JEFFREY DAUGHERTY

AR Author of Apostle Paul Antichrist

+ Did the ancient
~= 4 prophets warn
. "ofaUFO/Alien
‘@ ' agendain the
28 pages of the
3 /,'./- .~ New Testament?

5" *NAL MESSAGE
OF THE

LAST APOSTLE









FINAL MESSAGE OF THE LAST APOSTLE:
Alien Agenda in the New Testament

By Jeffrey Daugherty

Published by NCK PRESS

Copyright 2015
ISBN

Also by Jeffrey Daugherty:

APOSTLE PAUL ANTICHRIST (Foreword by George
Noory, Host, Coast To Coast AM)

DIAMOND NEW TESTAMENT

For more information please visit www.jeffreydaugherty.com






FINAL MESSAGE OF

THE LAST APOSTLE
Alien Agenda In the
New Testament

JEFFREY DAUGHERTY






AFairy tales do not teldl chil dr e
already know that dragons exist. Fairy tales tell children the
dragons can be killed. o

--G. K. Chesterton






False flag: Describes covert military or paramilitary
operations designed to deceive in such a way that the
operations appear as though they are being carried out by
entities, groups or nations other than those who actually
planned and executed them. Operations carried out during
peace-time by civilian organizations, as well as covert
government agencies, may by extension be called false flag
operations if they seek to hide the real organization behind
an operation. (Wikipedia)






This book has no dedication.

Rather it is dedicated to you, the reader, and to your
consideration of the following question:

What would you do if you saw absolutely irrefutable evidence
that disproved the validity of things you have always believed
in?

AThere is no relig(@onymbus)gher t h:
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The Last Apostle

(Note: Capital letters followed by numbers refer to the

Hebrewand Greek St r ong 6 s C andespedfidweordc e

numbers found therein. HELPS refers to HELPS Bible Study
reference.)

Few people realize and even fewer scholars report that the
apostle John waited nearly fifty years after his fellow
disciples had completed their writings and a full thirty years
after every other New Testament writer had finished to finally
pen his words.

Why did John wait so long?

APet er andusaw e¢hd disciple whom Jesus loved
following them, the one who also had leaned back against
him during the supper...This is the disciple who is bearing
witness about these things, and who has written these things,
and we know that his testimony is true. Now there are also
many other things that Jesus did. Were every one of them to
be written, | suppose that the world itself could not contain

the books that wWdobn2t242% wr i tten.

After James had been killed, Peter was the unquestioned
leader of the Apostles. John cites Peter's authority to
validate his own credentials as the disciple Jesus loved and
a man of unique perspective. John then says he wrote

Abearing witness. 0 This is a
Far from a random turn of phrase, John's usage of legal
terminology is highly significant.

ABearing witnesso

ATesti fying, giving evidencebo

John tells he wrote to provide legal testimony. He tells us he
is giving evidence. In what circumstance is one compelled
to give legal testimony and provide evidence? In a trial;
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when something is being disputed or contested. John goes
on to, in modern terms, swear under oath. This certainly
frames his writing in the most serious of terms and should
alert us to pay very close attention to what the author
believed to be information of the utmost importanced
information he made certain to separate from the realm of
personal opinion, philosophy, and speculation. The words
of the final message of the last apostle are sworn legal
testimony of the highest import.

AThat this testimony is true.

0

ATesti mony c a n nunteniables reahty where n o

something is fully tested, i.e. it will ultimately be shown to be
facto (G227, HELPS)

A literal, modern rendering of the passage would be:

A | am testifying and giving
that can no longer be hidden, things that when, fully tested,
wi || ultimately be shown to

Something big was going on. John found himself in the
middle of a controversy serious enough to motivate him to
break four decades of silence. He wrote to testify and bring
to light things he could no longer allow to be hidden.

What was going on?

For over three years John walked with Yeshua, hearing first-
hand the greatest message ever delivered to humanity.
Then, after His departure, John spent the next few years
working arm in arm with the other eleven Apostles in the
infant Yeshua Movement. All was well. There was peace
and harmony around a single unified message.

Sometime in the early 40's AD this began to change. (1) A
competing message started to take shape and grow. This

evi

be
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message was actually an attempt to co-opt the teachings
of Yeshua and make them into something diametrically
opposed to their original intent. But with first James and
then Peter leading the defense of the original message, John
was content to continue in a supporting role. He maintained
this role even after the passing of the other Apostles.

The wisdom of this strategy seemed to be borne out when
the writing and preaching of James and Peter led to the main
expositor of the competing message suffering a humiliating
defeat in Ephesus in the mid to late 50's AD. (2)

After this, John was confident they would carry the day. He
understandably saw no reason to enter the literary fray
himself, as the defense of the original message was in good
stead. The Apostolic message continued to be preached
and taught all over Jerusalem and the young Movement was
gaining strength and converts every day. As a result, the
completing message was driven from the largest city in
Judea to the outer reaches of the province and beyond. The
late 50's through the 60's AD could rightly be called the
Golden Age of the Apostles.

This Golden Age came to a sudden end when the Roman

General Titus marched his army into Judea in 70 AD.
Jerusalem was quickly M@Acompasse
desol ati on ni gfihe Rgnan kegion? vere 0 ) .
the literal fulfilment of the abomination of desolation

spoken of by Daniel the prophet, standing where it ought

not (Mark 13:14). From February through August they laid

siege to the city. In the end, the city and the Temple were
completely destroyed and over one million people died. It

truly was an abomination of desolation.

This desolation was not limited to the physical. For not only
did the destruction of Jerusalem claim more than a million
souls it also decimated the base of the original Yeshua
Movement. In an instant, its strength had become its
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weakness. The vast majority of its proponents and their
writings were destroyed with the city. Many and much that
managed to escape fell a short time later at Masada.

With Jerusalem gone, the competing message was left
largely unopposed. Additionally, its leader was a Roman
citizen. He skillfully crafted his message so that while it did
great violence to the original message of Yeshua, it was not
antagonistic to Rome, and was even supportive. Both were
strong recruiting tools while the smoke from Jerusalem still
swirled into the sky.

John watched as this competing message grew steadily
stronger. He even witnessed its effects first hand, within his
own camp. A young man he had personally mentored,
trained, and hoped would continue his work began to show
signs of being swayed. Within a few years John's worst fears
were realized. The original message was in retreat. The
original teachings of Yeshua were becoming unrecognizable,
swallowed up, morphed, and twisted by the competing
message.

Soon it would be too late. Silence was no longer an option.
He was the last apostle. His voice must be heard. He could
not stand idly by and witness the death of the great message
his friends gave their lives for. He had to testify and give
evidence for the teachings that were being swept away. He
had to bring to light dark secrets that could no longer be
hidden. He would defend truth. He would expose error. He
would write.

John waited so long to write because it was not until the end
of his life that knowledge, events, and necessity finally
coalesced, allowing him to discern the rise of a religious
beast and what was behind it. He finally understood he had
been kept alive to identify and expose dark forces lurking in
the background of history.



ANow there are al so méeshpadd her

Were every one of them to be written, | suppose that the
world itself could not contain the books that would be
written. o

We have long been left to speculate what these deeds and
teachings of Yeshua may have been. How wonderful to be
able to known them! What if John is whetting our appetite
here? What if he is setting up an expectation that he has
every intention of satisfying? As we read and study on, we
will see the unfolding of a deliberate effort by the last apostle
to broaden our spiritual vision and expand our spiritual
horizons. This is John's initial hint to those with eyes to see
and ears to hear that there are other books that contain
valuable information about the deeds and teachings of
Yeshua. These books come from all areas of the Earth and
from all timesd and perhaps even beyond!

1
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A Word on Studying the Bible

Over my thirty-plus years of spiritual study, | have become
convinced that there has long been an orchestrated effort to
keep the vast majority of men and women from acquiring a
personal working knowledge of the true contents of the
original message of Yeshua and His apostles. Today this

effort takes the form of A Yo u can't under st ai

unless you went to Bible College, so you better listen to those
who haveo.

| am one of those who have, and | have never accepted this.
That being said, the only real way to get a complete grasp of
Biblical sayings is to see them in their original language.
That used to mean learning Biblical Hebrew and Greek.
Then along came Interlinear Bibles, which render the original
Hebrew and Greek texts word for word, with the
accompanying English, allowing anyone to see exactly what
the original word was, how it is translated in the Bible, and
how accurate that translation is. Additionally, the words are
linked to other study references called concordances, which
allow you to see the full definition of the original words, along
with roots and usage. And you only need to be able to read
English.  Until very recently these books were quite
expensive, and doing any in-depth study meant having
hundreds of dollars invested in reference books. It wasn't
cheap, it wasn't easy, and it took a lot of time and effort that
most people just couldn't give.

The Internet changed all that! Now it doesn't matter if Biblical
Hebrew is Greek to you. You don't even have to be able to
afford the expensive books anymore. If you know how to
use a search engine and have basic Internet navigation
skills you can know anything and everything a Doctoral
level Seminary graduate knows! As a result, the original
Biblical teachings are open as never before to anyone with a
little initiative.
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Predictably, the fellows in the fancy robes with their high-
sounding titles and all the letters after their names are less
than pleased. They are also far less than enthusiastic about
sharing this information. Could this reluctance be seated in
their desire to keep the rank and file beholden to their
interpretations and dictates? Now anyone can study on their
own, learn on their own, and decide on their own. In short, it
is now possible to leave the land of human indoctrination and
journey to the realm of Divine enlightenment.

This was a path | first trod as a young Bible College student
and preacher. When I first entered Bible College, | was in
awe of my denomination and the learned men that taught us.
| satin wonderment at the years of personal research, prayer
and discovery that must have gone into the lessons they
were teaching, feeling certain that | was at the center of the
move of God on planet Earth in that day. Then, quite by
happenstance, | got a look at the teaching notes of one of my
professors. | saw in an instant that they were the same tired
old yellow scrawls he had been using for God only knew how
many years.

The spell was broken. | knew then | was not listening to first-
hand knowledge gleaned from personal discovery. | realized
that the professor was teaching me what another professor
had taught him when he sat in my placed and that professor
had likely done the same thing in what was a long and sad
procession. | was receiving at least third generation hand-
me-down theology. | was being served up leftovers that were
decades old. | thought of the mother bird flying back to her
nest to feed her young. |imagined the baby birds with their
beaks willingly open as she regurgitated into their willing
mouths. | realized that | was just another baby bird, gobbling
up S o0 me on e -dgdstedeconslusipns.e

Such is the way of human indoctrination. The truth is that this
is a planned, organized and systematic attempt to lock
humanity into only the manifestations and workings of what
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is known as our 'Left Brain'. The goal is to keep us operating
only on the levels of intellect and logic, predicated upon the
world view we are fed by the combined forces of
indoctrination.

