see Q.104) that our ñshipò landed 

(in present-day terms) at an altitude of about 7,300 feet upon mountains to the south. 

 

 Now, since big Mount Ararat did not then exist at its present height (see Q.27), it is perfectly 

reasonable that this circle of hills to the south may at that time have been the highest land in the region. 

 

 An experiment carried on in the U.S. demonstrated that hydrodynamics would have tended to propel a vessel 

not onto a high open slope, but rather into a sheltered semi-circle of land, such as where we today find our ship. 
 

 

4. WHAT ABOUT CLAIMS TH AT THE ARK HAS BEEN SEEN ON BIG MOUNT 

ARARAT?  

 

 From numerous claimed sightings of the Ark this century, the belief grew that the Ark lay partly hidden by 

ice on a large ledge 13,000 to 15,000 feet up on Mount Ararat. 

 

The public was fascinated.  

 So many expeditions had failed to produce any hard evidence. Great stories were told, which captivated the 

listener; but of all the rumored sightings, none had ever been authenticated. Photographs reportedly taken had 

either been lost or considered inconclusive. 

 

 Then there is the site twelve miles south of Mount Ararat proper - the site to which Ron Wyatt kept 

returning. Ron supplied a stunning piece of information - the ñanchor stonesò. Most people donôt want to 

believe that THIS thing covered in mud on a plateau was the Ark. 

 

 But the Turkish government had meticulously observed the activities of all who had ñlooked for Noahôs 

Arkò over the past 50 years. It was required that Turkish guides accompany each expedition. These guides 

reported back to government officials who kept files on the reports. Thus the claims of expedition members 

could be checked against the facts recorded. 

 

 And can you wonder that the Turks were suspiciousô? Schliemann stole priceless treasures when he dug up 

Troy and others since had behaved similarly. So was it surprising that the Turks kept tabs on every Ararat 

expedition? 

 

Now for some of those alleged sightings up on big Mount Ararat. 

(a) RUSSIAN ARK SIGHTINGS  
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 The story has long been told that, in 1917, Russian scouting parties went to Mount Ararat to follow up a 

Russian aviatorôs report that he had sighted the Ark from the air. From a cliff high on Ararat, they looked down 

upon a small valley. In a dense swamp lay what appeared to be a huge ship. A detailed report was sent to the 

Czar. A few days later, the Russian government was overthrown, so the fate of the report was declared 

unknown. 

 

 As for this 1916-17 Roskovitsky (Russian) discovery story, it is an embarrassing reality that the original tale 

was a complete fabrication by one Benjamin Allen. Its purpose: to raise funds for the Sacred History Research 

expedition in the forties. 

 

(b) NAVARRAôS WOOD ñDISCOVERYò 

 

 Another story had it that Frenchman Fernand Navarra climbed Ararat three times in the fifties. After his first 

expedition, he claimed to have seen an unusual dark patch within the ice, which was a shipôs hull. The 

discovery was at approximately 14,000 feet altitude. During a third climb, on July 6, 1955, Navarra discovered 

hand-hewn timber on the slope. 

 

 However, information in the Turkish files showed that Navarra first took wood up Mount Ararat, and on the 

next visit in the company of witnesses ñfoundò this wood ñfrom the Arkò. 

 

(c) ñI SAT ON NOAHôS ARKò 

 

 Another Ark story said that Georgie Hagopian was ten years old when he first saw the Ark. That was way 

back in 1908; a very hot year it was, too. 

 

 Near the ñtop of the worldò, the Ark was resting on a massive rock. Apparently his Armenian uncle knew 

exactly where it was, because he went straight to it. The Ark was long and rectangular. One side was on the 

edge of a cliff. Georgieôs childlike estimate of its size was 1,000 feet long, 600 feet wide and 40 feet high. 

 

 The structure looked like stone. It was dark brown. A green moss covered the Ark. His uncle helped him to 

get on top of it. 

 

 In 1970, George told this story to Ark searcher Eryl Cummings and author Rene Noorbergen. 

 

 Georgie Hagopian lived near Van about ninety miles from Ararat. Interviewed when he was an old man, he 

was ñledò with questions. In truth, as a small child, he had been taken ñup the mountainò (a mountain near Van - 

not Ararat) and while his uncle tended the flocks, he had sat Georgie on a big flat rock and said, ñHereôs Noahôs 

Ark; you sit on it.ò In imagination the child was sitting on the Ark. In the interview many years later, the fantasy 

was relived. 

 

(d) THE ñARKò MOVIE 

 
 And about that movie screened in the seventies which showed the Ark in a valley on Mount Ararat. 

 

 A gentleman named Elfred Lee PAINTED IN the boat-shape on to a photo of Ararat. Thatôs right. And what 

is more, a gentleman named Sellier, who prepared a picture for the film In Search of Noahôs Ark, took a tiny 

stone about an inch high, shaped it into a model of the Ark, and placed it against some soil in a little dry 

wash-out about a foot high, in Utah. The film commentary stated: ñThis is in a canyon on Mount Ararat.ò 

 



 

Page 27 of 163 Noahôs Ark Q&A 

 They also placed it against some snow and photographed it close up in such a way you couldnôt tell how big 

it was. Talk about doing a snow job! 

 

 One man had his picture taken while he stood in the so-called ñcanyonò with the mini ñArkò beside him. 

 

 Some time later, Mr. Lee told Mr. Wyatt that ña Mr. ... gave me $500 to paint it in.ò 

 

Mistaken Identity  

 

 Almost any unusual feature of the mountain is likely to be associated with the Ark by observers from the air, 

the plain or the nearby hills. 

 

 One series of climbs up the Ahora trail toward Kup Lake has revealed that what many thought may have 

been the Ark was simply a large rock spur. (Charles Berlitz, The Lost Ark of Noah, p.90) 

 

 Of course many of the reported sightings could have been of the other site - our site - twelve miles south of 

Mount Ararat. Others would have misinterpreted such sightings as having been made on Mount Ararat. 

 

(e) CBS TV SHOW ON NOAHô S ARK 

 
 With all the lies that are being told about our work, we have decided that it is necessary to show how 

unreliable the information is that was given in the Amazing Discovery of Noahôs Ark, which was shown on CBS 

on February 20, 1993. 

 

 Near the end of the program, a man from Holland spoke of how he flew with Jim Irwin around Mt. Ararat 

and they saw an object that they knew was Noahôs Ark. They showed a photograph. Earlier, the narrator told 

how Jim Irwin was sure he had found the Ark but kept it quiet until he was able to mount a ground expedition to 

the site of the photograph. Sadly, they explained, Jim died before he could accomplish this. 

 

 Well, in the book Noahôs Ark and the Lost World, by John Morris, copyrighted 1988, on page 31, you will 

see this same exact photograph that was shown as having been photographed by Jim Irwinôs expedition. The 

caption below this photograph reads.- 

ñ... A friend of mine took this photo by holding his camera out over the ledge of a cliff. It was too dangerous for 

him to reach the edge and look over, but he was able to take several pictures of the hidden canyon below. When 

the film was developed and the pictures examined, a strange object that looks like Noahôs Ark could be seen, 

just as these enlargements show. But because he didnôt actually see the object himself, we donôt know for 

certain what it really is. In fact, the more we study the picture, the less we believe it to be the Ark - but we 

certainly plan to go back and take a closer look! We call this picture the óMystery Photoô. 

 

 The book was published before Jim Irwinôs last flight around the mountain. Also, Morris claims a friend of 

his took the photo by hanging over the ledge??? The publisher of this book is Master Books, should you want to 

see the photo for yourself. 

 

 As a sequel to the same CBS show, another stogy emerged. 

 

(f) NEW CLAIM TO HAVE BEEN INSIDE ARK ON BIG MOUNT ARARAT  

 

 Recently we were asked concerning a report that someone has been up big Mt. Ararat and seen Noahôs Ark 

there - and that he took a wood sample out of it. What is the truth about this? 
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I will now quote from Time magazine, July 5, 1993, p.51, under title, ñPhoney Arkaeologyò: 

 

ñ óThis piece of wood is so precious - and a gift from Godô These moving words were spoken reverently by 

George Jammal as he displayed the relic that he said had come from Noahôs Ark. His appearance was one of 

the highlights of The Incredible Discovery of Noahôs Ark, a two-hour prime-time special that aired on CBS in 

February. What the network didnôt know - and didnôt bother to find out -was that Jammal was a hoaxer and 

that large segments of its program were based on blatant and ludicrous pseudo science. 

 

ñJammal had obtained the wood, he unblinkingly told the network audience, during a 1984 search for Noahôs 

Ark on snow-covered Mount Ararat in Turkey. With his companion óVladimirô,; he had crawled through a hole 

in the ice into a wooden structure. óWe knew then that we had found the Ark!ô To prove he had been in the 

fabled vessel, Jammal hacked out a chunk of wood. 

 

ñThen, he went on, tragedy struck as Vladimir backed up taking photos of Jammal and the site, óhe fell, and that 

made some noise, and there was an avalanche... and that is where he diedô The film was lost, and Jammal was 

so distraught, he had been unable to tell his story - until now. ñ 

 

 In fact, Jammal was an actor from Long Beach, California. He and Gerald Larue (a member of the Skeptics 

Society who had been interviewed for an earlier Sun International production, and felt he had been misused, 

and wanted revenge) decided to expose the shoddy research of Sun International. 

 

 So Larue coached Jammal, an acquaintance, to perpetrate the hoax. Jammal took his video camera out to a 

train-switching yard. He chopped a piece of contemporary pine from a railroad sleeper (cross-tie). 

 

 Taking it back to his apartment, Jammal soaked it in teriyaki sauce, wine and other juices then boiled it until 

the wood was pickled and black. Then, with tweezers, he lifted out the wood and directed his hairdryer onto it. 

 

 Finally, he took the wood to Sun International executive producer Charles E. Sellier. He told Sellier, ñI have 

been to Mount Ararat. The Kurds took me right into the Ark.ò 

 

Sellier smelt a rat. He responded, ñYou need to go and talk to someone whoôs a recognized authority on Noahôs 

Ark.. Get them to vouch for you - that your information is accurate - and Iôll include it in my TV special.ò 

 

John Morris  Stakes His Reputation On Jammal 

 
 Now Jammal had studied John Morrisô books, maps and stories. (Remember, heôs an actor. So he studies in 

order to play a role convincingly.) Now he went to John Morris, head of the Institute of Creation Research (and 

counterpart of ñCreation Scienceò in Australia) and told his story to John Morris. 

 

 John Morris went with Jammal to Sellier and declared, ñI will stake my reputation on the fact that this man 

has been inside Noahôs Ark and that this is wood from Noahôs Ark.ò 

 

 Sellier responded, ñOK, Iôll put it in my 2-hour TV special.ò Which he did. And it went to air on CBS. 

 

 John Morris, in his Acts and Facts newsletter (April 1993) said the film was a positive presentation. 

 

The Hoax Exposed 
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 Immediately afterward, Jammal and Larue called a media conference. They showed the journalist the video 

of the site from which the wood came. And Jammal announced, ñI have never been to Turkey.ò 

 

 Shocked, the journalist asked him, ñWhy did you do all of this?ò 

 

 Then he turned to John Morris: ñHow come you vouched for this guy?ò 

 

 ñI didnôt think heôd lie to me,ò replied Morris. 

 

 The point is that Jammalôs story was accepted at face value by a man who is supposed to be a ñcareful 

scientistò, yet, he didnôt even ask Jammal for any evidence that heôd ever been to Turkey. 

 

 Morris and his cohorts ñAnswers in Genesisò (ñCreation Science Foundationò) in Australia have had some 

very unkind things to say about our work. Would it not have been proper for Morris to ask Jammal to show him 

his passport with his Turkish visa in it, before laying his reputation on the line by guaranteeing the truthfulness 

of Jammalôs story? It seems to us, that should have been the minimum that John should have done. 

 

 Time, in their story exposing the hoax, noted that the special was ña mixture of fact, conjecture, fantasy and 

arrant nonsense, while offering no clues as to which was which. ñ 

 

 It is appropriate to point out here that the ñCreation Scienceò (ñAnswers in Genesisò) propaganda against the 

DISCOVERIES is based largely on John Morrisô say so! 

 

(g) THE ñRESHITò STORY 

 

 Yes, there have been so many ñtalesò about Ark sightings throughout the years - dozens of tales, all different 

places, all different details, and etc., etc. But a good number of those who still believe the Ark has to be on Mt. 

Ararat, and have rejected the evidence of the true site, try to make the various stories all point to a favored site 

on Ararat. 

 

 There is one particular story that does need to be discussed at this time. It will demonstrate quite clearly how 

tall tales ñget tallerò and why we must be so very careful. 

 

 One person Ron took to the Ark site became convinced it was the true Ark. (I wonôt mention his name 

because it is not our intention to point him out -only to make known what occurred and how.) He had read all 

the ñArk talesò and believed one, in particular, had been erroneously reported. He believed it was not a tale 

about an ñArk sightingò on Ararat, as the story stated, but that it in fact referred to the real site, 12 miles south 

of Ararat. 

