




culated dating occurred in 1153 on Jan 26, with a visibility path above Northern-Italy and Ger-
many. Of  course in these chronicles the determination of  the day, or sometimes also of  the year
can not be perfect because of  the retrocalculation.   

http://eclipse.gsfc.nasa.gov/5MCSEmap/1101-1200/1153-01-26.gif

Very luckily for our case we can learn from other historical sources that the „German” king Otto
I at the end of  January in AD 962 had appeared at the walls of  Rome, when a solar eclipse had
occurred according to the same sources. At this mentioned astronomical date one can not find any
considerable solar eclipse in its close vicinity or further on around it. That is why the more detailed
examination of  this chronical record (Lupus protospatharius) is neglected.

However from this chronicle we obtained an astronomical historical proof  of  the fact that Otto
I was crowned as Imperator by pope John XII. in early February of  1153 CE. 

The same solar eclipse was seen also in Trier and Magdeburg, and the later chroniclers also did
not forget about it, although the exactness in recording the year of  occurrence is not character-
istic in later times.    

1153 – 962 = 191 years
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2. The same source (Lupus protospatharius) for AD 987 indicates a solar eclipse which of  course
can not be identified at all. There was an attempt to find something in the vicinity by widening
the range of  the time interval to five-five years on both sides (AD 982–992) but nothing was found.
Turning to the genuine date of  this astronomical event: in 1178 CE on Sept 13 there was a solar
eclipse in that area (Bari), which was suitable in every aspect.

1178 – 987 = 191 years  

http://eclipse.gsfc.nasa.gov/5MCSEmap/1101-1200/1178-09-13.gif
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3. The Annals of  Magdeburg indicate a solar eclipse at the year of  AD 992. 
At the end of  the 12th century the population of  that area could see the occurrence of  several
impressive solar eclipses:

1187 – 992 = 195 years

1191 – 992 = 199 years

http://eclipse.gsfc.nasa.gov/5MCSEmap/1101-1200/1187-09-04.gif

or 
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http://eclipse.gsfc.nasa.gov/5MCSEmap/1101-1200/1191-06-23.gif

4. Going further back in historical time, during the reign of  Lothar II (AD 948-950) several sources
(Annales Polonorum, Martin Oppau, etc.) equally mention solar eclipse. Since the retrocalculation
does not show any considerable solar eclipse for that period of  time the sources became quali-
fied as inaccurate ones. 

However, when we move closer to our own time by 190 years, of  course there is a solar eclipse

1140 – 949 = 191 years
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http://eclipse.gsfc.nasa.gov/5MCSEmap/1101-1200/1140-03-20.gif

I am not surprised a bit that a difference of  190 years in the identification process of  solar eclipses
led to the appearance of  erroneous values for Delta-T.

5. Finally, we have also one very important source from the Italian Liudprand. Mentioning a solar
eclipse he dates for us the Battle of  Simancas. In that fight Ramiro II defeated Abd-ar-Rahman
in Northern-Hispania. 

Traditionally this event is connected to the solar eclipse which is occurred on July 19 in the
AD=CE 939 year. But the memory of  the Spaniards denies this date, they remember well that the
fighting took place in early August.  

From the Arabian sources Masudi is the one who supports my side when he states that the dis-
cussed solar eclipse was seen in Egypt. 
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The eclipse of  939 was invisible in Egypt, while the eclipse of  my offer, the one which oc-
curred on Aug 2nd in the year of  1133 CE was visible there !

1133 – 939 = 194 years

http://eclipse.gsfc.nasa.gov/5MCSEmap/1101-1200/1133-08-02.gif
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http://eclipse.gsfc.nasa.gov/5MCSEmap/0901-1000/939-07-19.gif

(It is equally true for both solar eclipses that they happened on Ramadan 28, it is possible be-
cause of  the difference of  200 lunar years between the two events.)

Since 2002 the Readers of  my book the „Hungarian Calendar” can be familiar with the fact that
the first year of  Hagira (AH 1) equals to the year of  816 CE (instead of  the officially recognized
AD=CE 622), while the first day of  year AH 1 is the same as July 30th in the Julian calendar!  

Between the humanist scientists of  the 15th century first arose the need to illustrate the history
of  humanity on the universal astronomical time-axis, and to determine as accurately as possible
the dates of  birth and crucifixion of  Jesus Christ, which dates will be approved by astronomy. Re-
giomontanus who was an astronomer at the court of  King Mathias Corvinus was already capa-
ble to retrocalculate very accurately in order to determine the above mentioned dating of  past
astronomical events. I have no idea, I have never searched for it, that who were those bright hu-
manists who performed their retrocalculation and hiding behind the names of  Ibn Yunis they
sold their retrocalculations as observations. However the fact remains fact that although they were
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briliant, they had already made a one hour error in their retrocalculation when they moved as far
as 500 years into the distant past.   