The full import of this did not hit me until years later when |
was out preaching on my own. | was a fiery, enthusiastic and
inspirational preacher. Think Jimmy Swaggart meets Tony
Robbins. | believed what | was saying and worked hard to
convince others to as well. Then one day | realized that even
if someone accepted what | was saying just because | said
it, that was not enough. That merely made me the mother
bird. They were getting nothing more than human
indoctrination. My goal became showing people how to learn;
inspiring them to study, discover, piece it all together, and
decide for themselves. This is the seed of divine
enlightenment. Enlightenment occurs as we break out of the
Left Brain limitations imposed by the dominant world view
and allow our inspiration, love, and creativity to manifest fully.
Our highest goal is to have both sides of our brain working
together. This is the full realization of our Higher Self and
connects us with the Universe, Cosmos, or whatever you
wish to call it. This is true Enlightenment. Simply put,
Indoctrination is the work of Religion and Enlightenment
is the work of Yeshua.

Most of you are familiar with the original Star Trek series. On
that show, the character Mr. Spock, First Officer of the
Starship Enterprise (portrayed by the late Leonard Nimoy),
was the embodiment of the Left Brain. He was from the
planet Vulcan, whose inhabitants had forsaken emotion and
were governed by intellect and logic alone. The Captain of
the Enterprise was an earthling named James T. Kirk
(portrayed by William Shatner). He was the very
embodiment of the Right Brain. He was all about inspiration,
emotion, risk, and damn-the-torpedoes action. In almost
every episode the ultimate drama and salvation of the
universe as we know it came down to competing solutions
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offered by the Left Brained Spock and the Right Brained Kirk.
Ultimately, the two would compromise, and the application of
a Whole Brain solution would save the day. So get in touch
with your inner Spock and Kirk folks!

This is a book against 'isms' of all type and description. Itis
a book against Indoctrination and the prisons it builds around
the hearts, minds, and souls of men. In this book | advocate
for Yeshua and against religion.

As difficult as it may be for some to accept, the name 'Jesus'
as applied to the man from Nazareth in the New Testament
is simply a gross error. It is an English rendering of a
translation into Greek of a Hebrew name. As a rule, proper
names are never translated. Do you know of Lenny the
Victor or Leonardo da Vinci? Chuck or Charlemagne? Colon
or Christopher Columbus? | rest my case. If you want to
prove this to yourself, you have only to listen to a news
broadcast in another language. If you are an English
speaker will be surprised to hear blah, blah, blah, 'Barak
Obama’; blah, blah, blah, ‘George Bush'. Try it, you'll see.

If the Galilean walked into the room you are in right now,
introduced Hi mself and shoo
my name is Yeshua. This is likely short for 'Yahashua' but
it's okay, we are friends. | have therefore eliminated the
name Jesus in the balance of this book, replacing it with
Yeshua except when citing quotations or writings of others,
and in places where context demands it remain.

In this book | first list the verse as it appears in the King
James Version of the Bible. Then | pull out pieces of the
verse for closer inspection. Next, | define the words literally.
Finally | give a literal English rendering of the verse.

| will do this using the online reference materials | spoke of
earlier. You are encouraged to follow along. You will see
a'G'or an 'H' listed, followed by a number. This is the Greek
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or Hebrew word and its corresponding word number in the
Strong's Exhaustive Concordance of Biblical Words. This
book tells you the exact word meaning along with its root and
usage. You will also notice Thayer 6s Biydne
'HELPS'. This is the HELPS Word Studies copyright ©1987,
2011 by Helps Ministries, Inc. which provides useful
additional expansion of word usage and meaning from a
Christian organization that
recognize (rather than memorize) original-language
meanings with symbols and tools provided in-text and gain

Di

c |

c

ai

skills to apply this new wunders

think they ever imagined their work would be used in quite
this way.

The reader will also see regular references to Manly P. Hall's
work entitled The Secret Teachings of All Ages. This does
not indicate acceptance and or endorsement of all the
teachings and beliefs of Mr. Hall. The book referenced is an
encyclopedia of spiritual beliefs and teachings, with minimal
commentary by the author. It is a priceless compilation of
diverse spiritual teachings spanning the spectrum into one
workable and remarkably objective volume. In order to save
time, | will cite only Secret Teachings and the page number.
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The Final Message

The year is 90 AD. The old man's age is fast approaching
that same number. Many years ago he was one of the
original twelve apostles of Yeshua, the man commonly
known as Jesus of Nazareth. Now he is the last one. All his
fellows are dead. The armies of Titus have left Jerusalem in
ruins. He finds himself in the midst of a great controversy
and is being pursued by the architects of a new faith seeking
to wipe out even the memory of what his friends gave their
lives for. He knows his last days are upon him and he only
has the time to deliver one final message.

The New Testament was not written in the form we know it
today. It was not a single volume. It is made up of what we
call 27 'books’, though they were not originally books at all.
They were actually 27 letters, and were not compiled into a
single volume until well after the time of Yeshua and His
disciples. The first letters were written sometime in the late
40's AD and the last was completed over fifty years later.

It is generally accepted that all the original Apostles of
Yeshua were dead by 44 AD. All but one. He lived at least
another 50 years. He was the last apostle. His name was
John. He was called the disciple that Yeshua loved,
famously portrayed as lying on the bosom of Yeshua at the
Last Supper. He is credited with writing five books of the
Bible: the Gospel and three General Epistles that bear his
name, and the Book of Revelation. This makes him the
second most prolific New Testament writer.

John died around the year 100 AD in the city of Ephesusd a
fact that will prove most interesting as we mine his writings.
(3) John was said to have taught Polycarp, who in turn later
taught the first apologist, Irenaeus. This fact will also prove
interesting. (4)
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In an odd side note, the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day
Saints (the Mormons), believe that John had been given
immortality and visited their founding prophet Joseph Smith
in 1829 on the North American continent. (5) Such claims
add another interesting layer to the final message of the last
apostle. With John died the apostolic era, the claims of Mr.
Smith notwithstanding.
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Why is the Final Message of the Last Apostle So
Significant?

With the historical context in view, we can better understand
John's words. He essentially told us in John 21:24, 25 that
he knew Yeshua and His message better than anyone and
was going to give true and accurate testimony of it. He was
also going to bring to light falsehoods being spread about it.
What he had once been content to leave to James and Peter
he was now taking into his own hands.

John wrote the final and most authoritative account of the
message of Yeshua of Nazareth, as reported by his closest
confidante. John was the last living Biblical figure that
had personally walked and talked with Yeshua. This fact
cannot be over emphasized. The Apostolic era literally died
with him. As its final messenger he gave his last strength to
tell one final story, to deliver one final message, and that from
an absolutely unique perspective. Of all the things he could
write of, of all the things he could pull from his vast treasure
of experience and knowledge, the things that follow here
were the things he deemed so important that they would, in
effect, be the last will and testament of the apostolic era.
These are the final words on Yeshua from the man who
knew Him best. As such, they warrant special consideration,
attention, and study.

These writings include John's three general epistles, the
Gospel that bears his name, and the Book of Revelation. All
were written from 90-96 AD. The contents of these writings
will be shown to contain information that shakes the very
foundation of traditional thought about both the Old and New
Testaments. This information will forever change the way we
view the Bible, and the God of the Bible. This is what
makes it arguably the greatest revelation of them all.

It must be mentioned that the writings attributed to John have
been a source of some controversy. The Book of Revelation
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has long been the pinnacle of biblical mystery and wonder.
More books have likely been written about its contents than
any other single book of scripture. And yet we will see that
Revel ationds most shocking trutdl

Through the end of the nineteenth century there was virtual
unanimity that John wrote all the epistles and the Gospel
bearing his name. At the very least there was unanimous
agreement that these works were written by the same author.
Since then, questions have been raised.

| do not agree with the highly competent Biblical and
linguistic scholars who believe the writings of John are
actually those of later writers being labeled with the name of
the great Apostle. But, even if | am wrong and they are right,
the main point of this book remains. It is the study of the
message deemed so vital that it would be the last Biblical
communication to the world.

| believe it foolish to ignore the growing mountain of literary,
historical, and religious evidence that the New Testament
writings have been revised, altered and homogenized to
some extent. Manly P. Hall remarked that:

AAmong theol ogical scholars the
that the hitherto accepted translations of the Scriptural

writings do not adequately express the spirit of the original

d o ¢ u me(Betrast deachings, p. 369).

It was the opinion of H.P. Blavatsky that:

AAfter the first copy of the Bo
and launched on the world by Hilkiah, this copy disappears,
and Ezra has to make a new Bible, which Judas Maccabeus
finishes. When it was copied from the horned letters into
square letters, it was corrupted beyond recognition. The
Masorah completed the work of destruction. Finally, we have
a text, not 900 years old, abounding with omissions,
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interpolations, and glsissumeied).t at e c

To this, Prof. Crawford Howell Toy of Harvard University
added:

AManuscripts were copied and re

only sometimes made errors in letters and words, but
permitted themselves to introduce new material into the text,
or to combine in one manuscript, without mark of division,
writings composed b(Judaisoh i dnd
Christianity).

All this is especially true when we are talking about the
original teachings of the Yeshua Movement, most of which
were destroyed in 70 AD.

Could this have been one of the driving motivations for the
virtually unprecedented utter destruction visited upon
Jerusalem? Such acomplete 'scorched-earth’ policy was
most uncommon for the intensely practical Romans.
They much preferred to keep outstanding architecture of the
conquered intact so it could be reused. The Temple certainly
qualified. It is commonly believed that Titus desperately
wanted to preserve the great Jewish Temple for rededication
and repurposing.

Militarily speaking there was little to gain by slaughtering the
inhabitants down to the handful of souls that finally
barricaded themselves inside the Temple and less still to
dedicate the time and manpower required to disassemble
each and every block of the building and then plow the
ground upon which it had stood. It went against standard
Roman military protocol. It was almost as if they were
looking for something.

In addition to the gold said to be mixed into the mortar
between blocks, could Titus and his soldiers have been
motivated by orders from Rome to completely destroy all

er eni



16

records, teachings, accounts and advocates of the original
Yeshua message? Was the unusual scorched earth policy
ordered to help ensure the destruction of a message that had
proven in its forty years of existence that left alone had the
power to sweep the Roman/Pauline counterfeit into the ash
bin of history? This offers a logical explanation for a most
atypical Roman military campaign. If not for the foresight of
some original Yeshua Movement adherents, all records
would have been lost.

Thankfully, many scrolls were smuggled out and hidden in
the cave of Qumran. Interestingly, Edgar Cayce predicted
and described these writings that would come to be known
as The Dead Sea Scrolls long before their discovery in 1947.
(Daniel Bierman, Venture Inward Jan. 2015)

What survived the purges and destruction at the hands of the
Roman Empire was then subject to the dissections and
alterations of the British Empire and the mysterious
Translation Committee of King James. That King James was
not the first to destroy and tamper with the New Testament is
evident.

A man named John Leylande was known to have been hired
by King Henry VIII to:

AGo through the archives of the
dissolved by the king and remove for preservation any books

or manuscripts of a®ecretmepcbimgs,ant c
p. 540).