 

ñReshit, the Kurdish Farmerò 

 

 The article is seen below; but in summary, the Nov. 13, 1948 Associated Press story presents about a 

Kurdish farmer named ñReshitò who said he saw a ship resembling a house about 2/3 of the way up Mt. Ararat. 

Supposedly, the unusually warm weather had caused the ice and snow to melt enough that the ñprow of a shipò 

was óprotruding into a canyon down which tons of melting ice and snow had been rushing for more than two 

months. ñ 

 

 During one of Ronôs trips to the site in the mid-eighties, the individual earlier mentioned, also present, set 

out to find ñReshitò. And, as things go, the locals obliged him and returned with a man named ñReshitò, then 

about 60 years old. To make a long story short, this ñnew Reshitò, through a translator, provided the story this 
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man had come to believe. The tale was retold: Reshitò was out in his field one day when an earthquake struck. 

Up from his field popped a ship. It was NOT on Mt. Ararat. And, of course, everyone believed it was Noahôs 

Ark. Further ñdetailsò emerged - the earthquake struck on May 15, 1948, which happened to be the day Israel 

became a state. By now, the original 1948 report bore no resemblance to this ñnewò tale. See Isaiah 50:11. 

 

 At the time the interview took place with the ñnew Reshitò, Ronôs Turkish liaison, Mine Unler, and the 

governor of the province of Agri, Gov. Sevket Ekinci, were also in Dogubayazit. After seeing what was taking 

place, Ron asked the governor (through Mine) to ask Reshit if he was telling the truth. In the lobby of the Ararat 

Hotel (now the Isfahan Hotel), the Governor went over to Reshit and questioned him. Reshit readily admitted 

that a group of men had come to him and asked him if he would like to ñmake a tourist happyò and also ñmake 

some moneyò. Of course, he was more than willing. When brought to the hotel, all he did was ñfollow the leadò 

when questioned, answering in the affirmative when asked each detail. ñVar, var, var!ò (ñYes, yes, yes!ò) 

Money exchanged hands and everyone was happy. Of course, once he learned what the story was, he repeated it 

when questioned. 

 

 When Ron told the man who was with him (who had sought the ñnew Reshitò) what the governor had said, 

he would not believe it. He had gotten the story he wanted and seemed to believe it was true. 

 

 That some people actually try to ñcreateò their own reality is seen in another example involving this very 

same Ark story. Lloyd R. Bailey, in his book, ñWhere is Noahôs Ark ñ, published by Abingdon (1978), recounts 

on pp. 56 & 57, the 1949 expedition of A.J. Smith, the dean of a small Bible College in North Carolina. Smithôs 

ñgoal was to locate Reshit, hire him to serve as guide, and verify that the Ark had at last been discovered. 

Unfortunately, however, Reshit could not be found. A search of villages for 100 miles around  failed to produce 

anyone who claimed ever to have seen the Ark or even anyone who had heard the story.ñ 

 

 Author Bailey goes on to discuss the authors of another book on the Ark, and how they ñare so predisposed 

to believe such secondhand hearsay that they seek to explain away Smithôs on-the-spot evidence (or lack of it). 

 

 Sadly, serious researchers studying the evidences of Noahôs Ark, have innocently accepted the ñnewò story 

of  ñReshitò as being factual because they did not have access to ñthe whole storyò. That is the sole reason we 

have discussed it here. 

 

 Sometimes tall tales are innocently repeated by people who sincerely but mistakenly believe they are true; 

but sometimes, as we have seen, they are purposefully concocted. Sometimes, they are accepted as fact without 

the proper research to verify if there is just cause to believe they may be factual, as we have also seen. When 

God reveals things for His people, the evil one and his fallen angels are right there, ready to do whatever it takes 

to take away what He has given us, and to TRY to turn His Truth into a lie. But remember His promise, that 

ñthe Spirit of truthò and NOT man, will ñguide you into all truthò (John 16:13). 
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Figure 4  Reshit News Article 

 

 

(g) ANCIENT SIGHTINGS WERE NOT ON BIG MOUNT ARARAT  

 

 Ancient sightings were all on Mount Al-Judi. This is the same mountain where our Ark sits today. 

 

 Agri Dagi (big Mount Ararat) has been considered as a site only since the 1300s. 
 

 

5. ARE THERE ANY ANCIEN T RECORDS IDENTIFYING THE ARKôS LOCATION? 

 

Here are some clues. 

 

 1 . The Bible states that the Ark landed in the Ararat region (Gen. 8:4). 

  * And our boat-shaped object IS in the Ararat region. That boat-shaped object is resting on Akyayla Dagi 

(ñHigh White Plainò) on a hill and close to the Kurdish village of Uzengili. That is definitely in the heart of the 

ñmountains of Araratò (as in Genesis 8:4) -a region, not a single peak. ñUrartuò (same root as ñAraratòô was the 

name of an ancient kingdom in this area. Thus, the Bible is simply identifying the mountains of that kingdom, 

or region. 

 

 2. The Bible states that it landed ñupon the mountainsò - mountains, plural. And Moslem tradition placed it 

upon the mountainous range of Urartu. 

  * Our boat is sitting on a mountain range. 

 

 3. Moslem tradition stated it to be on a hill, not a tall peak. 

  * This object likewise lies on a hill, not a tall peak. 

 

 4. The Koran said that ñthe Ark came to rest upon AL JUDI.ò (Houd Sura 11:44) 

  * This boat-shaped object now rests on a plain on a mountain called by the locals AL-JUDI; its Turkish 

name is    CUDI DAGI. 

 

 5. It was stated to be on the hillôs west side. 

  * Indeed, this object is on the hillôs west side. 

 

 6. The old tradition held that the Ark was alongside a large rock. 

http://www.throneofgod.com/NoahsArk/Reshit1948.jpg


 

Page 32 of 163 Noahôs Ark Q&A 

  * Interestingly, this boat-shaped object is alongside a large rock, and impaled on it as well. If this is the 

Ark of which the Moslems spoke, then it has since been pushed sideways onto the rock by the alluvial mud flow 

that slid down to the east of it, resulting n the Arkôs being almost completely covered. 

 

 7. The Assyrian king Ashurbanipal II (883-859 B.C.) claimed that the Arkôs resting place was NISIR. 

  * Less than 500 yards from our ñboatò is a village now called Uzengili - and under it, according to older 

maps, lay SAR, or NASAR or NISIR. (David Fasold, The Discovery of Noahôs Ark. U.K.: Sidgwick and 

Jackson Ltd., 1990,  pp.108-114) ñNisirò (ñNasarò) means ñto make a presentation or a sacrificeò (covenant). 

(Fasold, p.113) 

 

 8. The Ark was reported to be on a north-south axis. 

  * Our boat likewise is orientated just ten degrees from north-south. 

 

 9.  The Assyrians said you go down into it. 

  This is the tradition of the site before it had been pushed sideways onto the rock by the mud flow that slid 

down on the east side of it, which resulted in the Arkôs being almost totally covered. 

 

  The Assyrians called it Varunaôs House of Clay. About 800 B.C., some Assyrians entered it at the 

surface. It was three stories deep (or buried under the ground). Thus an underground fortress came to be known 

as a ñvaraò. (Fasold, p.99) 

 

  They described it as being nearly a horse run long (a stadia of 600 feet) with wide avenues inside. It 

seems they  entered it, explored the three levels and returned home convinced that Varuna had survived the 

Great Flood by shutting himself and his passengers up inside until the storm abated. 

 

  * This going down into it would make sense if the Ark had been covered with mud, as was our big boat in 

Turkey. 

 

 10. The aranumin plant grows at the site. 

  The 3
rd

 century BC Chaldean historian BEROSUS, the Egyptian writer ARONIMUS, and the Jewish 

historian JOSEPHUS, each located Noahôs Ark in the mountains (plural) of the Gordeans (Kurds) in the district 

of Karoi - which was south of Mt. Ararat. 

 

  These mountains are on the Iranian border, some 20 miles south of the actual Mount Ararat. 

 

  These historians reported that the plant ARANUMIN grew prolifically at that location. 

 

  This plant produces a purple flower and is covered with thorns. Its underground stems have a faint odor of 

violets. 

 

  *Today, this plant still grows there, at the very site of the Noahôs Ark remains. 

 

  This plant is NOT found in the lava and ice of Greater Mount Ararat. 

 

 11.Then there is the size - 300 cubits long and 50 cubits average beam width.  

 

  Do these clues match? YOU DECIDE. 

 

 12. Place names are a key to history. 

 



 

Page 33 of 163 Noahôs Ark Q&A 

  Of this one can be certain. Ancient place names are found to be among the most imperishable of human 

things.  This persistence of ancient place names has been fully recognized by leading archaeologists as a ñsafeò 

means of  recovering ancient history. (For example, Sir W.F. Petrie, Syria and Egypt, p.15) 

 

  Many ancient place names in the vicinity seem to allude to the story of the Great Flood and its survivors. 

Note the following: 

 
 

 

Figure 5  Map of the Mountains of Ararat and Ancient Place Names 
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BIBLICAL ACCOUNT  LOCAL PLACE -NAMES 

(a) The Flood was a divine judgment upon the whole 

antediluvian world.(2 Pet. 2:5) 

The area of the slopes near the boat-shaped object is called 

MAHSER, which means ñthe last judgment dayò (Fasold, 

p.100 

(b) Toward the end of the Flood, Noah sent out a 

crow to test for the re-emergence of land. At first, 

with nowhere to stand, it kept returning; finally it did 

not return. (Gen. 8:7) © The Ark eventually came 

to rest in the mountains. 

A nearby village bears the name KARGACONMAZ which 

means ñthe crow will not stand or return.ò (Fasold, p.319) 

The nearby castle of DARONYNK stands on the site whose 

name means ñwhere the oars were reversed.ò 

(d) They emerged from the Ark as though from 

death, to start a new world. 

The field where this object rests is called MAHSUR 

(ñraised from the deadò). (Ibid, p.100) 

(e) And Noah built an altar and offered a sacrifice of 

thanksgiving to God. 

The nearby village once bore the name NASAR, which 

means ñto make a presentation or a sacrificeò. (Ibid, .113) 

(f) Historians tell us that pilgrims journeyed to this 

site in ages past. 

A point above the head of the valley is called ZIYARET 

DAG (ñvoluntary pilgrimageò). (Ibid. pp.101,209) 

(g) The company who survived the Flood were long 

considered by the ancient world as the heroes of man. 

The closer end of the ridge is named YIGITYATAGI 

(ñheroôs bedò), i.e. ñthe habitat of heroesò or ñWhere the 

heroes come fromò. (Ibid. .101, 209) 

(h) Eight human survivors emerged from the Ark into 

this valley. 

The valley which stretches down from here was anciently 

known as ñThe Region of Eightò. (Ibid. p.157) Lower in 

this valley, near some ancient grave markers bearing 

iconographs of eight persons, stands KAZAN or 

ARZEP, a village known as ñThe Place of Eightò. 

Table 1  Bible Account vs Ancient Place Names 
 

 The valley name near Noahôs Ark, Araxes (Arazes), means, in Greek, ñwhere the boat moorsò or ñwhere the 

boat anchorsò. A small Greek-English dictionary defines ARAZO as ñmoor, anchor, drop anchorò. ARAZO is 

the verb and ARAZES is past tense, something that has happened. 
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6. ñLONGITUDE- AND ñLATITUDEò UNKNOWN?  

 Was the art of longitude and latitude unknown in ancient times. 

 

 Every spot on earth is measured from the prime meridian - an imaginary dividing line that runs from north 

to south. 

 

 Todayôs prime meridian of longitude, as we all know, runs through Greenwich in England. But in Berosusô 

day (275 BC) the Chaldeans would still consider the world divided by their prime meridian, even though they 

had been conquered by Alexander. Their meridian ran through Persia. The ñworld navelò was marked by 

Dariusô tomb just west of Persepolis. On the same latitude as the Cheops pyramid of Egypt, this geodetic center 

of the world would be 30Á00ô N and 52Á50ô E, on todayôs maps. 

 

 Berosusô statement identified the precise location of Noahôs Ark where we have found it! 

 

 According to Berosusô figures, the Ark would be 515 minutes of the sunôs arc west of the Persepolis line 

(that is, it would be at 44Á 15ô E). And it would be intersected by a line of 36 degrees from the geodetic navel at 

Persepolis. The point of intersection takes us to 39Á26ô N latitude. 

 

 In a nutshell, Berosusô puzzle decoded is as follows: 

 

1. Aim in the direction of the land of the Kurds. 

2. Draw a right-angle out from the Persian prime meridian. 

3. Let this line extend out for a length of the Ark 

 (515 feet = 515 minutes of the sunôs arc, on a map) 

4. Draw a second line out at 2/5 of the angle of the first line. 

5. Let it intersect the first line . 

 

 ......and that is where the Ark of Noah will be found. 

 

 There is evidence that map-makers as early as 2000 BC understood and used the principles of longitude and 

latitude, based on a spherical grid. Since copies of portions of their maps have survived to our day, it is not 

inconceivable that scholars such as Berosus in 275 BC may have had access to some of them, even though such 

knowledge was later lost. 

 

 Our current system of dividing longitude and latitude into multiples of 60 (e.g. 60 minutes to a degree, 360 

degrees to a circle) stems from ancient Babylon. There is much literature available on this subject.  
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7. WHY IS THERE NO LOCA L FOLKLORE ABOUT THE  ARK?  