On the level of  their era their performance was perfect, but for the scientists of  the 19/20th
centuries it is not so glorious that they could not notice the cheating.(That is they could not re-
veal that they deal with retrocalculations instead of  observation or measurement.) 

If  our scientists were more watchful it would never happen that a certain error of  retrocalcu-
lation changes to a fact of  measurement for them. However this false consideration was accepted,
these „measurement „ data were presented as facts in the tables of  S. Newcomb and E.W. Brown. 

It is quite true that Robert R. Newton exposed Ptolemy calling him as an ancient swindler, fab-
ricator of  data, but the data of  Ptolemy are still quoted by the scientists in order to support the
correctness of  the existing chronology.

At a 500 years-long time period backward an error of  one hour was incorporated into the cal-
culation as a „corner stone” value of  delta T, and this initial error generated  further cumulative
errors. And today we have an error (delta T) of  almost 3 hours at a time distance of  2000 years
backward.  

In addition, because of  the Moon’s uncertain movements we should count with a cumulative
error of  maximum one hour.(Practically it means that the real error can alter between 2 and 4
hours.)       

Our scientists were continuously trying to produce newer and newer evidences proving the re-
ality of  Delta-T, but they did not have any real chanches to give its correct value since they used
in their calculations an historical time shifted by 200 years.

In earlier times the biggest ace of  presented evidences was the solar eclipse of  Sippar. This solar
eclipse was valued so greatly that equations of  Moon also were adjusted to it.

In the land of  former Sippar was found a clay tablet of  cunei form writing. On the tablet it was
recorded that in the second year of  King Philip’s reign a solar eclipse had started at 3 degrees, that
is at 12 minutes before sunset. The academical science dates this event as Sept 26 of  BCE 322 in
the Julian calendar.  
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http://eclipse.gsfc.nasa.gov/5MCSEmap/-0399—0300/-321-09-26.gif

Using the available data of  this solar eclipse our scientists improved the value of  the Delta-T.    
They considered the data on different ways, according their own opinion.  
This observation was used by Fotheringham (1935) in an investigation of  the lunar and solar

accelerations on UT. However, he used an incorrect value (4 deg) for the interval between the
start of  the eclipse and sunset.

I have never tried to check the way of  Fotheringham’s thinking, but I have a guess: if  he decided
to shift by 30 degrees to the east the chart of  the solar eclipse (illustrated on the globe by Theodor
Ritter von Oppolzer), then he got the picture of  a solar eclipse which was very similar to the mis-
takenly dated Babylonian observation.  

And the situation forced him to modify the equations according to, that is to make to start the
solar eclipse at 16 minutes before sunset on Sept 26 of  the year of  BCE 322.This modification
was basical that time for the Delta-T value of  3 hours and 40 minutes (13200 sec).
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Oppolzer’s Canon  
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-321. september 26.
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Fig. 5.2 Historical eclipses, and earth’s rotation, F Richard Stephenson Cambridge University Press
1997 ) 

F. Richard Stephenson’s version after his calculations for the Delta-T was as much as 14150 sec. 
Fred Espenak’s offer for the same value was exactly 4 hours, that is 14400 sec, and this is the
amount which is shown in the tables of  NASA.

The situation will be changed revolutionary after the application of  my “Seleucid code” which
directs us to the correct dating: the solar eclipse recorded on the discussed clay tablet occurred
on Sept 19 in the BCE 126 year of  the Julian calendar! 

322 – 126 = 196 years
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http://eclipse.gsfc.nasa.gov/5MCSEmap/-0199--0100/-125-09-19.gif

It should be admitted that in this case we must also shift on the globe the visible path of  the solar
eclipse, but in the opposite direction, to the west.

Using the Delta-T program of  (Heinz Scsibrany) and setting the value at -3600 sec we can have
complete synchronization with the records of  the clay tablet. 

http://www.lcm.tuwien.ac.at/scs/welcome.htm

My firm opinion is that the value of  -3600 sec (1 hour) is only an error of  retrocalculation, as I
mentioned it earlier it is just coming from cumulative error because of  the erroneous initial data.
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-125. september 19. with -3600 sec Delta-T
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Oppolzer’s Canon

Summarizing the above said: Taking the correct initial data for a new start to retrocalculate the
solar eclipses, in my opinion we will have a surprising outcome.  

63

It will become a fact that for the passed 2200 years the value of  Delta-T
with great certainty will converge to zero...
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