This makes it clear that dissolving religious institutions and
commandeering or destroying manuscripts that were
deemed to be out of royal vogue was not exclusive to King
James. Certainly is was a practice employed by others than
Henry VIII as well. This does not even take into account
damage suffered at the hands of innumerable scribes and
copyists over the centuries, both well-meaning and nefarious.
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With our current understanding of the true workings of
governments and monarchies we should instantly be wary
of any religious document proclaiming itself The
Authorized Version when it is a king that is doing the
authorizing. It is now beyond question that the translators
of the King James Version were hand-picked men who could
be depended upon to support and write into scripture the
doctrine of the so-called6 Di vi ne Ri ght of

So set on what they planned to do was this committee, that
it is widely reported that they rejected loan of some of the
oldest known manuscripts available at that time. This
should certainly raise questions in the unbiased mind. Add
to this the fact that the final manuscript of the translation
committee was turned over to Sir Francis Bacon for the
purpose of checking, editing and revising. It is said that:

Arhe documents remained in his hands for nearly a year, but
no information is to be had concerning what occurred in that
t i n{®eoret Teachings, p. 517).

William T. S nitevdl evenguallyvibe toveed thafi
the whole scheme of the Authorised Version of the Bible was
Franci s (Bhe Mystery af Brancis Bacon).

For myself, in spite of all the intrigue, | choose to believe that
the New Testament does in fact contain the words of the
Divine. | believe it contains the words of Yeshua. | believe it
contains the words of His Apostles. As such, | believe it
remains a profitable study. | also have my eyes open to the
facts just presented and realize that, like all of history, it was
written by the winners. Therefore it contains the words and
religious ramblings of much less noble men as well.

| find myself in complete agreement with the third president
of the United States and noted academic Thomas Jefferson,
who put it as only the author of the Declaration of
Independence could:

o~
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AThe whol e history of these ©bo
defective and doubtful that it seems vain to attempt minute
enquiry into it: and such tricks have been played with their
text, and with the texts of other books relating to them, that
we have a right, from that cause, to entertain much doubt
what parts of them are genuine. In the New Testament there
is internal evidence that parts of it have proceeded from an
extraordinary man; and that other parts are of the fabric of
very inferior minds. It is as easy to separate those parts, as
to pick out diamonds from dunghi
-Thomas Jefferson, letter to John Adams, January 24, 1814

Some of Jefferson's fvery inferi
New Testament to the greatest propaganda campaign in
human history.

As to the writings attributed to John, | believe the Apostle did

indeed write parts of all of them. It is left to our own

di scernment to determine which
which are #Adungo. The task i s
actually quite easy. For this work | used a direct Greek to

English Interlinear translation. (6) | confess to leaning

heavily towards the original, literal renderings over the words

of the English translators.

As readers of the New Testament twenty centuries after it
was written, it is fascinating to note that despite all our
technological and educational advances, our impressions of
it are still firmly fixed in the first century mindset. We may
ride in smart cars while texting on smart phones, listening to
iPods connected to the Internet by satellites, but we still see
the scriptures like people riding donkeys down a dusty trail.
The original authors wrote and described what they were
shown in the context and reference of their day and we have
chosen to only see what we are shown. Erich Von Daniken,
in his classic Chariots of the Gods? wrote skillfully of this
when he imagined the results of a visit by advanced beings
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to a planet primitive by comparison.

nilf our friends have master ed

record of what happened: uncanny, weird, miraculous. Then
their texts will related and drawings will showd that gods in
golden clothes were there in a flying boat that landed with a
tremendous din. They will write about chariots which the
gods drove over land and sea, and of terrifying weapons that
were like lightning, and they will recount that the gods
promised to return. They will hammer and chisel in the rock
pictures of what they had once seen: shapeless giants with
helmets and rods on their heads, carrying boxes in front of
their chests; balls on which indefinable beings sit and ride
through the air; staves from which rays are shot out as if from
a sun; strange shapes, resembling giant insects, which were
vehicles of some sort.o

He was right. This is exactly what has happened and these
are exactly the kind of writings our religions have been telling
us to interpret literally for thousands of years. This is pure
folly.

It is time to look beyond the obvious.

Imagine if you were suddenly transported two thousand
years into the future to the year 4015 and shown great events.
Then you were transported back to 2015 and told to write a
description of what you had seen. How would you do it?
How would you possibly describe things so advanced? How
would you relate the idea of things that you had not only
never seen, but never even imagined? You would be forced
to use your contemporary references and perspectives to
relate all that you had seen two thousand years in the future.
Thatis exactly the position the Apostle John found himself in.
With that in mind, let us look into the final message of the last
apostle.

| write these next few words only after having completed the



20

second draft of the manuscript of this book. Since the
original draft | have been privileged to come upon information
that greatly adds to the final product. Similar to finding
President Jefferson's writing regarding the New Testamentd

which | regrettably discovered found only after the first
edition of my book Apostle Paul Antichrist had already gone
to pressd | was happy to come across in classic better-late-
than-never fashion, new (to me) information in the writings of
two men who are no longer with us and one who thankfully
still is. | speak of Zecharia Sitchen, Edgar Cayce, and Erich
Von Daniken. Their works have added invaluable insight to
the study that is contained herein. While the inclusion of
these insights does not necessarily indicate endorsement of
all the theories of these gentleman, it does indicate that I find
at least portions of their work scholarly and greatly beneficial.

It is high time to take the counsel of Mr. Von Daniken and:

ATake another | ook at o thearrdyor e st
of unexplained mysteries. Do they make sense as the

remains of prehistoric space travelers? What would happen

if here too we dared to...look at the old things with fresh eyes,

t he eyes (CHhariotsofdhe Gdrisy)
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Alien Agenda in the New Testament

For more than twenty years | was a licensed minister with
three of the largest Protestant denominations in the world. |
pastored churches, was a popular conference speaker,
worked as an evangelist, and preached on five continents.
In the twelve years since, | have expanded my work and
research into the farthest realms of human spirituality.  In
that time | have read the Bible from cover to cover over one
hundred times. For all of these years | have been opposed
in the strongest possible terms to the idea of aliens in
the Bibled especially the idea of aliens in the New
Testament!

Looking back, I fondly recall many spirited exchanges on the
subject with my son Joshua (a talented researcher and
spiritual practitioner in his own right), and my youngest
daughter Sondra. They had been reading the works of
Zecharia Sitchin and Erich Von Daniken, listening to Coast
To Coast AM and watching the Ancient Aliens television
program. They were imploring me to open my mind and at
least consider the possibilities. | flatly refused.

Finally they got me to sit down and watch an episode of
Ancient Alienswi t h t hem (I think |

led to more than a few late nights listening to Coast To Coast
AM after which | knew this was something | could no longer

ignor e. | coul dndt continue

in the Bible warranted serious research on my patrt.

And now, some thirty-two years after being 'born-again’ in my
barracks on McChord Air Force Base in Tacoma,
Washington, and about four years after succumbing to the
demands of my kids, | stand convinced that there is a
UFO/ET/Alien agenda running throughout the New
Testament! And | have even been a guest on Coast To
Coast AM. My how things change.

ref.
Idiotso at the ti me). To my surpri

t

o
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With all due respect to Joshua and Sondra, and Messrs.
Sitchin, Von Daniken, Noory, and Bell, it was the writings of
the New Testament itself that finally convinced me.

Once | saw it, | was struck by how the UFO/ET/Alien agenda
provides an exceedingly durable mythology, not just in the
Biblical accounts but in epic literature across virtually every
culture. Most scholars have assumed that to the ancients it
was merely a collection of compelling tales of magic and
supernatural beings. Now, nineteen centuries later, this
same imagery takes on new meaning as our scientific
knowledge expands, and it remains just as compelling. Is it
possible that the ancients knew well what we are only now
beginning to discover? Is this all a diabolical delusion, the
product of advanced minds with eons of experience,
observing and molding human behavior? Is this a plan with
its ultimate endgame targeted at us today?

My research has led me to question if beings we identify as
aliens, acting as impostors of the Divine, are the main
inspiration for the majority of New Testament writings,
especially those prophetic in nature.  The original authors
wrote and described what they were shown in the context
and reference of their day. Again, we have long assumed
that they were shown things that were simply inexplicable to
them and for which they had absolutely no reference, and
that only today, with our expanded understandings are we
able to clearly recognize the symbolism and begin to see
how deep and wide the UFO/ET/Alien message runs in the
New Testament and epic literature worldwide. We may have
been very wrong in this assumption, and the arrogance that
has fueled it adds evidence that we may be the ultimate
target audience of an ancient agenda.

This does not mean there is no true divine inspiration in the
New Testament. It does mean the majority of it has been co-
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opted and is part of a program of propaganda being carried
out almost to perfection.

Almost.

They didn't count on us discovering the true meaning of the
final message of the last Apostle.
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The Aliens

There is a wealth of information available on the subject of
aliens and extraterrestrials. | do not pretend to offer the last
word or only possible explanation on these matters.

Many UFO/ET/Alien events may be of terrestrial origin. Itis
certainly well within the realm of possibility that governments
and organizations that are quite human can, have and will
continue to produce events by use of secret technology and
that these events are sold to us, either overtly or covertly, as
extraterrestrial in origin. Home-grown deception is
something we must be ever mindful of.

As to the aliens, there seems to be three basic schools of
thought. One school believes they are space fairing
travelers from distant galaxies using some kind of advanced
technology to traverse the great distances to reach us.
Others see them as inter-dimensional beings that come
here by some science allowing them to phase through or
between dimensions. Still others simply classify aliens as
demonic entities or manifestations.

Also subject to debate are the intentions of these aliens.
Some think these beings are uninterested. While admitting
to the very real mathematical possibility of intelligent
extraterrestrial life, some think that such life could not be any
less interested in Earth. They reason that any culture
advanced enough to travel those distances or employ
dimensional technology would have no reason to be
interested in what can be considered a tiny, forgettable,
backwater planet in a rather unremarkable solar system. We
would, they claim, be about as interesting to them as
amoebas in a test tube and hardly worth the effort.

Others contend that the aliens are highly interested, and for
varying reasons. Some think them benevolent, yet unwilling
to contact us. We have caught their attention but they prefer
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to only observe, allowing our civilization to proceed without
outside interference. This is much like the idea of the Prime
Directive of Star Trek lore. There is also a large and growing
contingent that argues vigorously for highly involved
benevolence. They claim that aliens are here to jump-start
the advancement of the human species and are regularly in
contact; providing us with a constant stream of
extraterrestrial information, instruction and encouragement.
Among these would be Billy Meir, the Urantia folks, and a
host of others. While | admire their optimism, | can't help but
wonder if trading the dictatorial gods and priests of
human religion for the lecturing of extraterrestrials is not
akin to going from the proverbial frying pan into the fire. Itis
my stated hope that we learn to guide our own spirits, master
our own ascension and be our own gurus.

On the other end of the interested alien spectrum would be
those that see these entities as hostile. This hostility is a
guestion of degree, from aliens that seek to use human
subjects for research and experimentation to those that want
to feed on us (spiritually, psychically and/or physically) to
those that plan wholesale invasion, colonization, or
destruction of the Earth as we know it.