    I f the Ark has been lying at this location for so long, why is there no local folklore 

about the Ark? 

 

 Yes, this is exactly what Ron discovered when he first began his field work in Turkey. His required Turkish 

liaisons traveled with him to a large number of villages in the region, asking about information on a large ship 

in the area. No one knew anything about a ship, much less Noahôs Ark. 

 

 There is good reason for this. In 1915-1917 the original inhabitants of this region were attacked and 

completely removed from the area by people who came in and replaced them. They took over their villages, 

moved into their homes and plowed their fields. All knowledge that the original inhabitants may have had of the 

history and legends of the region was lost when this occurred. This was so bloody and devastating that the 

museum in Erzurum has an entire floor dedicated to it. 

 

 The people who ñmoved inò, being tribal and closed to communication with any neighbors (just as they are 

today), they had no knowledge of the history or folklore of the region. 

 

 Some of the names of various locations in the region still retained the connection to the Ark, such as ñThe 

place of the Eightò, ñDoomsday Mountainò, etc., but the local inhabitants admitted when questioned by Orhan 

Baser in 1984, that they had no idea where these names came from. 
 

ONLY A GEOLOGICAL FORMATION ? 

8. ONLY ROCK?   

 What about the 1960 Vandeman expedition which found only rock at the alleged Ark site? 

 

 This expedition was launched from the U.S.A. after a Turkish pilot took stereo photos during a routine aerial 

survey for the Geodetic Institute of Turkey. On these photos a mapping cartographer noticed this incredible 

outline of a ship in a mud flow high in mountain country 12 miles (20 kilometers) south from the base of Mount 

Ararat. 

 

 The first expedition to the site in 1960 didnôt see anything they could recognize as being a man-made object 

because all that was visible was the decayed lava which was now a layer of rich fertile soil. Oh, here and there a 

ñrockò protruded through the earth which was actually petrified wood, but its weathered condition camouflaged 

its true identity. The early expedition didnôt understand what to expect - they were looking for an intact boat. 

 

 The American team came and dug one hole after another, finding only soil, clay and lava. After two days, 

one member of the team said, ñLetôs blast a hole in the side and see what comes out.ò (Good archaeological 

method!?) They blasted into the south-east corner of the object and left. Disappointed, they concluded it was 

probably not man-made, but a freak of nature. 

 

 ñWhen you blasted the formation, what did you find?ò a team member was later asked. ñWe found some 

very unusual stones,ò he replied. ñThey were shaped like timber, but they had no growth rings. 

 

 The verdict: nothing of archaeological interest. 
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 Note that the strange looking rock looked like timber, but was stone. The problem was these men were 

unaware of the fact that pre-Flood trees produced wood that looked like stone - without growth rings. (See 

answer to, ñCLAIM THAT THERE ARE NO GROWTH RINGSò.) 

 

 Their hurried trip, which lasted a mere two days, could hardly be termed adequate. 

 

 Dr. Arthur Brandenburger, Professor of Photogrammetry at Ohio State University, who accompanied the 

group, stated that he was not convinced as to the validity of their conclusion. He believed the site required 

ñfurther studyò. 

 

 However, no one took much interest in the site until 1977, when Ron Wyatt got involved, after seeing a Life 

magazine article with pictures of the suspected boat in the mountains. 

 

 Later, from the section where several dynamite holes had been made, Wyatt obtained numerous specimens of 

petrified wood. 
 

 
 
           

Figure 6  Lesser Mount Arar at: alleged boat shaped formations (arrowed) 
 

 

9. OTHER SIMILAR BOAT SHAPES?  

 Are there not other similar boat shapes in the area - which means that the site you claim Noahôs Ark 

to be is not unique? 

 

 ñHowever, this particular boat-shape is far from unique. The Turkish Air Force released another photograph 

several years ago showing three similar boat-shapes in the mudflow material on the foot slopes of nearby Lesser 

Mount Ararat.ò (ñCreation Scienceò article)(1) 

 

 There are other natural formations which have a superficially similar shape, but these do not have the special 

characteristics of this site. 

 

 In the presence of Turkish authorities and other observers Ron Wyatt performed an electronic survey of a site 

that some critics said resembled the boat formation. (The similarities were vague... nonexistent.) The metal 

detectors and subsurface radar scans showed nothing in the site that was not present anywhere in the area. 
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 In the NATO surveys of this area of Turkey, which were done in the 1950s, every inch of this section of  

eastern Turkey was photographed by high altitude aircraft. The region was within 20 miles of the Russian 

border and a Soviet missile base. These photographs were taken so that it could later be determined if missiles 

had been moved into the area by comparing current photos with the earlier ones. Suffice it to say every inch of 

ground was thoroughly photographed and documented, especially the remote areas of Greater and Lesser 

Ararat, which could provide excellent hiding places. 

 

 When the photograph that showed the ñboat-likeò shape was noticed, Dr. Arthur Brandenberger, the worldôs 

leading authority on stereo planography, said: ñI have no doubt at all that the object is a ship. In my entire 

career I have never seen an object like this in a stereo photo.ò 

 

 Had there been any other formations even remotely similar in shape, these would have been detected in these 

surveys, which were very carefully examined. 

 

 Careful examination of the photo presented in the ñAnswers in Genesisò (ñCreation Scienceò) article will 

show that it has been touched up. Especially notice the one in the bottom left section. 

 

 But to further respond to this allegation of other similar boat-shapes in the area, part of the research done by 

Ron Wyatt and his associates was a careful examination of other areas which had a superficially similar 

appearance. Between August 20 and 27 of 1985, Christian Broadcast Network did a series of daily broadcasts 

on the work on the site. This was at the same time that ABCôs ñ20/20ò did their filming. These broadcasts were 

initiated by Dr. John Baumgardner, a geophysicist with Los Alamos National Laboratories in New Mexico and 

centered on interviews with him, on the work he was participating in with Ron and David Fasold at that time in 

investigating the ñboat-shapedò object. 

 

 In one newscast they report: 

 

 ñ... Using a metal detector, Baumgardner has been able to confirm the existence of metal at regular 

intervals. ñ 

 

 In a live interview on the same program, from Ankara, Turkey, Dr. Baumgardner stated: 

 

 ñWe feel the formation is quite unique. Thereôs several formations that have a superficially similar shape 

and weôve investigated several of them. And they, uh, as we investigate them, we find they do not have the 

special characteristics we find in the site weôve been focusing on.ò 

 

 So here, on nationwide television, Dr. Baumgardner clearly states that the site he, Ron, David and the others 

in the team were working on was unique. 

 

 David Fasold sums up the situation: 

 

 ñThere is a forged photograph continually being published by creationist groups purporting to show boat 

formations on the slopes of little Ararat. This too is phony Ark-aeology. They appear clearer and clearer as 

time progresses and I expect them to grow bow spirits in a year or two... 

 

 As to the perpetrator of this hoax artistically retouching photographs, we know who you are and youôre next 

on my list. Baumgardner himself claims to have investigated these boat-shapes when interviewed by the 700 

Club. He said they were not the same. These shapes can only be viewed as boat shapes at an angle. If they were 

truly boat shapes, they would be seen as boat shapes from above and straight down just as at our site. They do 

not. These are optical illusions. The Ararat group is famous for optical illusions with their fleet of Arks. Bill 
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Crouse exposed these sightings in his Ararat Report issue 24 with the óPhantom Arks of Araratô. (The Noahide 

Society Ark Update 13, 1993) 

 

10. ISNôT IT JUST A GEOLOGICAL FORMATION ? 

 Isnôt it just a geological formation? Wasnôt the streamlined boat shape formed by mud flowing around 

it? 

 

 Snelling, of ñCreation Scienceò claims: 

 

 ñJust as water flows around a rock in a stream bed, the site has acquired a streamlined shape due to 

the dynamics of the slowly moving material. Agri  Dagi is itself a volcano: the entire region is volcanic. In  

other words, the boat shape of the Durupinar site comes from lava flowing around an obstruction, not 

from Noahôs Ark.ò(1) 

 

 It is easy for a critic to play follow the leader and pose as an expert, having never been to the site oneself. 

But even the criticsô favorite son, geophysicist John Baumgardner, wonôt buy this objection, but here the critics 

wonôt quote him. 

 

 Recorded on site on video, he said: ñIt has been proposed that this is some sort of a volcanic plug, or the 

result of mud flow around some sort of volcanic plug. First of all, the rock formation here at the center is not 

volcanic and it has much smaller extent than the ship itself. There is no evidence for any kind of a plug beneath 

this thing. Thereôs erosion all the way around it and thereôs no sign of such a firm foundation that could 

produce this oval shaped object.ñ 

 

 This is where an understanding of fluid dynamics can be crucial. 

 

 For one thing, there must first be an obstruction that will cause this ñstreamline shapeò to form, but there is 

none. 

 

 Then, if there was an obstruction at the top end of the site, it would not take the form the critic imagines. 

  

 If this shape was formed naturally, the mud flow would hit the obstruction and pile up behind it, and then 

move outward in a bulb-like form around the obstruction, as in the picture at the right. 

 

 The lower portion of this flow would carry the sharp end where the flow came together again. The upstream 

end would remain as the wider portion. 

 

 No, this boat shape in Turkey (left picture) is not natural. It is man-made. The picture on the right shows how 

nature does it. Unless, of course, mud flows up-hill in Turkey! 

 

 Our answer to the critic is... STOP HOLDING THE PICTURE UPSIDE DOWN. The sharp end is uphill and 

the rounded end is downhill. 

 

 The photo clearly shows the fallacy of the argument that the shape is due to mud flowing down hill around 

an obstruction. 
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Figure 7  Mud Flow around the Boat-Shaped object 
 

                UPSTREAM 

 
                                                           DOWNSTREAM 

                     MAN -MADE          NATURAL  
 

 

 

11. WHY DOES IT LARGELY HAVE THE APPEARANCE OF ROCK AND SAND? 

 

 Before answering this question, we shall make a comment concerning the petrified (turned to stone) 

specimens found within the structure at the site. If something is turned to STONE, it should have the appearance 

of STONE. 

 

 But did you know that the trees BEFORE the great Flood looked much like STONE? (See answer to Q.71.) 

 

 ñThe trees far surpassed in size, beauty, and perfect proportion any now to be found, their wood was of one 

grain and hard substance, closely resembling stone, and hardly less enduring.ò (Patriarchs and Prophets, p.90) 

 

 But letôs now speak about the structure today as a whole. It appears to be buried in mud from a lava flow. 

 

 Progressive stagesŸWooden TimberŸPetrified StoneŸFrost Fracturing 

 

 If the Ark had been completely covered in lava, it would have sealed, cut off from the oxygen and water 

which would normally cause it to decay away. In time, the lava would begin to slowly deteriorate, and water 

would begin to flow through it and over the preserved structures of the Ark. As mineralized water flowed over 

the wooden timbers, wood molecules began to wash away, leaving microscopic holes. As the water washed 

these molecules away, other molecules began to lodge in the empty holes. These were molecules of substances 

which the water had picked up prior to reaching the structure being petrified. The shipôs structures would be 

literally turned to stone, as its molecules were replaced one at a time by molecules from the minerals in the 

region above. 
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 Due to the weather extremes in the region, any petrified structure near the surface would have suffered from 

the effect of ófrost actionô or ófrost wedgingô. If this mound contained the petrified structure of Noahôs Ark, the 

water present in the mud flow from rains and snows would have seeped into the tiny cracks and pores of the 

petrified and fossilized structure. This water near the surface would then freeze, expanding almost 9%, causing 

the petrified structures to fracture. 

 

 ñWhen moisture seeps into the pores of a rock and freezes, it may shatter the rock into tiny fragments of silt 

or sand size. ñ (1985 Encyclopedia Britannica) 

 

Why an Untrained Eye may see only Rock and Sand  

 
 As this process is repeated year after year, any structure near the surface which has been exposed to the 

freezing temperature would be expected to be fragmented - and in time reduced to fragments, some the size of a 

grain of sand. 

 

 It was unlikely that any petrified structure near the surface would have remained intact. At the most, these 

structures would have suffered enough weathering to give them the jagged appearance of old rocks. 

 

 If any intact structure remained, it would most likely be found within the soil deep enough to be protected 

from the elements. 

 

12. THERE IS NO DEPTH FOR IT TO CONTAIN A B OAT? 

 Since the formation is crosscut at a shallow depth by a layer of fossil-bearing limestone, surely this 

means it is just a geological formation? There is no depth for it to contain a boat? 

 

 Refer to ñDID LATER RADAR SCANS PROVE IT WASNôT NOAHôS ARK?ò, for 

information bearing on this question. 

 

POSSIBLE OTHER EXPLANATIONS?  

13. CONSTANTINEôS ñCOPY ARKò? 

 John Morris  said on the one hand that his credentials as a geologist confirm it is a natural volcanic 

plug in a streamlined shape, and on the other hand that if it is found to be man-made, it is a copy of the 

Ark built by the Roman emperor Constantine. Would you comment? 

 

 So Johnôs credentials tell him itôs only geological - but then, it could be man-made! Doesnôt that sound odd,ô 

Anyway, a copy of the Ark? 