There is no little debate between the enthusiasts of these
respective schools of thoughtd and no shortage of hard
feelings either. Which is too bad. | have always found open
minded and courteous debate between learned, sincere, and
polite individuals a good thing. When egos can be
sublimated, such discussion helps uncover both
shortcomings and strengths of the various positions. Our
inability to conduct ourselves in such a manner is to our
individual and collective shame. Only those so certain they
have the truth that they do not wish to be confused by the
facts could object. Towards this end, | submit that we should
not feel we must choose one option to the exclusion of the
others. Why not remain open to new possibilities and new
knowledge? Do we really know enough about this subject
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to be able to exclude anything?

| can't help but wonder how much of this controversy is really
littte more than a battle of puffed up egos and semantic
confusion. Intergalactic aliens. Inter-dimensional travelers.
Spiritual entities. What if we are all right? What if we are all
wrong?

A couple things seem pretty clear to me. One, Fox Mulder
was right, something is out there. According to Dr. Melvin
Calvin of the Department of Chemistry at the University of
California at Berkeley, there are a hundred million planets in
the visible universe with conditions very much like those on
Earth! The weight of evidence has now become too great to
simply ignore.

The United States Air Force (in which | served for 6 years)
cataloged between 1947 and 1969 about 13,000 reports of

UFO's, some 700 of which remain unidentified. Former
American president Jimmy Carter confessed in 1976 that he

himself had seen a UFO in a speech that promisedto i ma k e
every piece of information this country has about UFO
sightings available to tlitwasapubl i
promise that went unfulfilled.

Two, we are not sure exactly who or what itis. Therefore,
it is in our collective best interest to keep lines of
communication open and to keep sharing information and
opinion as we continue research into what is now beyond
guestion a legitimate and increasingly pressing phenomena.
Be they intergalactic or inter-dimensional travelers, demons,
formerly humanoid beings or parts thereof, whoever and
whatever their actual makeup or origin, they are certainly
strange creatures, some of which at least seem to be
ferocious and contemptuous of humanity.

Somehow, we have known it since we were children.
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YESHUA
AND THE ALIEN AGENDA
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| believe the message of Yeshua to be the way, the truth and
the life (My position is not nearly as exclusive as that sounds,
as you will see later). | believe it represents the pinnacle of
human spirituality. It is a message | myself endeavor to
follow. | also believe His original message has been co-
opted by the UFO/ET/Alien agenda.

| say this because of my discovery that the most glaring
aspect of the alien agenda in the New Testament is its
close alignment with the monumental happenings in the
life of Yeshua! Upon examination we will see that the
greatest concentration of Alien imagery in the New
Testament surrounds events that directly and intimately
involve Yeshua Himself. In fact, it seems that there is no
Alien imagery in the New Testament that does not directly
relate to such events. For some reason, the extraterrestrial
agenda has linked itself to Yeshua.

The Ignored Babe of Bethlehem

One of the supremely odd facts about the New Testament is
that only two of the Gospels mention the birth of Yeshua,
and even then with striking brevity. The Gospel of
Matthew dedicates only twenty verses, and the Gospel of
Luke a mere thirty-three. By way of perspective, there are
some 8,000 verses in the New Testament and only 53 of
them are dedicated to the birth of Yeshua! How is that
possible? Only a mere .00666% of the entire New Testament
is devoted to the most momentous occasion in all of human
history?

This is beyond strange. It is my experience that when
something in the Bible is that unusual, strange, or jarring, it
is usually an encoded signal calling our attention to
something we should take a deeper look into it.
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AWhen his mother Mary was esSpous

they came together, she was found with child of the
L OR D . (Matthew chapter 1)

During her engagement to Joseph Mary was found to be
pregnant. | find it remarkable almost to the point of disbelief
that this is all Matthew had to say about the birth of the Son
of God.

AShe was found with child o
AfBe (Mary) discovered that
Ain her wombo (G1064)

Asomet hing from the LORDO (

She di scovered t hat s he
somet hing from the LORDO.

St

It is striking to me is that the words for baby, infant, or child
are not used here. These words certainly exist in the
language but are simply not used. Why not? The result
makes for a decidedly odd way to say a girl was pregnant. It
seems strangely inhuman, sterile and mechanical. Perhaps
in exploring the event more deeply a good reason for this will
emerge.

AAnNd in the sixth month the
God unto a city of Galilee, named Nazareth, To a virgin
espoused to a man whose name was Joseph, of the
house of David; and the virgin's name was Mary. And
the angel came in unto her, and said, Hail, thou that art
highly favored, the Lord is with thee: blessed art thou
among women And the angel said unto her, Fear not,
Mary: for thou hast found favour with the LORD. And,
behold, thou shalt conceive in thy womb, and bring forth
a son, and shalt call his name JESUS. And the angel
answered and said unto her, The spirit of the LORD shall
come upon thee, and the power of the Highest shall

f t h e

she

G40) .

ange
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overshadow thee: therefore also that holy thing which
shallbebornofthee shall be called the S
(Luke chapter 1)

AHail, thou that art highly favo
blessed art thou among women And the angel said unto

her, Fear not, Mary: for thou hast found favour with the

LORD. o

| want to call the reader's attention to the fact that this
passage was written by Luke. It is a well-known fact that
Luke was a physician. As such, his writings are
characterized by exacting and specific language.

AMary you are highly f awdouneld, dc
favor with the LORD. O

The messenger is going out of his way to tell Mary not to be
afraid, assuring her that she is valued by the LORD (this will
prove hugely significant as we continue our study). Why?
The best way to make someone afraid is to tell them not to
be afraid.

At hou shalt conceive in thy woml
You wi || fibe taken hold of or S €
(G1064).

AYour womb will be taken hold of

Now we see why she was told not to fear. A terrifying ordeal
is about to be laid out for her. Now | don't have a womb, but
the idea of any of my organs being taken hold of and seized
is enough to make me very uncomfortable. The language is
discomforting as well. Strange. Cold. Mechanical. Terrifying!
No wonder the repeated efforts to calm her and tell her that
she is favored by the LORD. The actions being perpetrated
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upon her could well cause her to conclude the exact opposite!
As a doctor, surely Luke would, if anything, try to pad the

language a bit in deference to what is known as 'bedside
manner' in the medical profession.

AAnd bring forth a sono
NA descendant of the same natur e
fnAnd shal't cal l his name JESUS. ¢

Jesus transl ates to NnThe LORD Ye¢

AThe spirit gshdll cantee@poh tBéePand the

power oftheHi ghest shall overshadow
You shall Aibe overtaken as in ar
The fpower, mi ght and strengtho
Awi | | envel op youo (G1982)

AYou shal./l be overtaken as in a
and strength of the LORD will envelop you. After this you will

discover you are holding in your womb something from the
presence of the LORD. O

Dr. Luke tells us that a mysterious spiritual entity declares to
a teenage girl that her womb is going to be seized as she is
overtaken and incapacitated from an attack by a power that
will completely envelop her. One wonders what would have
happened if she were not highly favored and blessed!

How believable is it that a kind and loving God would use
such a dramatic and fearful way to announce this to a young
girld not to mention actually carrying out of the act? This
sounds much more like the act of a less than benevolent
being, perhaps even one with malevolent motives or with a
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low opinion of humansd or both. This was far from the
easiest way to tell a first century girl she was going to get
'divinely' pregnant. This is either a first century mind trying
to explain something they have no concept of or that same
mind dutifully copying down and passing on what was
dictated to it. The language practically screams out for us to
notice that something is very different here. Something most
unsettling.

This is absolutely the worst way it could have been done if
the goal was to calm Mary and let her know how special and
favored she was. It reads almost as if the goal was to
frighten her, and inspire feelings of worry and dread until
the event actually occurred. How many nights did she lie
awake terrified, awaiting the return of these strange
messengers? Does this sound even remotely like the
actions of a kind God? Does aloving God take hold of, attack,
and seize? Does a kind God overtake by His power? Does
a benevolent deity envelop with debilitating power and
deposit something to be held in the womb of a teenage girld

or is this someone or something else?

If we can find our way out of our preconditioned minds and
into a place of objectivity, what does this sound like? Why
did Dr. Luke say what he said? Why did he say it the way he
said it? What was he trying to show us? Where have we
heard such medical language before? The simple,
unavoidable fact is, that in modern, objective terms, this
sounds exactly like a forced artificial insemination
during a classic alien abduction scenario. Dr. Luke would
be perfectly in context telling this story to Art Bell or George
Noory on Coast To Coast AM! Yet it is clearly stated that
it is the LORD that is perpetrating this scenario. The
implications of this are simply staggering.

iThat h o

I hi n gbon lof thele shalhkeel | b €
call ed th

t
Son of t he LORD. 0
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At hat holy thingo
AA thing of supernatural origin.

This bizarre language is the proverbial cherry atop this

' inguistic sundae of t hthingsoi pr em
super nat urnatl'the child, gat the Baby', not 'the

infant; butia t hi ng of s upAganntaidisuia a l 0
doctor writing here! Why would he avoid the use of any
humanizing language? Why does it seem that is he going

out of his waythe pbha¢fdathly t hat
origin?

Which shall be born of t hee sh
h e LORD. o

—

inShall be said to be the Son of

Notice that the language with which the doctor writes does

not say that this A wi | | be the Sorntsayd t he
thatii tbeviddi d to be t he If$outhinkof t h
| am making too much of this, keep reading. We will see

much more on this subject including a stunning declaration

from Yeshua Himself.

From a modern, objective perspective, what we have always
called The Immaculate Conception, was, upon
exhaustive review, an extraterrestrial rape. An objective,
modern translator taking the text at face value would
describe it this way. Added to the fact that every ancient
culture has a God-impregnated, virgin-born saviord many of
whom were born in mangers and on December 250 one has
to wonder if this is an example of UFO/ET/Alien propaganda
being injected into the New Testament narrative. One thing
is abundantly clear. What happened here does not square
with what we know of the true nature of the Divine.
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Son of the LORD?

A teenage girl discovers she is holding something in her
womb from the LORD. She has been impregnated by the
LORD. She also learns that this occurred when her womb
will be taken hold of or seized by the LORD. She is to bring
forth a descendant of the same nature as the father, the
LORD. If there is any remaining doubt, she is commanded
to name the child 6the LORD Yal
would happen as a result of her being overtaken as in an
attack, with the power, might and strength of the LORD
enveloping her. It reads like a classic forced insemination
during an ET abduction. This insemination is to produce a
thing of supernatural origin that will be said to be the son of
the LORD. Notice the language does not say that it will be
the son of the LORD, but that it will only be said to be.

Whoever or whatever the entity was that did this to Mary;, it
was not the God of Love portrayed in the New Testament. Its
actions are strikingly consistent with those of what we see
today as entities of extraterrestrial origin. And this entity is
clearly identified as none other than Yahweh, the LORD
himself.