 

 Since according to Mr. Morris, the Ark was oblong, 450 feet long and on big Mount Ararat, then what kind 

of heretic could Constantine have been to have the Ark the wrong shape, material, and dimensions -and on the 

wrong mountain? And how could the site of this project have escaped the eyes and knowledge of Sultan 

Suleiman years later? 

 

 But this theory fails, simply because the metals of aluminum and titanium found in the Ark were not in use in 

the fourth century AD, the time of Constantine. 
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14. AN ANCIENT FORTRESS? 

 What do you say to the theory that it is an ancient fortress, perhaps built by the Mongol conqueror 

Tamerlane in the 1300s? 

 

 It doesnôt take a great deal of intelligence to recognize that no one in his right mind would have built a 

fortress in a mountain valley surrounded by hills. Enemies would only have to stand upon the surrounding hills 

and shoot down upon them, like sitting ducks. 

 

15. ROMAN OR VIKING SHIP?  

 So, itôs a ship. But could the remains be that of a Roman galleon or a Viking ship or some such thing? 

 

 Firstly, itôs far too big to be a Roman galleon or a Viking ship.  

 

 Secondly, our boat is in a continental heartland location, hundreds of miles from the Mediterranean Sea. It is 

also 6,300 feet (2,000 meters) above sea level, upon the mountains. We might estimate its weight at 30,000 tons 

or more. 

 

 Certainly you would not carry it up there on your back. For the ship to have got there, all that intervening 

land needed to be under water. In historical times, this has not been so. It has always been land. 

 

 Certainly there is no need to invent some will-of-the-wisp boat that has never been recorded, when we 

already have an obvious candidate. The ancient world DID record a ship in this area - the legendary Noahôs 

Ark. It is said to have floated into the area at a time when the waters did cover the mountains. 

 

WHAT HAS SURVIVED  

 
16. WHY DIDNôT LAVA BURN IT  UP? 

 If the Ark was covered by a lava flow, then why didnôt it burn up? 

 

 Lava does not always burn everything with which it comes into contact. 

 

 ñIt might be supposed that the high temperatures of the lava would give off an enormous amount of heat. 

This is not so, however, and it is quite usual for a flow to pass through a forest or town without causing a fire. 

 

 One flow from Paricutin even piled up against oaks and cottons-woods without destroying them ....How can 

we explain this anomaly of high lava temperatures and absence of fire and flames? To begin with, lava consists 

of a vitreous mass which is a poor conductor of heat. It also cools quickly at the surface becoming covered with 

a crust which in some measure prevents further heat radiation from inside the mass. Thus a lava flow has, as it 

were, a constantly forming 
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insulating case around its molten interior, so that the front of the flow is preceded by a protecting crust ñ 

(The New Larousse Encyclopedia of the Earth Hamlin Publishing Group Ltd.) 
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Figure 8  Rib Timbers--Color Pictures 
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Figure 9  Location of Mini Excavation on Noah's Ark 
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Figure 10  Petrified rib timbers  (fragmented but in place) are visible after section (above right) was 

ñshavedò lightly with shovels, in October, 1990. 
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Figure 11  Deck Joists--Deck Support Timbers 
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17. WHAT HAS SURVIVED?  IS IT JUST AN IMPRINT  OF THE ARK?  

 You say that much of the remains of the Ark has turned to stone (petrified), then shattered into silt or 

sand-sized fragments. Does this mean that we should regard the remains as merely an ñimpressò of what 

was once the Ark? 

 

 The vessel is in a state of petrification and collapse. We say that with regret. 

 

 One may see a parallel with the remains of other ancient ships that have been found - for example, those of 

the Sutton Hoo Viking Burial ship, discovered in 1939. 

 

 In this case, the wood had completely rotted away. However, as the excavators carefully unearthed the 

treasures, they discovered corroded iron clench nails still in place. 

 

 óAs they continued clearing from one end, Mr. Brown was careful to see that the nails, which now began to 

appear in a regular pattern, remained in position. As the earth was removed bit by bit, the forward part of the 

ship emerged in rough outline... until, moving toward the center, they cleared to the eleventh frame, or rib, and 

reached what they believed was a burial chamber. The outline of the huge ship was perfect. Every vestige of 

wood had rotted, but what remained was a perfect impression of the shipôs hull, which had been in the sand for 

centuries. The earth was stained from the wood and the rusted iron clench nails that had once held the ship 

together exactly in place... ñ (The Treasure of Sutton Hoo, Bernice Grohskopf ; Atheneum) 

 

 This demonstrated that even when the wooden structure was completely rotted away, its presence could be 

detected by the coloration and stains left behind. 

 

 We see a similar state in relation to the portion of Noahôs Ark which is closer to the surface. On the eastern 

side we have seen and photographed what looked like portions of rib timbers which were fragmented... but still 

in place, only discernable due to their shape and color. 
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Figure 12  A small boat under construction -note the similarities to the rib timbers of the Ark along its 

sides 
 

  

 It appears that this was the place, at least, where the boat had finally rested, but largely decayed away, and 

left its imprint. 

 

 The interior would be better preserved. 

 

 On the western side, the rib timbers had been exposed to weathering and had been fragmented and were 

rapidly falling away, leaving only the empty spaces where they had once been. 

 

 The only way to distinguish the rib timbers on the side that still retained portions of them was from the color 

difference of the fragmented ribs from the soil surrounding them. 
 

DEMONSTRATION OF PROCESS: 

 The exposed ribs were, for the most part, now reduced to very small fragments, but they still remained in place. 

 
             Exposed, the outer planks 

             (note petrified) crumble, 

             leaving only the ribs 
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          The petrified ribs eventually fragment 

 

 
 

Empty spaces where petrified timbers had once stood. 
 

Figure 13  Demonstration of Fragmenting of Timbers 
 

           

 

 By now, we are convinced that this is the remains of Noahôs Ark - and that this ship, as such, is the oldest 

man-made structure on earth. AND IT IS IN THE EXACT CONDITION THAT SHOULD BE EXPECTED. 

 

 Only the internal structure could have survived the weathering, which has been fragmenting everything on 

and near the surface. 

 

 The metal detector scans showed a very distinct organized pattern of metal beneath the surface, consistent 

with the shape of a ship. These scans were done numerous times, using three separate types of metal detector, 

all of which confirmed the same results. 

 

 The sub-surface interface radar scans revealed visual evidence of organized structure encapsulated within the 

boat shape, structures that were positively identified by the radar specialists as being man-made. 

 

 But, when the news came out, it wasnôt what some wanted to see. They were looking for a barge shaped 

ship, still intact, or perhaps broken in half, but still wooden - not petrified. And they were looking for it on 

Mount Ararat, even though that volcano had experienced several devastating eruptions, the most recent in the 

mid-1800s, which was very similar to the Mount St. Helens eruption which blew out an entire portion of the 

mountain. The truth is not always palatable. 

 

18. WHAT HAS SURVIVED?  

 How much of the Ark has actually survived? 

 After many, many radar scans, turning the scanner to reflect the various depths, a more complete picture of 

the ancient ship has emerged. 
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 The bottom deck is the best preserved deck. It contains a large number of small rooms (cages), both along 

each outside wall and also down the middle, with walkways in between. 

 

 Also, the size of the cages indicates that the animals were all small - probably just weaned. (That would 

make sense. If you wanted to preserve an oak tree, you would not take a full grown tree on board, but simply a 

acorn. So with the animals - a small, healthy pair able to breed after the Flood.) 

 

 A ramp system leads into the ship from the door on the lower right side of the prow (front end). 

 

 The middle deck contained an open area extending through the middle of it. What appear to be 

double-stacked cubicles extend along each side of this opening. Four spacious ñroomsò lie on each end of the 

deck. 

 

 The structure of the upper deck was too damaged to reconstruct. All that could be known was where it 

began and ended. 

 

 In summary, radar shows that the decks have collapsed. However, the second deck is discernable as to ñfloor 

planò to a small degree and the lower deck is quite discernable. The ñbulk-headsò were seen, as well as deck 

support timbers. 

 

 It appears that a large part of the exterior has been assimilated into the enclosing mud shell and exists as a 

pattern of inclusions rather than physical items. Even if no actual remains had ever been found, the coloration 

and impression left in the mud would be good evidence. 

 

Only the internal structure could have survived the weathering, which has been fragmenting everything on or 

near the surface. 
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Figure 14  Aft End view of Deck Timbers and Deck Joists 
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19. WHAT EVIDENCE?  

 What evidence is there that this is the remains of Noah's Ark? 

 

A general summary. The gradual accumulation of evidence over some 34 visits to the site has included these 

finds: 

 

¶ Ship's anchor stones in the vicinity 

¶ Metal nowhere in the ground around the boat-shape, but only inside the formation. 

¶ Inside, an organized pattern of iron at regular intervals 

¶ Radar evidence of man-made structure (walls, cavities, tank shapes, passage ways, side doorway, ramp, 

etc) 

¶ Regular vertical structure around the sides - crossed by horizontal formation, to form a "lattice work" 

¶ Petrified, laminated wood 

¶ Fossilized rivets containing a sophisticated alloy 4-foot-long metal rods 

¶ Iron angle bracket 

¶ Slag (waste product) from some type of metal production, coming out of the boat-shape from a location 

which suggests it could have been ballast 

¶ The formation is the correct size (both length and breadth)to be Noah's Ark 

¶ It is in the correct location (the biblical "mountains" -plural - of Ararat). 

 

Anchor Stones 

 

On the tops of hills in the area Ron had found some big stone objects, with holes through them. These were 

similar to ancient sea anchors found on the sea bed near ship wrecks around the world. 

 

These were essential equipment for ancient shipping. They were called "DROGUE STONES". With their 

flat surface area, they created a drag, in turbulent waters, to prevent a ship slipping sideways against a wave. 

 

In calmer waters, they hung deep, sounding for the bottom. They could have been manipulated also to direct 

a vessel around an obstruction. 

 

These "drogue stones" in the Turkish mountains were more or less in a curving line leading to the boat 

shaped object. 

 

They were of the size that would have been required by a ship of the Ark's dimensions. 

 

 Each carried a hole near the top, possibly for a cable or rope. 

 

Chemical Tests 

 

 One of the first things Ron did was to take samples from around, as well as inside the boat-shaped object. 

The results were confirmed by Galbraith Laboratories of Knoxville, Tennessee: 

 

 Carbon content: "The soil from the formation tested at 4.95% while the soil from the field around the 

formation tested at 1.88%. This degree of difference is consistent with the prior presence of some organic 

matter (like wood) in the formation." (Dr. William Shea Professor of Archaeology, in Archaeology and Biblical 

Research, Willow Grove, PA.: Associates for Biblical Research, Winter 1988) 
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 Metallic content: August, 1984: Although a metal detector gave no reading at all in the field surrounding 

the object, there were positive indications over the formation. The metal appeared to be in a pattern. 

 

 Repeated chemical tests of different samples, taken at different times by different people and analyzed at 

different laboratories, gave similar results. 

 

Metal Detector Tests 

 

 Several times, scientists visited the site. 

 

 The metal detector scans showed a very distinct organized pattern of metal beneath the surface, consistent 

with the shape of a ship. These scans were done numerous times, using three separate types of metal detector, 

all of which confirmed the same results. 

 

 There are iron nodules in about 5,400 places, located in lineal patterns, consistent with a shaped hull 

 

 The pattern found by the metal detectors was recorded by laying yellow and pink tape along the lines of 

metal. 

 

 You will notice from the picture of the site that the object is impaled by a large rock on one side. 

 

 Around this rock the metal lines are bent and distorted - similar to what occurs in a collision when a targets 

wrapped around a lamp post. 

 

 The rock appears to be an intrusion, which has damaged the boat shaped object. The two do not belong 

together. The rock is a foreign body. 

 

Angle Bracket 

 

 In May, 1985, Dr. John Baumgardner walked down the top of the wall with the metal detector going beep... 

beep every two or three steps. With the trained eye of a scientist he suddenly shouted, "Un-decomposed iron!"  

 

 Fasold ran in close with the video recorder. There in the wall surrounded by mud, was a perfectly rectangular 

beam end and from it projected what appeared to be iron flakes which had given the signals. 

 

 Earlier he had held in his hand a piece of wrought iron. It was a stretched and hammered angle bracket, with 

the grain clearly visible. The angle bracket was tested by the Los Alamos National Laboratory. It showed 

91.84% FE203. 

 

Core Drills 

 

 Soon after this, a member of the Turkish Noah's Ark Commission, a man from Erzurum University, 

drilled four holes in the structure - AND INTO A CHAMBER! In three of four drills, limonite (iron oxide) was 

identified. Ron Wyatt suggested that this could indicate metal rusting. 

 

 Ron drilled and found STRUCTURES precisely where the detectors showed them. He then drilled where the 

scanners showed no structure and the drill WENT STRAIGHT THROUGH. 

 

 It happened toward the southern end. Ron was drilling with a two inch bit. The bit went in about five or six 

feel and hit something. 
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 "Oh, I've broken the bit!" he exclaimed. "Must have hit a beam or rivet, or something." 

 

 He culled out the drill and replaced the broken item with a one inch bit. Then he tried again, this time going 

in at a slight angle. 