The LORD wants us to believe he had a son with a human
woman. Did he? Is this conundrum the first textual bread
crumb that the last apostle saw, eventually leading him to the
full revelation we are studying in this book?
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A Son is Born This Day?

AAnd she brought forth her

him in swaddling clothes, and laid him in a manger;
because there was no room for them in the inn. And, lo,
the angel of the LORD came upon them, and the glory of
the LORD shone round about them: and they were sore
afraid. And the angel said unto them, Fear not: for,
behold, I bring you good tidings of great joy, which shall
be to all people. And suddenly there was with the angel
a multitude of the heavenly host praising the LORD, and
saying, Glory to God in the highest, and on earth peace,
good will toward men. And it came to pass, as the
angels were gone away from them into heaven, the
shepherds said one to another, Let us now go even unto
Bethlehem, and see this thing which is come to pass,

f

i rs

which the LORD hath madé€lLukk nown

chapter 2)

AAnd s he fonrhoherdgitstborn son, and wrapped
him in swaddling clothes, and laid him in a manger;
because there was no room f

The list of gods or divine beings born to virgins in mangers is
so long that | will notinclude it here. A simple Internet search
will show you this staggering list. Why are we to believe that
of all these reportsd which predate the Bethlehem story by
hundreds and thousands of yearsd that this story alone is
genuine? What secular historical evidence do we have to
corroborate it? What empirical data can we point to?

AANnd, |l o, t he angel of the

the glory of the LORD shone round about and they were
sore afraid. o

Angel of the LORD

rtt

LORD



38

OMessenger of the LORDO®
Came upon them
AAppear ed taasc kon (a2 1a86 )

The glory of the LORD shone round about
ABl i nding brightnessd?a
AShines all around t

AA being from the skies suddenl
appeared as in an attack, with blinding brightness which
shined allaround,enc asi ng them in | ight.o

The language suggests that these were most likely blinding
columns of light. This account could have been pulled from
any number of recorded UFO/ET/Alien visitation and/or
abduction reports. How many times have you heard
someone relating the exact same events on Ancient Aliens
or heard someone tell a similar story to Art Bell or George
Noory?

AAnd they were sore afraid. o

AFi 1l 1l ed with great dreado (G317:

Of course they were! That is an understatement of, well,
biblical proportions.

1]

And suddenly there was with th
he heavenly hosto

—

Al | of a sudden there was a gr ¢
Like a heavenly armyo (G4756 ar

=1 R 14
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AJust as suddenl vy, with the bei
arrayedlikean ar my of these creatures.

No wonder they were filled with dread. One minute these
simple shepherds are minding their own business and the
next they are ambushed, first by a single entity of blinding
brightness, then by an entire heavenly army that freezes
them with fear in blinding columns of light! This is a classic
alien encounter scenario!

The birth of Jesus is barely mentioned in the Gospels and
when it is it is replete with classic ET/Alien/UFO imagery.
This is nothing less than a monumental discovery.

Just as startling is that the birth accounts of Jesus are lifted
directly out of the stories of other religions that predate
Judaism and Christianity! Gods with virgin births include
Krishna of the Hindus, Buddha, Zoroaster, Marduk, Horus of
Egypt, Mithra of India, Romulus of Rome, and Dionysusd
and this list is not even close to being exhaustive! Not only
were all these (and many more) born of a virgin, but many
were also born in mangers, with several of them even being
born on December 25! In fact, as we shall see, linguistic
evidence makes it is clear that Biblical authors were well
aware of the epic stories of other faiths and borrowed
heavily from them when writing their own accounts.

Here is a classic little quiz from the pen of David Icke:

AWho am | tal king about here? H
25th to a virgin mother; he was called a saviour, the only
begotten son, and died to save humanity; he was crucified
on a Friday - "Black Friday" - and his blood was spilled to
redeem the Earth; he suffered death with nails and stakes;
he was the Father and Son combined in an earthly body; he
was put in a tomb, went down into the underworld, but three
days later, on March 25th, his body was found to be gone
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from the tomb and he was resurrected as the "Most High
God"; his body was symbolised as bread and eaten by those
who wor s hi (Childrdn ohthe iatrix)

The answer my friends is...
Attis of the Phyrgians, circa 1170 BC!

Not what you were expecting? Get used to it. By the way,
whatever you may think of Mr. Icke that little quiz was brilliant!
| certainly do not agree with everything he says; but from the
reading | have done, itis clear that hed or at least someone
on his staffd is a thorough and tireless researcher. Allow me
a little quiz of my own if you will: Who was born of a virgin
mother, fasted for 40 days and 40 nights while being tempted
by Satan and left promising a Second Coming? Of course
you were thinking of Quetzalcoatl right? | have personally
climbed a pyramid in Mexico with his image all over it.

Why would the strangely scant New Testament accounts of
the birth of Yeshua be riddled with ET/UFO/Alien imagery
and be plagiarized directly from other religions?

The Gospel of John was the last Gospel, written a full 60
years after the others and with full knowledge their contents.
We can expect the fullest and most complete rendering of
fact from his writings. And yet John does not mention the
birth account of Jesus. The final message of the last
apostle does not include a single word about the birth of
Jesus! These strange accounts had been circulating for
some sixty years and still John failed to mention them.
Remarkable. It is almost enough to make one wonder if the
son of the LORD was really born that dayd or any other for
that matter.
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The Crucifixion: What Blocked Out the Sun and Caused
the Earthquake?

AAnd when the sixth hour was con
over the whole land until the ninth hour. And at the ninth

hour Jesus cried with a loud voice, saying, Eloi, Eloi,

lama sabachthani? which is, being interpreted, My God,

my God, why have you forsaken me? And Jesus cried

with a loud voice, and gave up the ghost. And the veil of

the temple was rent in two from
(Mark 15)

Leaving the purported birth of the son of the LORD let us
move forward to the time of his purported death by crucifixion.
Would it surprise you that in so doing we also move forward
to the next episode of clearly ET/Alien/UFO imagery in the
New Testament?

NnAnd whesinth hour was come, there was darkness

over the whole | and until the ni
NnAbout six ob6cl ock in the eveni
|l ando

The literal rendering of the original language has been
horribly mangled in the King James translation. In my
opinion, intentionally so. For an accurate rendering shows
us something disturbing and yet amazing.

Darkness did not fall. It was not as if nighttime came upon
the land. What the passage says is that a shadow fell upon
the land. The sun did not set or diminish in power at all. The
language says that something blocked the sun and cast a
shadow over the area of Jerusalem for about 3 hours,
from 6 pmto 9 pmin the evening. It would seem that the sun
would not be out until 9 pm, but having grown up in Florida |
know that it is sometimes still quite light at that hour during
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what is roughly Passover time in Jerusalem. Of course the
waning light of the sun and the waxing light of the moon and
stars could also have been blocked by this same shadow-
casting something.

The real question here is: What is large enough to block out
the sun and cause a shadow to fall over such a large area?
Adding intrigue is the fact that whatever it was, Jesus was
able to see it as he hung on the cross.

A And a hinth Hour Jesus cried with a loud voice,
saying, Eloi, Eloi, lama sabachthani? which is, being
interpreted, My God, my God, why have you forsaken
me ? 0

What made Jesus cry out? What made him cry out at the

ninth hour and not before? What happened at the ninth hour?
We know from the text that the shadow lifted at the ninth hour.
The shade lifted because whatever was causing it went away.
Whatever it was that was causing the shade departed,

and it was the exit of this shade-causing object that

upset Jesus so greatly. The text shows that, by his own

testimony, it made him feel as though he was being

abandoned.

OWhy have you forsaken me?0
AWhy have you abandoned me

Jesus was left behind. Imagine that. Staggering! When
the shade-casting object left, Jesus cried out asking why he
was being left behind. Itis clear that He expected this object
to take himaway! He was shocked, stunned and upset when
it did not. What kind of object does one expect to be taken
away ind and what kind of object that could take a person
away would be large enough to cast a shadow of at least a
large portion of the city of Jerusalem? Let us look again to
the text before drawing any final conclusions.

and
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ifANnd, behol d, the veil owaint he t

from the top to the bottom; and the earth did quake, and
the rocks rent; and the graves were opened; and many
bodies of the saints which

We see three great events taking place here. We will look at
them in an order and sequence that is more than allowable
by the Greek construction of the phrase.

The earth did quake, and th

This is a straight-forward description of a seismic event.
What is striking is that this event occurs at the same exact
time that whatever was blocking out the sun departed,
leaving the distraught Jesus behind. It is apparent that the
force exerted by the object leaving was great enough to
cause a localized earthquake. This sounds like some type
of gravitational force or great exhaust.

And, behold, the veil of the temple was rent in twain from
the top to the bottom

The veil was ripped when the earthquake caused by the
departing thing shifted the foundation of the Temple itself at
least temporarily, causing a significant out-of-level condition
that resulted in the veil of the Temple ripping in two. It is
crucial to note that the very clear testimony is that it ripped
from top to bottom. This would result only from a shift in the
foundationd exactly what would expect to happen during an
earthquake. Scholars have concluded from the book of
Exodus that the veil was a very densely woven curtain as

thick as a mandés hand. | t
shift to tear such a sturdy piece of fabric.
And the rocks rent; and t he

Additional evidence of an earthquake is found in the

sl ept

woul |

gr a\
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statement that rocks were broken and graves were broken
open.

Putting text with text we have we have something huge
blocking out the sun and causing a shade to fall over

Jerusalem for about 3 hours. Then this something withdraws.

Upon seeing this exit, Jesus is upset that the object that he
expected to carry him away had in fact left him behind and
cries out. The withdrawal of the huge object put off such
energy that a localized earthquake strong enough to shift the
foundations of the temple, break stone and dislodge many
grave doors was produced.

It was large enough to cast a shadow over a large area. It
stayed aloft under its own power. It was clearly visible.
Jesus expected it to take him away and was highly agitated
when it did not. Its exit put off enough energy to cause an
earthquake. What blocked out the sun and caused the
earthquake at the crucifixion? A modern mind might well
say that is was a great craftd what is often categorized
as a mothership.

Dramatic ET/Alien/lUFO imagery connected to another

centr al event in the |ife of

J e :
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Spacecraft Roll the Stone Away

The birth of Jesus. The death of Jesus. Now the resurrection
of Jesus. This mind-blowing story of the resurrection
morning is one you definitely won't be hearing in Sunday
school!

AANnd, behol d, there was a grea
angel of the LORD descended from heaven, and came

and rolled back the stone from the door, and sat upon it.

His countenance was like lightning, and his raiment

white as snow and for fear of him the keepers did shake,

and became as (Matthedv28nen . o

And, behold, there was a great earthquake:
AA great shaking | i ke seismic ac

This is exactly the same scenario caused by the withdrawal
of the mother ship at the crucifixion. Was it caused by the
return of the ship?

For the angel of the LORD descended from heaven:

ABecauseoO the fAimessenger o of t he
coming down fromoutoftheheavenso (G2597)

Something was indeed descending, coming down, or arriving
in the heavens, or skies about Jerusalem.