 

 "That's better," he mumbled. Retrieving it once more, he followed up with a larger, four inch bit. It went past 

the edge of the obstruction INTO A CAVITY!'. 

 

 "Hey guys!" he shouted excitedly. "No doubt about it. THERE ARE COMPARTMENTS IN THERE!" 

 

Vertical "Ribs"  

 

 During the 1978 earthquake, the boat-shaped object came up from the mud, with mud still upon it and 

coveting the sides. 

 

 As she formation weathered, a series of vertical striations was appearing more prominently along both sides. 

These "ribs" or columns remained encased in mud. The exposed ends of the columns were 3 to 4 feet wide. The 

mud matrix between them not only protected them, but formed a footpath as well. 

 

 Using two types of metal detectors, these "ship's ribs" gave positive readings, while the spaces between them 

gave, negative readings. 

 

 When a section of the mud was "shaved" off the south end of the object, these verticals became clearer, as 

did five horizontal "beams" which crisscrossed the "ribs", in a type of "lattice work" pattern. 

 

 On the eastern side, we saw what looked like portions of rib timbers, which were fragmented but still in 

place, only discernable due to their shape and color. 

 

 On the western side, the rib timbers had been exposed to weathering and had fragmented and were rapidly 

deteriorating away, leaving indentations -voids where they once had been. These are extremely visible. 

 

 The only way to distinguish the rib timbers on the side that still retained portions of them was from the color 

difference of the fragmented ribs from the soil surrounding them. 

 

 There were 72 ribs in the structure. 

 

 The exposed ribs were, for the most part, now reduced to very small fragments, but they were still held in 

place by the surrounding soil. 

 

"Deck "joists" and "Deck Support Beams"  

 

 At the lower left end of the structure were regularly spaced black protrusions, visible at the surface. Close up 

they looked like big rocks, projecting out from the mud-covered walls. But then something, else was noticed. It 

was quite startling. 

 

1. They were in perfect alignment. They were directly opposite one another on each side of the formation. 

 

2. They were perfectly horizontal (despite the rock damage distortion on the western side). 
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 Each "beam" was about 5 feet around. And radar showed that directly under each "beam" was a support 

upright. To put it another way, the horizontal "beams" lined up with the vertical "ribs". (Over the rest of the 

structure, these were protected by overburden, and the radar showed them to be more intact.) 

 

 The interior of the formation sloped downward from its sides toward the center, as if the "deck" were still 

attached to the sides, but carrying a terrific weight had collapsed it in the middle - under the mound of broken 

"above-deck" structure. 

 

 We believe, then, that these are deck joists that extend out from the interior sides where the decks have 

collapsed. Also deck support timbers protrude from the earth - timbers that once held up the decks much as 

poles in a basement hold up the floor of the house. 

 

Radar Scans 

 

 In June, 1986, when Ron was investigating the site with the radar, he noticed that the internal "lines" all 

converged at each end, consistent with the timbers of a ship. But to be sure it wasn't just a very rare geologic 

"quirk" that he wasn't familiar with, he took the radar OUTSIDE of the perimeter of the object and performed 

scans above it, below it and along each side. He found nothing other than random loose stones in the soil. 

 

 Joseph Rosetta, vice-president of Geophysical Survey Systems, Inc., whose radar system we used, said of the 

boat-shaped object, afterwards, "You'd never see anything like that in natural geography... Some humans made 

this structure, whatever it is." ("Science/Technology" promotion in Sunday Telegraph, New Hampshire, August 

3,1986) 

 

 This company's sub-surface interface radar system is used worldwide to test structures of nuclear power 

plants, to locate buried pipes, cables and wires, and to examine the ground beneath roads. 

 

 Tom Fenner and Joe Rosetta (both of Geophysical Survey Systems, Inc., of Hudson, New Hampshire) said 

there is no way you can fake a radar reading. What is more, the radar survey was videotaped as we did it. We 

now have about a thousand feet of radar scan print-outs. 

 

 The interface radar unit could penetrate forty feet under the surface and could clearly depict what was inside 

the mound. 

 

 Ron returned in both April and May, 1987, again scanning the site with radar. By adjusting the frequency of 

the signal and scanning the same location over and over, Ron was able to obtain data that would produce a 

3-dimensional image of the structure beneath the surface, allowing him to construct a model 

 

 In July, 1987, scans of the entire Ark were undertaken - lengthwise, crosswise and laterally along the sides - 

setting frequencies to reflect the structure at varying depths. 

 

 The ground-penetrating radar showed, with refined detail, the same pattern picked up by the metal detectors. 

 

What the radar revealed was stunning. 

 

 The sub-surface interface radar scans revealed visual evidence of organized structure encapsulated within the 

boat-shape, structures that were positively identified by the radar specialists as being man-made. 

 

 It revealed walls, cavities, and toward the front end two large round "tank" shapes, each 14 feet high and 24 

feet across. There were metal bands around them. 
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 The decks could be seen to be collapsed, but the internal structure, showing bulkheads, was the proper width, 

corresponding to the width of the Ark as given in the Bible. 

 

 The radar showed a tremendous amount of damage to the Ark, but some chambers could still be 

distinguished. 

 

 On the south-west side near the front the radar showed a very large doorway, which opened to a ramp system 

which led to the different levels of the ship. The door itself was gone, but the space was there. It was about eight 

feet wide. 

 

 The top and middle decks appeared to be completely open along their mid-sections, which possibly would 

have allowed light from above to penetrate through the entire ship. 

 

 The top deck could not be reconstructed with mush accuracy, due to the fact that it was collapsed almost 

completely. All that could be determined was where each level began and ended. 

 

 Just natural rock? Then we must assume that this rock formed itself into hollow rooms with cages! 

 

Deck Timber 

 

 During one of the earlier radar scans, the governor of  the Turkish province of Agri asked Ron Wyatt to scan 

the overlying rubble to locate a piece of loose timer, which they could dig out to verify that it was timber. A 

sample was located by radar three feet below the surface. The governor had one of the soldiers dig it up and 

presented it to Ron for testing. 

 

 At Galbraith Labs in Knoxville, Tennessee, tests pro0ved that it was indeed once living matter. 

 

 It was later sectioned and microscopic tests done, indicating that it was wood. Three separate layers of wood 

pressed together, with an adhesive material between the layers. 

 

Rivets 

 

 In June, 1991 a "rock" was picked up, which on one side bore the shape of a very large head of a rivet with a 

washer around it. This was found in the presence of 26 witnesses, whose names and signatures remain on 

record. 

 

 In 1984, what looked like groupings of metal fittings on the sides of the Ark, had been detected with metal 

detectors, and then photographed in the matrix without disturbing the outer materials. Ron did not have 

permission to disturb them by cleaning them off. 

 

 These "rivets", appearing at regular intervals along the structure, were seen to be attached in groups of seven. 

 

 Now, at last he believed he knew what these metal fittings looked like. He would know for sure when he had 

it analyzed. 

 

 Analysis of the rivet would show it to be an alloy of titanium, aluminum, iron and other metals. The most 

important discovery would be the difference in carbon content in the actual rivet and in material just one 

centimeter away. Though the carbon amount was small, the difference between the rivet and the adjacent 

material was more than a thousand percent - actually 1,350%. This showed a distinct difference in material, 
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according to the lab notes. This would be consistent with the presence of fossilized wood surrounding the rivet. 

(The tests were made at Teledyne-Allvac, in Charlotte, NC.) 

 

Metal Rods 

 

 The Turkish government sent an archaeological group to the site and recovered four intact metal rods. Each 

was about 4 feet long. These are now in the custody of the Ministry of Mines and Minerals. 

 

Animal Traces 

 

 In 1991, Greg Brewer found the base of a petrified antler in the side of the Ark. Since these animals shed 

their antlers once a year, here is evidence that at some time in the past, an animal with antlers lost them on the 

Ark. 

 

 Many samples of coprolite (petrified animal droppings) are being pushed out where the side of the Ark is 

breaking away. 

 

Ballast 

 

 Concerning the discovery of ballast, both higher up the mountain where the Ark broke free from its original 

landing spot (leaving behind a section of hull, plus some ballast), and also of samples from within the present 

structure itself, see "Introduction: Understanding the Remains of Noah's Ark" (Section: "Another Evidence 

which shouts the Truth ", pp.48,49). 

 

 It was the specimen from the higher location that Jim Irwin sent to Los Alamos Lab, which resulted in John 

Baumgardner's involvement. Baumgardner said, after testing, that it represented "tailings of aluminum alloy 

production". 

 

SIZE 

 

For information on the remains being the correct length and width, See Questions dealing with SIZE. 

 

Location 

 

 Concerning evidence that this is the correct location in which to expect any remains of Noah's Ark to be 

found, see the information under ancient records and place names and remains of an ancient stele identifying the 

landing place of Noah's Ark. 

 

What is Fact 

 

 But what about all the fancy and complicated scientific testing- how do we understand what it all means? It's 

not complicated at all. Ron made his living for  4 1/2 years doing complicated chemical analyses for Hercules 

Powder Company. But, he has these analyses done at reputable laboratories. The results are FACT, untainted by 

"managed results". If the tests show evidence of decayed or petrified wood, that is FACT. If the metal detector 

scans show the presence of iron at regularly-spaced intervals, this is FACT. There is scientific FACT and then 

there is THEORY. The boat-shaped object is shaped like a ship and it is the size of the biblical Ark, as 

translated into Royal Egyptian cubits. This is FACT. It contains metal at even intervals - this is FACT. 
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What is Theory 

 "THEORY" is that it is an old replica of the Ark, built in the time of Constantine, or that it is an old fortress; 

it is also "THEORY" that it is Noah's Ark. Circumstantial evidence. Like a court case, YOU decide, after 

sufficient evidence is presented, what it is. Just be vary careful to separate the THEORY from the FACT. We 

believe this is Noah's Ark and we are so convinced based on the tremendous amount of evidence that we will 

state our belief without hesitation. Others will state without hesitation that it is NOT the Ark. It will ultimately 

come down to the fact of whether you believe it is within the realm of possibility for something to "look like a 

duck, quack like a duck, give birth to baby ducks, swim like a duck, and yet NOT BE A DUCK". (Thanks to 

David Fasold for the metaphor.) 

 

 Dr. Bill Shea, Professor of Archaeology from Maryland, U.S.A., has noted that, in his opinion if the 

"Ark-shaped object" had been found on Mount Ararat, he felt sure that it "would have been heralded far and 

wide as the discovery of the site where the Ark had rested." 

 

 Concerning the multiple lines of evidence, Samuel R. Windsor, Naval Architect and Marine Engineer, says: 

"I  find these data very convincing that this isn't a natural formation... David Fasold espouses the correct Ark 

site. His conclusions are founded on evidence and logic. His detractors support their opinion by `other opinion' 

and lack the support of either evidence or logic." (Catastrophism & Ancient History, p.27) Windsor has done 

his own surveys at the site. 

 

As the reader may be aware, the Turkish authorities have now declared Noah's Ark to be FOUND. 

 

ANCHOR STONES  

 

20. AREN'T THE SO -CALLED ANCHOR STONES  TOO FAR AWAY FROM TH E 

SITE?  

   Since the stones are 14 miles away, surely they cannot be connected with the Ark? 

 

 On the slopes of the Ararat mountains, at intervals, more or less in a straight line with the Ark site, are 13 

GIANT SEA ANCHORS. They are of the size that would have been required by a ship of the Ark's biblical 

dimensions. 

 

 The stones appear to lie near the same spot as when they were released from the Ark. 

 

 When Mel Fisher found the 1622 wreck of the "Atocha" in the waters off Florida, its anchors were 16 miles 

(25 km) away from the primary wreck site. 

 

Marine salvage expert David Fasold comments: 

"As a marine salvor, I don't see the problem nor would any of the wreckers I've worked with see a problem, but 

in working with Ark hunters, here's the catch. If these anchor stones had been found at the foot of 

Mount Ararat by an astronaut, they'd be the Ark's anchors found by Saint James Irwin. We all know that. 

Because they were found by Wyatt, they're not anchor stones and there's the problem. " (Noahide Society's Ark 

Update, May/June 1993) 

 

 The Ark's anchor stones lie in what would have been a protective anchorage and the present wreck site is 

found downstream from the anchor stones. 
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 The Ark's entry into this area is clearly defined by the positions of the stones. As the Ark came progressively 

into shallower water, it is probable that these stones were progressively "lost" on purpose. Apparently as the 

Ark drifted, the first two anchors snagged on two submerged peaks, where, each in turn, they were cut loose and 

lie today, a short distance apart. Further east, in a gentle arc to the south, as the boat made a direct line through 

these mountains, toward its final resting place, more anchors were cut loose. Kazan, the village where five of 

these are located, is in a direct line with the twin peaks where the fast two dropped. Two more are buried in this 

direct line. Then about eight miles further, about a quarter mile below the boat, lies the tenth one - very near to 

the Ark remains. (And we may eventually find others on board.) 

 

21. WOULD YOU EXPLAIN THE  'CROSSES ON THE SO CALLED ANC HOR 

STONES.  

 They are not of a Christian nature but Satanic, and Noah would not have used a symbol 

of a Satanic deity. 

 

 The crosses were not placed on the anchor stones by Noah. (See the answer to the next question.) 

 

 SO WHAT if other people came along later and carved similar looking stones?? It could happen. So what? 

But Noah's stones happened FIRST! 

 

22. DOESN'T THE NUMBER O F CROSSES ON THE STONES VARY? 

   You claim that there are 8 crosses on these stones, representing the 8 people aboard the 

Ark - but doesn't the number of crosses on the stones vary? How then can the crosses on 

these stones be associated in any way with the Ark? 

 

 The crosses carved on them are of two styles -Byzantine and Crusader. This shows that these people 

(Byzantine and Crusader) identified the stones with holes in them with eight people (and so added eight crosses 

to each stone). 

 

 Anyone could have come along later and carved more crosses - but the valley is called "The valley of the 

eight", NOT the valley of the "twenty"! And the village was called "The village of the eight", NOT the village 

of the "seventeen"!  

 

 The upright stone in the village of Kazan has more than eight crosses on it. Close examination of these does 

show that many of these were put on at a later date, for the algae is not growing on these later crosses as it does 

in the original crosses. 
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Figure 15  Drogue stones(ñanchor stonesò) used by ancient shipping around the world. 

 

 
Figure 16  Anchor Stones Created Drag 
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Figure 17  However, Noahôs Ark ñAnchor Stonesò were much large than normal drogue stones! Dennis 

and Sharon McKeever Standing next to one. 

 

23. ARE THEY NOT MERELY PAGAN ARMENIAN  STONES? 

 

 The Armenians made them and carved the inscriptions on them at the time they made them. There is 

evidence that these had other inscriptions on them besides the crosses, and that these pagan inscriptions 

were chiseled away at a later date and replaced by Christian crosses. "This is no mere conjecture, as 

those who have examined these stele report that there is evidence of an earlier defacement." ("Creation 

Science" allegation) 

 

Mary Nell Wyatt responds: 

 

 The most interesting thing about this report is that they mention numerous times people and scientists who 

have "examined" this and that but no names are ever given. Not too many people have actually seen them. 

Many of them, no one has seen but Ron because he is the only person who knows where they are. The article 

produces no photos showing any signs of "earlier defacement". We have hundreds of close-up photos and video 

of all of these anchor stones, and none of them shows any sign of earlier defacement. 

 

 We also have video where, in 1988, we applied ultraviolet paint to these stones in order to be able to 

photograph cracks in the stones which would not be visible to the naked eye. Ron had learned about a procedure 

the Egyptologists used in determining if earlier inscriptions had been removed from monuments and others 

chiseled on top of them. This involved "painting" the surface with an invisible liquid that is only visible in 

ultraviolet light. After a length of time, this liquid seeps into the tiny cracks and crevasses which are not visible 

to the naked eye, but which can be seen with the ultraviolet light. My brother-in-law worked in research and 

development for Kodak in Rochester, NY, so I called him. He referred me to a certain department of Kodak 

where I explained what we wanted to do. They sent me information on the procedure. We were able to find the 

liquid and a portable ultraviolet light. 

 

 With the help of everyone, I personally applied the 1iquid during the daylight. We returned to the sites in the 

dead of night where we examined these, photographed them and videoed them. There is positively no evidence 

of any earlier inscriptions nor any earlier defacement on any of these stones that any of us have seen. 
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 Near Kazan Ron recently found two more anchor stones, which are just now beginning to surface as the mud 

erodes - and they have no crosses or other carvings on them. But they do have the same unusual holes at the top. 

These were apparently covered by mud soon after the Flood. 

 

 Here is a photograph of one of the anchor stones Ron found which is still partially buried in the earth and is 

just now becoming visible. Apparently it was buried in the mud when it was dropped. Only now is the earth 

eroding away from it enough for it to become visible. We have three of these documented and none of them 

have crosses carved on them, yet they all have the hole at the top. This disproves the old theory that the 

Armenians made them and carved the inscriptions on them at the time they made them. 

 

 After all, they couldn't carve anything on a buried anchor stone, could they? 

 

24. A CRITIC STATES THAT  THESE ARE JUST ARMENIAN  TOMBSTONES 

 A critic states that these are just Armenian tombstones - and that Soviet Armenia is loaded with stones 

like this with holes in them. ("Creation Science" article)(1)  

 

 This person has most assuredly never visited Soviet Armenia to see the stone khatchkars of which . 

Levon Azarian has made a life time study. In his book, this world expert on the subject shows hundreds of 

Armenian khatchkars. Not one is pictured with a hole at the top! 

 

 The writer of this article and his cohorts must have made an awful lot of enquiries until they could find 

someone who would provide them with a story that these anchors are common. So far, we have not been able to 

find any record of anything like them anywhere else. And the Turks ought to know! 

 

25. COULDNôT THE HOLES IN THE STONES BEEN USED TO TRANSPORT? 

 Could it be that the stones with holes in them were not made by Noah's workmen, but by someone 

since the Flood, and the holes were cut in the top to drag the stones to their present location? 

 

 For a start, they're far too heavy to have been carried up to the mountain peaks they were found resting on. 

The location and size of the holes are such that out of water the holes would break right off under the weight of 

the stones. By the very location of the hole it can be seen that it was to be supported by a medium heavier than 

air. Only in the buoyancy of water could they be held by ropes. 

 

26. COULD THE HOLES HAVE BEEN USED FOR CANDLES ? 

 Could these stones be, as a critic alleged, nothing more than pagan stele and the holes are not for ropes 

but are niches for candles? 

 

 This expert should enlighten ill-informed marine archaeologists who are plucking the same stones from 

ancient harbors and shipwrecks off the Mediterranean coasts, that what they are recovering are only Armenian 

tombstones! 

 

 If you believe him, then the photo in the previous column shows Turkish diver Tufan Turanli removing from 

the sea bottom... not anchor stones, mind you... but pagan stele and Armenian tombstones. So the holes were for 

candles, were they? 

 

 Now, notice this. The holes have a larger inner diameter than outer. It appears they threaded a knotted rope 

or cable in through the 7 inch hole toward the 5 inch aperture. This would leave the knot in the 9 inch interior 

space. It could not come out through the 5 inch diameter, so it would catch in there. Then, in the water, the knot 

would swell and hold tight, thus preventing chafing. Pretty clever, if you ask me. 
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Figure 18  Hole in Anchor Stone 

 
  

27. SURELY THE ARK DID N OT NEED ANCHOR STONES? 

 

 Such sea anchors were essential equipment for shins of antiquity. They were perforated at the top so that 

chains or ropes could be passed through the holes. 

 

 These stones, with their flat surface area against the water, created a drag, in turbulent waters preventing a 

vessel from slipping sideways against a wave and being capsized. In calmer waters, the stones 

hung deep, sounding for the bottom. They were also manipulated to direct a vessel around obstructions. 
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 As the Flood began to subside and the Ark drifted into shallow waters, it appears (from the location of the 

first two anchors) that they snagged on two submerged peaks, where, each in turn, they were cut loose, and lie 

today, a short distance apart. Others, progressively, were dropped, in a curving arc, toward the landing site, the 

last anchor stone being close to the current resting spot of the Ark. 

 

Today, instead of drogue stones, ships use "sea socks", which trail in the water, fulfilling a similar necessary 

function. 

 

28. THE BIBLE DOESNôT SAY NOAH USED ANCHOR STONES.  

 How dare you suggest these to be anchor stones from Noah's Ark, because the Bible portrays Noah's 

role as passive, not dropping the anchors as the Ark approached the landing place. 

 

 The Bible account of the Great Flood is brief. Since it does not detail Noah's activities on board, it is faulty 

logic to assume from silence that Noah's crew were idle. In every biblical act of deliverance, divine human 

co-operation was required. 

 

 Among the 600 worldwide traditions of the Deluge, several mention "the stones". Sanskrit and Sumerian 

accounts speak of these (drogue) stones. 

 

 In the Babylonian accounts, those on board severed cables and handling lines. The Epic of Gilgamesh says: 

"For there is no crossing death's waters without the stone things." 

 

 Today we would say, "there is no driving a car without the brake things." Actually, the historian Herodotus 

called the ancient anchor stones (drogue stones) braking stones. Speaking of the Ark, the Koran says: "In the 

name of Allah, it will cast anchor." (Houd 40, in Dawood's translation. Penguin Books Ltd, 1974) 

 

 If they didn't have something like anchors, then what would they use to bring the vessel to a halt? 

 

 

 

                                          
Figure 19  Damaged Anchor Stone with Hole. 
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Figure 20  View of Mt. Ararat  through Anchor Stone Hole. 
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METALLIC  REMAINS  

 
29. WERENôT THE METAL READINGS AT THE SITE  RANDOM, NOT REGULAR?  

   See answer to Question under ñDiscredited Sectionò dealing with pattern of readings. 

 

30. WAS METAL DETECTOR "A DIVI NING ROD"?  

 Is it true that Wyatt used a "crank" device to obtain the iron patterns over the boat-shaped object? 

And that the molecular frequency generator is nothing but a "divining rod"? 

 

 "Qua lified scientists have been independently consulted about this gadget, which Is generally 

advertised in treasure hunting magazines, not scientific journals. They are unanimous that there are no 

scientific principles employed. Indeed, two of these scientists built and tested working models. The results 

of this technique can hardly be considered trustworthy, that brass welding rods being used in essence as 

divining rods, similar to the use of a forked stick to search for water."(1)  

 

 The critics ("Creation Science" group) quote John Baumgardner as saying that he doesn't believe in 

the pattern of metal lines in the site because he doesn't believe in the technique David Fasold used, which 

he called "a form of dowsing"- this refers to the molecular frequency generator. 

 

 They allege that the structural lines (marked in yellow tape on the video) suggest a boat was detected 

by `divining' methods which border on the occult. (1) 

 

 It is noteworthy that the Ex Nihilo article condemning this gives no names of the scientists who supposedly 

built and tested these devices. 

 

 Also,. Joe Walker, of Nashville, TN., used the molecular frequency generator to help the police department 

locate the body of a boy drowned in a lake. (See the next page.) 

 

 This instrument is not "divining" but works on very solid scientific principles. Many scientists, 

archaeologists, engineers, etc. use it. 

 

 The molecular frequency generator we use is manufactured by Cochran and Associates of Bowling Green, 

Ky., and costs $6,500.00 - quite a high price for a "divining rod". (See page 83.) 

 

 It has. been under attack from critics claiming it is like a "divining rod", simply because the rods used are 

similar in appearance. 

 

 In 1988, Ray Brubaker, of God's News Behind the News in St. Petersburg, Florida, asked an electrical 

engineer to research Ron's claims. This independent, non-biased research on the part of Terry Johnson of 

Tampa, FL., included research on the molecular frequency generator. On pages 84 to 86, we attach the report, 

which explains in layman's terms. 

 

 We have no problem with John Baumgardner stating his opinion; however, we want ALL of the facts told. 

What they DON'T tell you is that Ron found the metal lines in 1984 using conventional White's metal detectors 

AND that John and Ron used conventional metal detectors to verify the readings of the molecular frequency 

generator (MFG), (and this can be seen in both David's video, 1985 and 1986 Field Surveys, and our video, 

Discovered- Noah's Ark). 
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 What the critics need to answer is this: 

 

 Since it was Baumgardner's testimony (after using the molecular frequency generator) which convinced 

many people to accept the site, why was a man who has a master's degree in electrical engineering and a PhD in 

geophysics, so willing to believe as fact, that which is now claimed to verge on the occult? 

 

 The true facts are NOT presented to the reader. The test results have not changed. The pattern of metal 

readings is present whether he believes the MFG is "dowsing" or not. Iron is found within the site but NOT 

directly outside of it. 

 

 Are the readings based entirely on that molecular frequency generator? 

 

 We have used three types of metal detectors: 

 

 1. Pulse induction 

 2. Ferromagnetic 

 3. Molecular frequency generator 

 

 The location of metal on the site with the molecular frequency generator was identical to those located by 

ferromagnetic and pulse induction detectors, as well as the subsurface interface radar. 

 

 So, if you want to eliminate the molecular frequency generator scans, the results are still the same. If you 

completely discount the use of the MFG, the evidence of the metal lines is still present and verified by the 

conventional metal detectors. And, again, single antenna radar scans show the same pattern. 

 

 In March, 1985, David Fasold first brought with him a molecular frequency scanner, which operates on the 

same principle as the CAT scanner used in hospitals, to locate and measure foreign growths.  Fasold had long 

worked with side-scanning subsurface radar for identifying underwater wrecks. 

 

 And again, in July of 1986, ten preliminary ground-penetrating radar scans showed, with refined detail, the 

same pattern picked up by the metal detectors. There were clear outlines of closed sections, beams and cross 

beams and what appeared to be "collapsed decks". 

 

 Scans were made in "three dimension" -lengthwise, crosswise and laterally along the side. 

 

 The side scan revealed both vertical and horizontal members. There appeared to be an interlaced or 

interwoven pattern in the side of the object, very evenly distributed. 

 

 Fasold reports: "We all drew close to the graphic recorder in silence. Even the Kurds who had arrived on the 

site from the village pressed for the advantage to see. 