And came and rolled back the stone from the door:

AAs the messenger drew near o ( G¢
the stone to roll awayo (G617)

As this thing came near, enough force was exerted by its
arrival to once again cause grave stones to roll awayd just
as the departure of the mother ship at the crucifixion.

His countenance:

Hi s Aoutward appearanceo (G2397)
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Was like lightning:
Was | ifke@asfmaof | ightningo (G796)

This time we have an appearance of a being. This being is
just like the ones that the shepherds saw at the birth of Jesus.
At this point | must direct your attention to a description of
these beings given to us by Yeshua.

The phrase here translated as 06a
occurs in two other places in the New Testament. One of

those is Luke 10:18, where it is used to describe an entity

that Yeshua called 6Satand i n Ki
ismoreaccurat el y rendered dadversarya@
definite article is used the proper rendering would be The
Adversary. This was the chief Adversary of Yeshua in view

here. Again, the exact language used here is used by

Yeshua to describe an appearance of Satan or The
Adversary. That certainly gives us something new to ponder.

We will deal with the third occurrence of this phrase later.

This brings up a most interesting and revealing scenario.
The writer or translator of the Matthew passage here
identifies this entity as an angeld specifically an angel of the
LORD. Yeshua is quoted in the book of Luke using the exact
same language to describe Satan, or The Adversary.
Matthew and Luke were written very close together, with
Matthew likely published a year or two later. From a strictly
textual viewpoint we have no choice but to conclude that
angels of the LORD were considered adversarial by
Yeshua.

In this passage concerning the resurrection of Jesus, those
keeping guard at hismeaoamb A0dca
exactly what happened to Mary at her impregnation by the

LORD and is completely consistent with the sleep paralysis

that is nearly ubiquitous in ET/Alien visitation and abduction
scenarios.

Combining the literal rendered portions of text here we have:
AThere was a great shaking |1 ke
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something was coming down out of the sky. The shaking
was so great that it caused the stone sealing the tomb to roll
away. Suddenly one appeared like lightning, and those
attending were so frightened they fell over as if they were
dead. 0o

Combining this with our knowledge of what occurred at the
conception, birth, and crucifixion of Jesus, we can now
conclude that at the resurrection of Jesus we see the arrival
of a great shipd perhaps even the same one that departed a
couple of days before at the crucifixiond causing the stone
sealing the tomb of Jesus to roll away in the same fashion as
the graves so affected at the crucifixion. We then see a
messenger of the LORD appear in a flash of bright light. We
have been taught that an angel came and rolled the stone
away. Now, seeing and understanding the literal language
used, does that still sound plausible? We also see that what
is described here as an angel of the LORD is described by
Yeshua as an adversarial entity in another New Testament
passage penned about the same time.

Classic UFO/ET/Alien imagery once again linked with a
major event in the life of Jesus. | would suggest that we can
no longer trust the biblical veracity of such foundational
events as the birth, crucifixion and resurrection of Jesus
and that a complete reappraisal of our belief systems is
in order. Perhaps John, in the final message of the last
apostle, provided just that.

The Two Common Factors in Every ET/UFO/Alien Event
in the Life of Jesusd So Far

As we review each of the scenarios we have looked at, there
are two things that are consistent in them all. One is the
presence in some form of Jesus. The other is the presence
of the LORD. How curious it is that in all the passages the
LORD is the dominant figure and Jesus is the submissive.
First, the LORD sires Jesus and the LORD welcomes Jesus
as his offspring. Then the LORD allows Jesus to be crucified
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and leaves him hanging on the cross when Jesus clearly
expected to be taken away. Next the LORD leaves Jesus in

the grave for three days and nights, clearly displaying his
preeminence over him. Finally,
that Jesus is able to get out of that grave and finally catch his
delayed flight home. Someone desperately wants us to
believe in Jesus; and that someone also desperately wants

us to believe in the LORD is greater than Jesus.
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THE FINAL MESSAGE
OF THE LAST APOSTLE
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In the Beginning: The Word Made Flesh

Al n the begtheWordnamd thveaVdord was with
God, and the Word was God. The same was in the
beginning with God. And the Word was made flesh, and
dwel t amoirdghn)s . o

These words immediately transport the mind of the
knowledgeable reader to Genesis 1:1.

Altnhe beginning God created

These are parallel verses speaking of the same time and
place. John is giving us fuller detail to provide deeper
understandingd much deeper.

Aln the beginning was the Word,

God, and the Word was God. The same was in the
beginning with God. o

The word translated 'God' in Genesis 1:1 is Elohim. It

correctly means, fAgodso (H430).

there were seven Elohim, which certainly agrees with this
plural rendering. In Sitchen terms it is synonymous with
Anunnaki. John clearly shows us that the 'God' that was
there was actually Gods, or divine, godlike beings and that
more than one of them were present. This is consistent with
all the ancient creation epics as shown in Sitchen's work.
Furthermore, it is what the text actually says, and provides
the context to make sense of John 1:1. Many of the readings
of Edgar Cayce (who was, by the way, a devoted believer in
the Bible) also indicated his belief in a plurality of gods being
involved in the creation of man (Readings 364-7). Von
Daniken also lends his assent to this idea in Chariots of the
Gods? (p.27).

t

Aln the beginning God created

he

t

f
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Without this understanding both this verse and Genesis 1 are
nonsensical. For 2,000 years we have been force-fed
logically deficient theories in attempt to force pegs of
clearly polytheistic language to fit into monotheistic
holes. The plain and simple truth is that the original writers
of the Bible, like all writers of epic literature worldwide,
appear to have written from a thoroughly polytheistic position.
In their original language and context these accounts are
very simple, logical, and easily understood. It was only with
the advent of monotheism (Zoroastrianism and Judaism,
around 1,000 BC) and its requisite linguistic chicanery that
the clear waters of spiritual revelation were muddied.

nAnd the Word was with God,

and

The root of the word tramgdfat ed

being as close to a thing as can possibly be without being
that thing (G746, from G756). This is made much more
clear and easy to understand by looking into the original
language of Genesis 1:1.

AGodlohhe word here i s, wordaactnal, i EI
l'iteral meaning is fAplural g od s
ones, mal e and f emal-Briver-Briggd 3 0 ,
Hebrew and English Lexicon). So a true, unbiased rendering

of Genesis 1:1is:

Aln the beginning the Gods. . 0

As briefly related earlier in this book, | did not read the works
of Sitchin until after the first two drafts of this book had been
written. Well, that is not quite accurate. | actually was given
a copy of Sitchin's classic The Twelfth Planet by my step
father about three years ago (thank you Joe Reilly) and did
make an attempt to read it. | say attempt because, to me at
the time, it was an effort akin to tap dancing in wet cement.



52

As much as | tried | just could not get through it. | doubt |
read even a quarter of the book. It did not have even the
slightest resonance to me. For some reason it was just not
my time to receive that information.

Then just a few days after finishing the second draft of this
book, | was in a used book store when a title caught my eye.
It was a yellow book with red words on it that seemed to jump
off the shelf at me. The book was There Were Giants Upon
the Earth by none other than Zecharia Sitchin. Thinking it
might be good additional research, | picked it up. | did not
put it down again until | had read it cover to cover. Greatly
inspired, | went to my bookshelf and grabbed the gift copy of
The Twelfth Planet. This time | flew through the book in a
matter of hours. It was finally time for my eyes to see and
my ears to hear.

Sitchen, Cayce, and Von Daniken are among the first and
very few modern western writers able to marshal the
intellectual fortitude, intrepidity and bravery to point out that
the biblical book of Genesis clearly speaks of multiple
gods. For this they have long been relegated to the fringe.
Thankfully, expanded knowledge and the growth of
alternative media is making this continued ostracism
impossible.

These men tell us the exact same thing the Apostle John
does in John 1:1.

ithe Word was with God. o

An the beginning there were a number of Divine Ones
(Elohim), and the Word was there amo

John then goes on to add,

AfThe Word was Godo.
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To be consistent in translation, we would say
AThe Word was EIl ohim. o
The Word was one of the Gods pictured in Genesis 1:1.

Aln the beginning the Gods <crea
earth. o

Al n e beginning the Gods <creat
and e Word was one of t hemo.

Who then was The Word?

AAnd the Word was made f | amdh, an
we beheld his glory, the glory as of the only begotten of
the Father, full of(Jognhrl:dd e and ¢t

Who was it that became flesh, was beheld by the Apostles,
and was known as the only begotten of the Father? Only
one person fits that description. The Word is Yeshua.
Yeshua was an Elohim, one of the Gods of creation.

This offers reasonable explanations to logical conundrums
followers of Yeshua have long harbored. Was Yeshua truly
divine? How can He be God and the Son of God at the same
time? Seeing Yeshua in His true nature as an Elohim
provides answers to these questions that are logically and
textually sound. As an Elohim, Yeshua is divine. And as the
Elohim seem to serve a higher God themselves, this also
shows how He can be both divine and the Son of God
simultaneously. We can clearly see and understand how
Yeshua was a divine being, the Son of an Almighty God.

Aln the beginning there was the
the Gods, and the Word was one of the Gods, He was there

with them in the beginning. And all things were made

t hrough Hi m. Apart from Him c
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(John 1)

Aln the beginning, the Gods cr
e ar fGdenesis 1)

A full reading of the verses here even connect Yeshua, The
Word, to the acts of original creation. An interesting side note
that will become very large in our thinking is that the latter
part of our quote above shows that there was nothing created
that Yeshua, as the Word did not have a part in creating. If
someone or something claims to have created a being apart
from or without the assistance of Yeshua, then they must be
viewed as deceived or deceiving. The last writer of the New
Testament clearly stated that there has never been anything
created on this planet that Yeshua was not involved in the
creation of. There is no creation on planet Earth without
the involvement of Yeshua.

Synthesizing the work of Sitchen with what we have learned
so far leads to a staggering conclusion. If, as Sitchen
teaches in both The Twelfth Planet and There Were Giants
Upon the Earth, the Elohim of Genesis 1 were in fact the
Anunnaki, then that would mean that Yeshua was an
Anunnaki! There can be no doubt that the Elohim are the
creating agents in Genesis 1 and that Yeshua was one of
them. 1 will leave you to ponder the Elohim/Anunnaki
connection on your own. It is certainly an interesting
intellectual exercise.

The teaching of creation by multiple gods is not limited to the
New Testament. Far fromit. This teaching was common to
creation epics from ancient Egypt (Mantheo 270 BC),
Mesopotamia (The Enuma Elish), the Assyrian-Babylonian
pantheon (Berossus), as well as the Hittites, Canaanites,
Greeks, Aryans, and Hurrians.  Sitchen's work also
demonstrated that all of these were writers well aware of and
borrowed generously from the 6g
epicsd those of Sumer. The nearly ubiquitous nature of the
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teaching of the creation of man by the hands of multiple gods
should cause the serious student of spirituality to take notice
and reevaluate his or her conclusions accordingly.