 

 "There were a total of fifteen walls. The thirteen that had shown on the frequency generator could now 

Be seen to fall within the western and eastern bulwarks. They went down over the entire length of the paper into 

its interior. At slightly less than what might be three feet under the surface, the walls of posts extended 

upward from a floor! 

 

 "The picture was so clear that the end sections of the flooring could be seen as square blocks segmented 

together between the walls. 1 counted six of these beam end s separating the space between them." (David 

Fasold, The Discovery of Noah's Ark, pp.318, 319) 
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 Those present with Ron Wyatt and David Fasold included Baumgardner, Anderson, Mrs. Baumgardner, Dr. 

William Shea, Todd Fisher and Scott Snider. 

 

 Two sub-surface radar systems were used. 

 

 Archaeologist Shea remarked, "The pattern is exactly what you would expect from a ship. You have the keel 

represented, you have parallel lines representing keelsons, you have transverse lines of the bulkheads, and other 

reinforcing lines of a ship." 

 

 A full -length radar scan would have to wait until a later visit. 

 

 The point is, that two other types of metal detector, as well as two sub-surface radar systems independently 

revealed the same features in the same locations as indicated by the molecular frequency generator. (See also 

answer to question, sub-title: "A Mystery Now Solved".) 
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Figure 21  Letter explaining a dramatic use of Molecular Frequency Generator 
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Figure 22  Molecular Frequency Generator Data Sheet 
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Figure 23  Excerpt from Article on Molecular Frequency Generator 

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++ 

 
Figure 24  Group of Metal Fitti ngs 

 What looked like groupings of metal fittings on the sides of the Ark was also detected with metal 

detectors, and then photographed in the matrix without disturbing the outer materials. 

 

 

31. HOW COULD THE ARK CO NTAIN IRON  STUDS BEFORE THE IRON AGE? 

 

 If Noah had built a ship of the size specified in the Bible, it made perfect sense to expect that he used metal 

in attaching the timbers together. After all, in Genesis, we learn that metal production was a science long before 

the time of the Flood:  
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 "And Zillah, she also bare Tubal Cain, an instructor of every artificer in brass anal iron: and the sister of 

Tubal Cain was Naamah" (Gen. 4:22). 

 

 Noah couldn't have used iron... Really? Perhaps it's time to look at the fresh evidence coming in from around 

the world. Long before the so-called "Iron Age", human technology was incredibly advanced. In our book Dead 

Men's Secrets some astonishing evidence of this is recorded. 

 

 Again, regarding the bronze and iron age theories, the discovery of a bronze tool and an iron plate in the 

shafts of the Cheops pyramid indicates that Egypt was more technologically advanced than first supposed, the 

pyramids are younger than claimed, or both. 

 

32. IF NOAH USED METAL , THEN WHERE ARE ALL  THE EARLY METAL 

OBJECTS OF CIVILIZA TIONS THAT FOLLOWED?  

 

 Ararat, in eastern Turkey, was the stepping-stone between the old world and the new post-Flood world. 

 

 The names of many, if not most, towns, villages and landmarks of the Ararat region, stem from words or 

phrases connected with some aspect of the Flood, the landing, or the lives or deaths of family members after the 

Great Flood. 

 

 If the Ararat mountains were, as the book of Genesis says, the landing place of the Ark after the global 

Flood, then this is the very place where the first civili zation, and therefore the earliest archaeological sites, 

should be found. 

  

 Until early this century, when driven out by the Turks, the Armenians dwelt in this area. The Armenians 

trace their ancestry to Hiak, the "Son of Targom (Togarmah), a grandson of Noah." (Moses Chorenensis, 1.4 

sec. 9-ll) They claimed to have inhabited the Ararat region since that time. 

 

Earliest Site of Metal Working - just a few miles from Noah's Home! 

 

 One of the most exciting discoveries at the site of Noah's Ark was the large amount of metal found in the 

remains of the vessel. 

 

 A few miles from the site of the Ark is the Araxes River - and across the river is the site of Medzamor. Here, 

within a few miles of Noah's home, is what has been termed "one of', if not "THE" oldest metallurgical factory 

site in the world! Analyses of copper found there showed 14 different alloys, including tin, lead, antimony and 

zinc. 

 

 The center was sophisticated. Clay pipes were found inserted into the furnaces, as well as phosphorus 

briquettes, used in the smelting of cassiterite to obtain tin. 

 

 Here vases and objects made of all the common metals have been found. Fourteen varieties of bronze were 

smelted for different purposes. Medzamor also produced metallic paints, ceramics and glass. And the 

Medzamor craftsmen wore mouth-filters and gloves, as do modern craftsmen. The factory is believed to have 

had more than 200 furnaces. 

 

 Medzamor was the industrial center of this early post--Flood period. Ore was brought in and the finished 

products distributed to all other areas. 
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 Several pairs of tweezers have been unearthed here,. The steel used in the tweezers was of an exceptionally 

high grade. The tweezers were like eyebrow tweezers, that enable chemists and watchmakers to handle 

micro-objects which they cannot manipulate by hand. The manipulation of such micro-objects implies the use 

of microscopic lenses. 

 

 A three storey astronomical observatory was erected nearby. 

 

Sophisticated From the Start  

 

 Archaeological sites are excavated to discover the sequence of materials; those found directly above virgin 

soil with nothing below them represent the earliest occupation level. At Medzamor, the earliest phase yielded 

bronze slag. This discovery continues to puzzle archaeologists. Why? Because it has been assumed (from the 

evolutionary theory) that man progressed very slowly through various stages of knowledge - firstly the 

discovery of fire, then the invention of the wheel, then cultivating crops and domesticating animals, and then, 

much later, the knowledge of metals and metallurgy. 

 

 But here is evidence that man appeared "on the scene" from the start with tremendous technological 

knowledge, producing an alloy (bronze) which requires tin and sometimes includes zinc for increased hardness. 

 

 French journalist Jean Vidal reported in Science et Vie c f July, 1969: 

 

 "Medzamor was founded by the wise men of earlier civilizations. They possessed knowledge they had  

acquired during a remote age unknown to us that deserves to be called scientific and industrial." 

 

 How few people today have heard of this early post- flood complex! 

 

Manganese 

 

 We mentioned GLASS. "Glass making also flourished at Medzamor, as indicated by six types of 

metallurgical material, including zinc and manganese, alloyed in different ways to make different colors. " 

(Charles Burney and David Lang, The People of the Hills, Weidenfeld & Nicolson, London, 1971, p.110) 

 

 Remember Ron Wyatt's theory about the ballast and metal objects from the remains of Noah's Ark? Several 

large ballast samples from the hull of the Ark that have been tested showed over 85% manganese! 

 

Earliest Rivets 

 

 We have noted the use of very large rivets in the Ark. It seems reasonable to expect that Noah and his sons 

would have passed the usage of rivets on to their descendants, and that is exactly what the evidence shows. At 

Amiranis-Gora, north of the area of the Ark, a cemetery revealed pottery with "knobs along the top of the 

shoulder... (that) seem to imitate rivets." (The People of the Hills, p.67) 

 

 But should there be any doubt another very puzzling group of artifacts came to light in 1974 and 1975. A 

Turkish antiquities dealer brought the objects to the Adana (Turkey) Museum, giving first one and then another 

explanation of their origin. It is known for certain that he did obtain them in the region and that they date to 

very near the third or early second millennia BC. Among the artifacts are numerous copper knives, swords, 

chisels and axes. One interesting feature is that two of the swords are almost 36 inches long, ".., which would 

have been difficult to wield with one hand." (Anatolian Studies, Yearly Journal of The British Institute of 

Archaeology at Ankara) 
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 But the feature that interests us now is the fact that these have been dated to very early times by the 

archaeologists, and they used RIVETS to attach the handle! In fact, all of the knives used rivets. 

 
Figure 25  Example of Rivet used to attach handle. 

 



 

Page 78 of 163 Noahôs Ark Q&A 

 

Nakhichevan Founded by Noah? 

 

 The Ararat Plain, or Araxes Valley, is about 80 to 90 miles long. It begins a little west of Ararat and extends 

through present-day Iran into the old USSR. This valley appears to be the general area through which Noah's 

family expanded, and since the Ark (the region of Noah's home) is in the vicinity of the western portion of this 

plain, the general direction of expansion would have been to the east. 

 

 Near the eastern end of this valley is a town called Nakhichevan. Numerous Armenian traditions ascribe the 

founding of Nakhichevan to Noah. While Noah and his wife most likely continued to maintain their home at 

Kazan, "the place of eight", until their death, nevertheless it does seem logical that as the patriarch of the family, 

Noah would have travelled with his younger family members as they explored the region in search of suitable 

areas to establish new settlements, then returning to his own home. Therefore, the traditions that state that he 

founded Nakhichevan could be based on actual fact. 

 

 Another evidence which gives credence to the idea of Noah's family expanding eastward along the Araxes 

River is the fact that the other very early metallurgical center was at Nakhichevan! (The People of the Hills, 

p.54) There is no doubt that the immediate descendants of Noah would be those who had the earliest knowledge 

of metallurgy and employed it from the beginning. 

 
Figure 26  Location of the Syrian Saddle in relation to Mt. Ararat . 

 

 

But Where Are all the Early Metal Objects? 

 

 It is often assumed that because metal objects are not found at early sites, that the people who lived there 

didn't have metals. But metals were a precious commodity for a very long time, some even today. 
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 When people moved, they left their pottery behind because it was easy to make a new batch after they 

reached their new location and it was too bulky to take with them on long journeys. 

 

 But metal implements would be considered very valuable and would therefore be carried along when people 

moved. The metal could also be reshaped into new items. Therefore the absence of metal objects in early 

abandoned sites is to be expected. Even in 586 BC, when Nebuchadnezzar conquered Jerusalem, he collected 

all the metal objects as spoils of war (2 Kings 25:13-17). 

 

It All Began in Turkey  

 

 After the Great Flood, mankind began in this region. Noah's descendants were born there. Their advanced 

knowledge came from Noah and his sons, who brought it from the pre-Flood world. And from this region, 

mankind spread across the face of the earth. 

 

 Evidence indicates that this Araxes Valley is the "original home from which this culture subsequently 

expanded in all directions." (The People of the Hills, p.44) 

 

33. WHY HAVENôT RIVETS BEEN ANALY ZED? 

 D. Pennington says that "Wyatt has consistently refused to allow his `rivets' to be subject to 

independent geological and chemical analysis, thereby casting doubt on his claims.ò(3) Will you 

comment? 

 

 And who told Dr. Pennington this? Who else than "Answers in Genesis" ("Creation Science") - as if you 

really needed to ask! 

 

 In June, 1991, the first fossilized rivet was found in the remains of the boat. Though it was fossilized, lab 

tests revealed the presence of a very sophisticated alloy of metals. 

 

 See our answer to the next question where we not only give details of the chemical analysis, but actually 

reproduce inter-office correspondence concerning the chemical analysis. 

 

34. SOME SAY THE RIVET IS MERELY ROCK?  

 What about claims that the "rivet" found by Ron Wyatt  is just basalt? ("Creation Science" claim).  

 

 We include part of a lab report from Teledyne-All vac (see the page opposite). Mary Nell personally videoed 

all work in progress, including their taking the samples to be tested etc. 

 

 We have blacked out names and addresses of the lab because we cannot allow them to be harassed by 

inquisitive phone calls. Any question relating to the work done at this lab will be answered when we release our 

data. 

 

 It is worth noting that aluminum and titanium have been identified in the alloy comprising the specimen. In 

modern times aluminum has only been alloyed since 1804, and titanium since 1936. For evidence of an 

advanced knowledge of metallurgy in the past, including the use of aluminum, see our book Dead Men's 

Secrets, pp.127-137, 347-348. 

 

Analyses of the "Rivet" 
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 Richard Rives met some people who worked at an international corporation (with a local office near his 

home) that had its own metallurgy laboratory. This company specializes in titanium and offered to do lab 

analyses for us, which we were allowed to video-tape. We had already had other analyses run on the rivet, 

which revealed the presence of a very strange mixture of elements, which included iron, aluminum, titanium 

and vanadium, to mention a few. 

 

 The metallurgy lab near Richard (Teledyne-Allvac) did some careful analyses on the specimen, taking 

samples from what appeared to be the washer around the head of the rivet, and then a sample just 1 cm. away 

from the washer, from the area we were theorizing would have been wood. In the final report, the chemist found 

it worthy to note in his report: ñIt is interesting to note that location I (presumably fossilized timber members) 

was found to contain much higher carbon (1.9%) than location 2 (presumably fossili zed metal). ó  

 

 This portion of the report is actually at the top of page 2, but we placed it so as to reflect the labs letterhead. 

 

 They ran four analyses. One sample was taken of the actual metal rivet. This section was tested twice and 

showed carbon content of.14% and.13%. Then, a mere cm. away, a sample was taken of the area around the 

metal impression. This showed carbon content o1 1.88% and 1.97% in the two tests done on it. This shows that 

within a cm., we have an area that contains almost 15 times more carbon as 1 cm. adjacent to it. 

 

 Whether these folks want to admit it or not, this is as positive evidence as you can get that this fossilized 

object - whatever it is, even if a person wants to reject it being a rivet - this is evidence that it is two distinct 

structures. One with minute amounts of carbon in it, while right next to it, an object with 15 times more carbon 

in it - enough to have been once living matter. 