AfAnd the Word was made fl esho

fEmerged, and became, transitioning from one point (realm,

condition) to another. o (HELPS)

Il nto a Ahuman beingodo (G4561)

AANnd The eWed; tcansi@omng from one realm into

another, becoming a human being

Here John gives us a dramatic and amazing picture of the
divine Elohim called the Word transitioning from the realm of
the Elohim into our realm and manifesting as a human being.
The last apostle told us in the first few words he wrote that
the Gods came into our world in the form of men!

It is striking to me that John used the word for a fully grown
human being (G4561), not the word for a baby (G1025) to
describe the manifestation of Yeshua in the flesh. Therefore,
at first glance, from a strictly textual basis we would conclude
that the Word manifested Himself as a full grown man. We
have no textual reason to believe anything else. But what
about the Bethlehem stories, scant as they may be? This
would seem to create a logical contradiction. Let us read on
and see if the text solves this within itself.

AAnd dwelt among us. 0O
APi tched his tento (G4637)
AAl ongside uso (G1722)

1]

And we beheld his gloryo

ALooked uWpmomorhi s enown; gl ory,

qguality, t he unspoken ma n i

f est

-

C
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(G1391)

AThe Word emerged, transitd.i
and took on adult human form. He pitched His tent alongside
us, and we looked upon his honor, renown and glory. We
beheld His essential Divine essence, and saw the
mani festation of the splend

In considering John's words here alongside the Bethlehem
accounts, one question keeps screaming out to me as a
Biblical researcher and spiritual seeker. How could John, as
the last apostolic writer not address the apparent
contradiction? To my mind it is absolutely beyond reason.

| see two possibilities. One, the Bethlehem stories of the
birth of Jesus did not exist at the time John wrote. If John
had not seen them, he obviously would not have written
about them. If they were added later by translators that
would explain the omission. If John knew of the stories, | can
think of no reason he would ignore them. He would not have
been able to. He would have, at the very least, been
compelled to address how they paralleled numerous birth
stories of other gods in embarrassingly exact detalil.

Later addition by other writers also helps explain why the
information presented is so scant. It is a logical absurdity
that an event that looms as large in the theology of
Christianity as the virgin birth would command only 0.00666
percent of the verses in the New Testament. Additionally,
comparisons of the style, grammar, word usage, theme and
feel of these passages makes them seem to be from different
writers.

The second possibility is that John was fully aware of these
writings and their contradictory nature and refuted them
thoroughly in his writings, and the truth of this has been
hidden from us for over two thousand years.

oni

or

nc

o f
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And the Word was made flesh, and dwelt among us.
(John 1:1)

Had John been aware of the baby Jesus stories, good
scholarship and good leadership would have demanded he
address them. Is that what he was doing here? The words

John chose to use are incredibly
is literally transl ated Acame 1in
he used for Aflesho is titées word

always applied to a full grown person, never to a baby,
infant, or even small child. If John meant ‘infant' he could
have used brephos (G1025). If he had meant 'baby' he could
have used nepios (G3516). If he had meant 'young child" he
could have used paidion (G3813). The text shows that, like
Luke before him, John pointedly avoided the use of these
words.

The word he used for Adwelto (G4
enter i nto unbroken communi on wi

AAnd the Word came into being
immediately entered into unbroken communion withu s . 0

John had plenty of words at his disposal to say exactly what
he meant. By his very careful and exacting word usage he
echoed Luke and emphatically showed exactly what he
meant. This displays to me clear apostolic opposition to
the baby Jesus stories. The plain teaching of John states
that Yeshua came into this world as a full grown man. This
stands in dramatic opposition to the baby Jesus storiesd and
in my studied opinion intentionally so. It is also interesting
to note that the Koran teaches that Jesus spoke as a child.
Is this an additional clue from Islamic writers that all is not as
it seems?

iThe Wor d was mad e mani fest.
(1 John 1:1, 2)
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ifTo enter i n as, to wal k and t al

f ul(G5819).

That language could not be any clearer. Yeshua came to
Earth walking and talking.

AAnd the Word came into being

immediately entered into unbroken communion with us,
entering as a man, walking among us and showing himself
fully. o

Was John confronting the baby Jesus stories and teaching
that Yeshua entered our world as a fully grown man,
bypassing infancy and childhood altogether? This is the only
conclusion possible if we limit ourselves exclusively to the
text and the text alone. This is a clear and direct answer
to the baby Jesus Bethlehem accounts and a damning
refutation of them.

The appearance of gods in the form of fully grown humans is
replete in the ancient texts of every culture from Sumer to
Rome. Readers and writers of New Testament times were
fully aware of and culturally conditioned to understand this.

AAmong those BORN OF WOMEN
anyone greater than John th

(Matthew 11:11, emphasis mine)

AAmMong t hose BORN OFsndfe hreater
t han J ¢Lbke 7:28, emphasis mine)

Scholars have been puzzled for two thousand years by the
strange language of these verses. Suddenly their puzzling
language doesn't seem so puzzling when viewed through the
lens of what we just discovered in John's words.

t her
e Baj
t hel
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John the Baptist is clearly not greater than Yeshua. Yet, if
we believe these the common understanding of these two
verses we must conclude that he is. If both were born from
women. All confusion is resolved when we understand, as
the Apostle John just told us, that Yeshua was not born of
awoman. The baby Jesus stories are inventions. John the
Baptist truly is the greatest teacher ever born from a
womand at least in the opinion of Yeshua.
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The Seed of Antichrist

A An d respidtthat does not confess that Jesus Christ
is come in the flesh is not of God: and this is that spirit
of antichrist, whereof ye have heard that it should come;
and even now already (liJehn43 i n t |

John, having just identified the baby Jesus stories as
fraudul ent , woul d obviously not
al so would not use the name Jes
would not be evented for another fifteen centuries. We will

use the name Yeshua so as not 1
words.

Afconfesso

t o publicly declareo (G3670)
Aii's comeo

Aarrivedo (G2064)

Ain the fl esho

AFul | human, man as he appear s,
view, external appearance and condition of a man, being
able to make decisions for one's self (G4561).

Yeshua is declared to have come into the flesh fully human,

as a man, being able to make decisions for Himself. The

word for fAin the flesho i s al way
never to a baby, infant, or even small child! It is a clear and
intentional contrast to 'infant' brephos (G1025), 'baby' nepios

(G3516), and 'young child' paidion (G3813).

AEvery spirit t hat does not pub
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Anointed arrived as a full grown human, looking and
appearing as a man, walking and talking and able to make

decisions for hi msel f, i s of

The plain, literal language removes any doubt that John is
clearly teaching that proponents of the baby Jesus
Bethlehem birth accounts are of the spirit of antichrist.

A quick word about the spirit of antichrist is needed at this
point. Textually speaking,

anointed?o. linnoppositidnea Yeshuar dveo,
things become immediately clear. First, those that created,
fueled, and continue to drive the baby Jesus accounts
and the agenda that goes along with them are of the
spirit of antichrist, or are in opposition to Yeshua.

Secondly, those that support it are also in opposition to
Yeshuad whether they realize it or not.

AEvery spirito
John also seems to make it clear that this agenda was also

being driven by nefarious spiritual entities, and undoubtedly
continues to be to this day.

ant

ant i

AFor many deceivers have gone ou

who do not acknowledge Yeshua the Anointed as
coming in the flesh. This is the deceiver and the
anti chr(R3hnd:7)

AfDeceiver so

AMIi sl eaders or i mpostorso (G410

others to also veer off God's course (path of safety) (HELPS).

AMany misleaders and | mmpetgtor s,

and others to veer off God's course and path of safety, have

gone out ( or possibly fAdewdhewdlddo G

denying that Yeshua the Anointed appeared as a full grown
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man in this world. o

John's seems to show here that both spiritual entities and
those that are empowered, inspired, or deceived by them are
part of this work. John states categorically that Yeshua
manifested in this world as a man and bypassed infancy
and childhood. The language is very clear. Atthe very least,
this should demand new scrutiny of the baby Jesus
Bethlehem account.

It is beyond reason that John knew about the baby Jesus
material and ignored its bizarre UFO/ET/Alien imagery and
turned a blind eye to its hijacking of other religion's gods.
The textual and contextual evidence testifies strongly that the
accounts were known to John and that he countered them
forcefully by showing that Yeshua bypassed infancy in
Bethlehem or anywhere else and appeared as a fully grown
man. He even goes so far as to clearly state that John the
Baptist is the greatest man ever born of a woman. This
clearly shows that Yeshua was notd unless you are
prepared to declare the Baptist superior to Yeshua.

The story we have been told for two thousand years is
neither textually nor logically sound. It is filled with alien
imagery and outright plagiarism! In addition to that, the
objective historical record for the birth of Jesus in Bethlehem
is non-existent. All evidence available shows that the baby
Jesus Bethlehem story is an invention of forces
opposed to Yeshua.

Does it even really matter if, where, or how Yeshua was born?
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Man or Message?

If or where Yeshua was born is only relevant if it is part of an
agenda to shift the focus and downplay His gospel in favor
of another one. Consider this. Why else does the baby Jesus
Bethlehem scenario forever set the focus on the man
Yeshua, while John, the rest of the Apostles, and Yeshua
Himself consistently poin to the message of the man?

Allow me to strongly suggest that for your own safety you sit
down before reading this next passage. It has always been
in your Bible, but | doubt many of you have ever noticed it
before. This is testament to the enormous strength of
cognitive dissonance.

Al ot i s t he spi ri the flesha profitgth i c k e r
nothing: the words that | speak unto you, they are spirit,

and they @aohe663) feo.

Al't i s the spirito

fitheSpirito (G3588)

John is quoting here. In this passage Yeshua used the Greek

definite article. What He really said was:

Al't 1 s My Spirito

At hat quickenetho

Athat i1is |ife givingo (G2227)
Alt is My Spirit that gives | ife¢
AThe flesh profiteth nothingbo
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AiMy flesho

if | esh, body, human nature, mate
AProperly, flesh of hur#EQPSpri gir

Again, the definite article is employed.

AMy fl esh, my body, my human nat
Aprofiteth nothingo
Al s of n@G5628eG3#2)i t 0
Alt is My Spirit that gives | if

nature, is of no benefit . 0

His flesh. His body. His human nature. These are the man
Yeshua. We are inundated by stories of how the man was
born, how the man died, how the man rose from the dead,
and how the man is coming again. This is nothing new. It
is not even unique in religious history. It has happened over
and over again and again. Avirgin-born, crucified, buried,
resurrected savior coming again is so common that it is
historically cliché! This is why Yeshua Himself went out of
His way to point out that His body, His flesh, His human
nature is of no benefit! It does not matter if He was born as
a human baby or where that event took place. The things
about His flesh are irrelevant. His message is what He wants
us to focus on. This is exactly opposite of what Christianity
does today! They are merely carrying on the tales of old
gods and other saviors. Yeshua wanted to break that mold
and focus on His unique message. The powers that be have
spent 2,000 years dragging Him back into the old Pantheon,
leaving His message trampled underfoot.