 

 When an object undergoes the process of fossilization, as its molecules are washed away by flowing water, 

molecules of objects the flowing water has flowed over prior to reaching the fossilizing object, are washed in to 

fill the voids left by the washed away molecules. I know that's a mouthful, but it's what occurs. Now, this water 

carrying new molecules to fill in the empty holes doesn't play favorites and place lots of "red" molecules in one 

place, and then very few "red" ones just one centimeter away. This may be noticeable over some distance, but 

not this close. So if some carbon molecules were washed in and filled the voids on this rivet, it was a fairly 

uniform process ï we could expect that 14 carbon molecules in one location would equal about the same 

amount that was washed into the adjacent area just a centimeter away. But to find 13 and 14 in one location, and 

then 1 cm. over, to find 188 and 197, tells us that a bunch of those carbon molecules in the second location were 

already there! This is exactly what would be expected to be found if this really was a fossilized metal washer 

and rivet (non-living matter) attached to a piece of fossilized wood (once living matter). 

 

 Much more evidence on this rivet will be revealed later when research is completed, including the 

presence of organic carbon which is not present in basalt. 
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Figure 27  Chemical Analysis of Rivet by Teledyne 
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Figure 28  Montage of Fossilized Rivets 

 

1 and 2 - Fossilized rivet. Although fossilized it was revealed through lab tests to contain a very sophisticated 

alloy of metals. 3 - The rivet from the side: The washer can be seen around the head of the rivet. 
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4 and 5 - These rivets were detected with metal detectors in 1984 and photographed in the matrix - without 

disturbing the outer materials. Here, can be seen a group of three -one on top of the other. 

 

 The author of the "Creation Science" ("Answers in Genesis") article attacking the rivet has never seen the 

rivet. 

 

 The combined analyses of the fossilized rivet provide more than ample evidence that it was composed of an 

alloy which contained aluminum, iron and titanium; an alloy which would be extremely strong, lightweight and 

resistant to the corrosion of the sea waters. Is all of this coincidence? The ballast likewise contains elements 

which are completely consistent with that of aluminum, titanium and iron alloy productions. 

 

 The rivet contains elements which are consistent with a very high-tech alloy. For further evidence, "The 

major alloying elements that are added to titanium are aluminum, vanadium, molybdenum, manganese, iron 

and chromium. " (Encyclopedia Britannica, vo1.18, p.456) All three analyses of the rivet show iron, aluminum, 

and manganese, vanadium and chromium. Perhaps one or two of these things could be accepted as 

"coincidence", but the entire picture is one that cannot be denied. 

 

Thus the composition of the object is consistent with that of a sophisticated man-made alloy. 

 

35. OTHERS SAY THE RIVET IS MERELY ROCK?  

 Does not the "rivet" contain too much silica for it to be man-made? 

 

 In your video you show an analysis of the metal rivets from the Ark. All the amounts of the metals are 

expressed as oxides, rather than as the percentage metal itself. This is done for rock analyses, but not 

these days for metal analyses. What stands out in the analysis is the amount of silica (about 45% as I 

recall). No metal alloy can have that amount in it and remain metal. Is this not an advanced alloy but a 

rock? 

 

 It should be noted that this rivet is fossilized. One who works in a natural science lab would know that the 

analysis of any FOSSILIZED material (silicon replaced) is superficially similar to the analysis of ore bearing 

stone. 

 

 In response to another question, we revealed that the Ark was covered by a disintegrated lava (from magma) 

mud slide, and became gradually petrified with molecules of the substances in the earth ABOVE the Ark, which 

were minerals. 

 

 Encyclopedia Britannica, 1985 ed., Vo1.19, p. 506 (under "Volcanoes") states: 

 

 "Magma consists of a molten-silicate mass within the earth, of various composition. " 

 

 In fact, all petrified objects contain a great deal of silica, due simply to its abundance in the soil. 

 

 Furthermore, commonsense must be allowed a place in this. Appearance of the original artifact 

(morphology) is preserved and can be identified by honest observers. 
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36. HOW WAS RIVET ALLOY  MADE IN NOAHôS DAY? 

 Would it not require electricity to manufacture rivets of such sophisticated an alloy as claimed for 

your "rivet" sample -electricity of which Noah would have been ignorant? 

 

 Who can be so certain that pre-Flood mankind was ignorant of the laws of electricity? (Remember, they were 

superior to us in intellect; each person also lived for around 900 years, building on his own experience 

throughout that time.) 

 

For evidence concerning ancient electricity, see our book Dead Men's Secrets, pp.258-277. 

 

37. DID A LAB IN TENNESSEE DENY  IT WAS METAL?  

 A laboratory  in Tennessee has denied that they validated the metallic composition of the "Ark of 

Noah"? (R. Standish in a letter to friends) 

 

 Who decides if it is the Ark? 

 

 Never have we claimed that any laboratory has ever validated the metallic composition of the "Ark of Noah". 

It is our policy to ONLY ask experts in the various fields to state facts about the evidence, such as the fact that 

there is organic carbon in the specimens from the Ark in an amount consistent with the presence of once living 

matter, such as decayed wood. Or that,  in the case of a different specimen, there is evidence that it is two 

distinct structures - one with minute amounts of carbon in it, while right next to it, an object with 15 times more 

carbon in it - enough to have been once living matter. 

 

 We don't ask anyone - any laboratory - to say this is Noah's Ark. For a critic to contact a lab -wording his 

question in such a way as to get the answer he wishes to use against us - is less than honest. 

 

 
Figure 29  Letter in John Baumgardnerôs own handwriting 
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38. DID RON WYATT  LIE ABOUT THE TURKS FINDING METAL  OBJECTS IN 

THE SITE?  

  - as "Creation Science" claims? 

 

 "As for the report of the Turkish  archaeologists finding eight pairs of long forked metal rods, etc, the 

only source of that story is Wyatt himself." ("Creation Science" statement)(1) 

 

 In October of 1984, the Turks had sent their own archaeologists to investigate the "boat-shaped object" 

where Ron loaned them one of the White's ferromagnetic metal detectors. Their expedition had yielded very 

positive results, as one of them showed Ron their field notes. They had retrieved several 4 foot long metal 

"spikes" which were still intact, but which Ron never got to actually see, as he was told they were taken to the 

Museum of Mines and Minerals in Ankara. They had also gotten the same pattern of metal readings that Ron 

had gotten. 

 

 In 1986, after returning from Turkey, John Baumgardner gave a 50-minute talk to employees of the Los 

Alamos National Laboratory. 

 

 A report appeared in the Los Alamos newspaper. It was sent to us, so we do not know the exact date, but we 

believe it was in either November or December of that year. In this interview with Dr. John Baumgardner, he 

tells of the regular pattern obtained by his own personal use of the metal detectors. He also tells that the Turks 

found iron rods, petrified wood and other artifacts. 

 

The report states: 

 

"Since the American team's August visit the Turkish government has sent an archaeological group to the site 

and recovered four-foot-long iron spikes, petrified wood and other metal objects, Baumgardner said. " 

 

 As a scientist, he isn't going to report to Los Alamos Labs something he doesn't know to be fact. 

 

 Did you notice that? Man-made artifactual evidence was extracted from the boat shape... ACCORDING TO 

JOHN BAUMGARDNER. (See the actual newspaper report on the next page.) 

 

 We also have in hand Baumgardner's newsletter dated December 17, 1986, in which he reports: 

 

 "We have reliable information that the Turkish government has had its scientists working there." In his own 

handwriting he adds: "As of April - Turks have recovered some artifacts at the site. They say it most certainly is 

the Ark. " 
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Figure 30  Noahôs Ark Found article by Steve Sampler 
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39. WHAT ABOUT THE RADAR SCANS? 

 What about the ñCreation Scienceò claim that complete radar scans of the site were never done by 

Wyatt? That 1986 scans were incomplete and more were never done: 

 ñéso the planned follow-up work to scan the whole formation never came to pass, at least not at the 

hands of Wyatt and Fasold, from all published accounts.ò(1) 

 

 Again, let us stress that this author never had access to any of our research. He only received second hand 

reports from various people. We are still holding our "aces in the hold" until we are finished, but to prove that 

other scans were done, we have attached for you a copy of one of Ron's radar permits from 1987. (See the page 

opposite.) This is positive proof that there were scans that these people have no idea about. And there were 

numerous scans, not just one. Also attached is a copy of Ron's certificate of training on the GSSI radar 

equipment. (See the page opposite.) 

 

 We used SIR3 subsurface radar scanner. The radar was used in sweeps in three directions -longitudinal, 

transverse and lateral, along the sides. We did this triangulated scanning for the whole length of the object. 

 

 From the radar readings to the eventual computer images: Ron used the same technique which the U.S. 

government uses when they see a satellite image and they don't know what it is. It is called a ground Truth unit, 

which verifies beyond doubt. What is more, the results are not enhanced by the computer. They comprise raw 

data from the scan. 

 

 Ron had already undertaken a preliminary radar scan in 1986. 

 

 But the thing that Ron still had to do was complete scans of the ship. As a believer in striking while the iron 

is hot, he returned in both April and again in May, 1987, doing complete scans of the site. Covering every 

square foot, either Dilaver or his Turkish accomplices pulled the antenna while Ron notated the locations on the 

printout. By adjusting the length of the wave sent out, he scanned the same sites over and over, recording the 

structure at various depths. In this manner, he was able to see what was at 3 feet, or 5 feet, or 10 feet or 15, etc. 

The picture was emerging of a massive ship with chambers still evident; with one outside door which had a 

ramp system which led to each level; with long, massive timbers extending out from back of the ship, 

something which he still does not understand. 

 

A Mystery Now Solved 

 

 He discovered that the hull had a very large void down its center, the same approximate size as the strange 

section of ground he had found above the ship with Orhan Baser in 1984. Dave had made this determination in 

1985 with his MFG, and now the radar confirmed it. The MFG was and still is under constant attack by critics 

who claim that it is like a "divining rod", simply because the rods used are similar in appearance. But to Ron, 

Dave's discovery of the void in the hull with the MFG proved its reliability - at least, in the hands of a skilled 

user. When Ron and Orhan had found the strange section of ground which appeared to be rimmed with petrified 

wood, and contained a large amount of the strange material scattered over and around it, Ron suspected it was 

something significant. When the lab analysis of the specimen Ron had taken from this site matched the analysis 

of the material he had found falling out of the hull, he had theorized that this section of ground above the site 

with the strange rim of petrified wood was a portion of the hull of the Ark. 

 

 He believed the Ark had originally landed at this higher location and as the water dried, the hull was 

embedded in the earth. Then, a volcano over what is now the Iranian border to the south, he theorized, erupted 

and ejected a massive amount of lava which reached the Ark, and then ripped it from the embedded portion of 
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the hull, carrying it down the mountainside. When it struck the very large limestone outcropping, which extends 

into its midsection, the Ark swung around in line with the lava flow and was covered completely. This theory 

was confirmed when the scans also showed a void along a portion of the hull. 

 

 In 1985, Ron had taken Dave Fasold and John Baumgardner above the site to show them this section, but the 

immense amount of villagers accompanying them caused him to change his mind. By now, he was paranoid of 

showing any interest in anything because of fear that the villagers would destroy it as had happened to the 

tombstones and grave. And without this information, Dave interpreted this void in the hull to be a "moon-pool", 

which is a logical conclusion without all the facts. 

 

July 1987 - MORE Scans 

 

 Ron returned again in July, less than a month after his last trip, and did even more radar scans. He now had 

enough data to begin construction of a small model of what the metal detector and radar scans revealed. The top 

two decks could not be reconstructed with certainty. They had collapsed and it couldn't be determined if they 

had slanted or straight outer walls. It was possible to determine where they began (they did not run the entire 

length of the ship) by locating the point where the deposit thickened. Interior walls were seen on the scans, but 

only to some degree - Ron assumed some symmetry and sometimes reconstructed identical sections when the 

east portion, for example, was destroyed but the west portion was intact. The bottom deck, however, was better 

preserved and an immense system of small chambers could be determined. There was a double section which 

extended along lengthwise, with other chambers along the walls - a walkway separated these. 

 

To the chagrin of the "traditional Ark-hunters", it wasn't barge-shaped. The upper end was definitely pointed, 

and the radar indicated that the lower end was at the least, rounded. But even with all the evidence, it still didn't 

look like a ship just coming out of the shipyard, and the "learned men" weren't about to accept it. The Turks, on 

the other hand, were very matter of fact -the evidence spoke for itself. What else could it be? 
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Figure 31  Ron Wyattôs diploma from GSSI and a copy of a Turkish Permit to use it 
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Figure 32  Computer Reconstruction from Radar Readings 

 

A final word. The radar reveals the presence of what we may call walls, cavities, a door near the south end, and 

also ramps. There are chambers. Along the keel, there is timber 20 feet through. At the same end as the door, 

near the bow, there are two large round tanks, 14 feet high and 24 feet across, with metal bands 

around them. The deck support timbers are intact along the western side and this can be seen by means of the 

subsurface interface radar. 

 

 

 

 

 




















































































































