Justyn Martyr wrote:

AAnd when we say al so t hhathoft he V
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God, was produced without sexual union, and that He, Jesus
Christ, Our Teacher, was crucified and died, and rose again,
and ascended into heaven, we propound nothing different
from what you believe regarding those whom you
esteem sons @AdologY)upi t er o

These themes are replete in world religions since the
beginning of recorded history. This is why Yeshua Himself
downplayed them and why John used the final message of
the apostolic era to remind us of it!

Dramatic testimony to this is given by one Nicephorus
Callistus, who declared John's Gospel to have been
discovered in a cavern under the Temple at Jerusalem. Hall
adds that:

A T h e ume bdving been secreted "long anterior to the
Christian era, the existence of interpolated material in the
fourth Gospel (John's, our focus here) substantiates the
belief that the work was originally written without any specific
reference to the man Jesus, (emphasis mine) the
statements therein accredited to Him being originally
mystical discourses delivered by the personification of the
Universal Mind. The remaining Johannine writings--the
Epistles and the Apocalypse--are enshrouded by a similar
veilof my s t €Segred Teachings, p. 368).

While Callistus may have gone a bit far, it certainly adds
historical credence and context to the words of Yeshua that
His message is to be the focus rather than His Earthly life.

AThe words that |  ey@mre sdrit, andt o y O
they are lifeod

Wh at I have s
Spirit and th

ot D

poken to youo ( G4:
e essence of spiri

1]

It is My Spirit that gives | i fe
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nature and material essence are of no benefit. The
message | have spoken to you is life, the essence of spiritual
existence. 0

These are not my words. These are words of Yeshua
Himself quoted by the Apostle John, the man that knew Him
best! These are the words of the final writer of the New
Testament. John made it clear that it is the message of
Yeshua that is paramount, not the man. Yeshua said His
humanityd what happened to His flesh, His body, even His
human nat ur e waspof ofbenefis Wiharet and
how He was born, where and how He died, whether He did
or did not rise from the dead. In the end, none of it is
profitable. None of it really matters to our spirituality
either now or in eternity and we focus on it and not His
timeless message to our loss.

Not one single aspect of any of those events can affect His
message. The message stands on its own irrespective of
those events. If they find the skeleton of Yeshua tomorrow,
the message still stands. If historians prove the man Yeshua
as we know Him never existed, the message still stands. If
it is proven that Yeshua is a composite figure that did not
literally exist but around which a message coalesced, the
message still stands. Itis this message that gives life and is
the essence of spiritual existence, not any events of the
man's bodily life. These are the words of Yeshua Himself!
Any message that focuses on or ties itself to specific events
in the supposed life of Jesus should be severely questioned.
Why would we tie our spiritual destiny to a faith based
on events that cannot even be shown to be historically
accurate?

Has the alien agenda centered and focused around events
in the life of the invented baby Jesus in effort to downplay the
unigue message of Yeshua? Is the goal to hide it and cause
it to be forgotten completely? Is this why we hear so much
gospel about Christ but little of the gospel of Christ? Is this
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why the bodily aspects of Jesus are constantly preached
while the message Yeshua actually preached is all but
ignored?

This leads to a question that must be asked with the loudest
possible voice: Why is Christianity so focused on the
very things Yeshua said fip
b e n e f Why i there no room at the inn of Christianity for
those with honest questions about events that in the end,
according to Yeshua Himself, do not matter? The real
guestion is; why is Christianity focused on the body and life
of Jesus and not the message of Yeshua?

The ways of true spirituality are clearly expounded in the
words of Yeshua. John chose to make this part of the final
message of the last apostle. If the message of Yeshua is
true, it does not matter what did or did not happen in
Bethlehem. We find life in the words He spoke. If the
message of Yeshua is true, it does not matter what did or did
not happen surrounding the death of Jesus. We still find the
Divine by following what Yeshua said and taught. If the
message of Yeshua is true it does not matter when, how, or
even if He is coming again. We will be prepared and ready
for whatever happens as we continue to walk in the truths He
taught. The reality of the baby Jesus Bethlehem birth
story does not affect the message of Yeshua in the
slightest, and yet it is the very bedrock of both the Christian
religion and the alien agenda.

| believe that Yeshua was the Word of God, one of the
Creators. | believe He became flesh and lived on Earth. |
believe a lot of what we read about Him in the New
Testament is true. | also believe that if | am wrong about any
or all of this, my following His message is what will lead me
back to the Divine, which, in the end, is the only thing that
truly matters.

This should bring great comfort to true inquirers. It is not

rof it



68

necessary to believe in a virgin birth to believe in the
message of Yeshua. It is not necessary to ignore plagiarism
of other religions to believe in the message of Yeshua. Itis
not necessary to embrace the UFO/ET/Alien agenda to
believe in the message of Yeshua. All that is only required if
you want to believe in and embrace the story of Jesus. This
may just be the crux of the whole matter.
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Alien Agenda: Jesus vs. Yeshua
Original Sin

What exactly is Original Sin? Why does it go hand in hand
with the baby Jesus Bethlehem storyd and how is it central
to the UFO/ET/Alien control agenda?

Simply stated, Original Sin is the teaching that all humans
are born sinful, lost, and in need of a savior due to the
transference of sin from the transgression of mankind the
Garden of Eden. This doctrine is universally held in
Catholic and Protestant Christianity.

If you are born lost, you need a savior to redeem you.
Christianity just happens to have provided one for you in
Bethlehem. Actually, they pirated him from many other

religions that they condemn as false. This is of course a

logical oxymoron. Such are the pillars of Roman Christianity.

This doctrine has been cunningly designed to convince
humanity that we are a race of flawed, hopeless victims
damned to eternal tor ment witho
plagiarized savior. The goal of this system is to
disenfranchise, dis-empower, dominate and control us.

Irenaeus, Bishop of Lyon, known as the first apologist, is
credited with codifying the doctrine of Original Sin in the
second century. Itis based almost exclusively on the writings
of Paul. Lest we think it a uniquely Catholic doctrine we are
reminded that the original Reformer, Martin Luther himself,
was a strong proponent (Lutheranism's Augsburg
Confession), and that John Calvin added his strong assent
in Institutes of the Christian Religion.

If, as Christianity teaches us, we are all sinners in need of a
savior then we must come to their Church in order to attain
salvation. We must also of course remain in good standing
in order to maintain it. This gives the Church absolute
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power over our physical lives and our eternity as well!
Thus the value of the Original Sin/Bethlehem-Savior
combination cannot be overstated and it's championing by
churchmen of every stripe is certainly no surprise. This is
absolute power, and the testimony of the state of Christianity
today is that absolute power does indeed corrupt absolutely.

What was it that forced Irenaeus to officially codify the
Original Sin doctrine? It was largely in response to the rise
of Gnostic teaching. Even a cursory reading of Against
Heresies makes this clear. You don't write a book against
heresies and make combating them your life's work if they
are not a serious problem. Irenaeus takes aim against
Gnosticism early and often.

Irenaeus, as we learned earlier, was the student of Polycarp,
who had studied under John. He would have been well
aware of the very different conclusions John and Paul had
drawn. One wonders if this was the seed that launched the
veritable crusade of Irenaeus against those that dared stray
from the teachings of Paul.

Just what was the great heresy of the Gnostics? What
damnable doctrine moved Irenaeus to action? It was their
having the audacity to stand up and publicly point out
passages from the Bible such as:

AGod hath made nfacdesiasges 7:2§)ht 0
This does not even require commentary! It is perfectly clear.
AGod said | et us make man

likeness...and God saw everything that had been made

and it was Vv(&engsisd:p603). 0

Man, made in the image of the gods, was very good. What
more can be said?
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AMen, whi ch ar e made after t he
(James 3:9)
Men are made Ajust | ike God. o T

sinful is to teach that God is. Does Orthodox Christianity
really want to walk down that path?

ALet no one say when he is tempt
by God"; for God cannot be tempted by evil, and He

Himself does not tempt anyone. But each one is

tempted when he is carried away and enticed by his own

lust. Then when lust has conceived, it gives birth to sin;

and when sin is accomplished, [
(James 1:13-15)

This verse clearly shows that it is our own actions that do or
do not make us sinful. It is we alone who cause ourselves to
imi ss the mar k. o

These scriptures clearly show that the Gods made man
upright, in their very image, after their own likeness, and very
good. John pointedly expressed the ultimate answer to the
dark doctrine of Original Sin in John 1:9.

1

That was the true Ieverylmanthatwhi ¢ h
ometh into the worl d. o

o

AThat was the true Lighto

We have already seen that this passage is talking about
Yeshua.

AWhich | ightetho
fEnl i ghten, i1l uminé&b46]l) and make

AEvery mano
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fEach, every; each part(s) of a totality" (G3956)
AThat cometh into the worl d

AAs they come into the wor/l

D D

very member of humanity th

That settles the debate forever. It cannot be any clearer.
Yeshua enlightens everyone that comes into the world!
This is the diametric opposite of Original Sin and proves that
doctrine is a false creation of a controlling religious system.

This is exactly what Yeshua meant when He said,

AThe kingdom witheaVgphkedi2d)

Without endorsing the totality of their doctrine, on this subject
the Gnostics were spot on. All they were guilty of was
attempting to protect mankind from a growing ecclesiastical
control matrix by reminding them of the words of both the Old
and New Testaments that declare man is not born sinful,
but rather with the spark of divinity within. In this case at
least, they were echoing the teachings of Yeshua. This was

0

do

at

(

Yeshua enlightens, illuminates

C (

the 6dheresyd Il renaeus was agai n:

of John's teachings certainly adds a layer of intrigue.

The plain fact is that the scriptures and sayings of John and
Yeshua cannot be squared with the Original Sin/Savior
complex. This doctrine is at odds with the clear words of the
Bible. These 'twin terrors' are so staunchly defended
because the power and control base of the Church, clergy,
and all their parasites, partners and surrogates depend upon
them.  Without Original Sin, Orthodox Christianity
crumbles.
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Today more than two billion people pledge allegiance to the
Original Sin/Savior Complex. As difficult as breaking two
thousand years of conditioning can be, one would hope that
new facts, new perspectives and new light can lead to
change. How a holy God could create unholy beings is to
me the ultimate oxymoron.

Johnny Come Lately

To paraphrase Pulitzer Prize winning author Carl Sagan in
The Dragons of Eden, human religion is very old, and
Christianity is very young. Human culture sophisticated
enough to support religious beliefs developed about 50,000
years ago. (7) The concept of Original Sin is completely
absent from any and all records of human religion before
2,000 years ago. To put that in perspective, we have only
had the idea of Original Sin for 4% our time as a species
with religious culture. For 96% of our existence this idea
was completely foreign. It remained so for another three
hundred years. It was not until the rise of Constantine that
the idea exploded.

Original Sin became the dominant religious idea because it
had the great anthropological fortune to be aligned with the
power and might of the greatest empire in human history.
Arguments from the Bible were met with the edge of a
Roman sword, with predictable results. Competing writings
were destroyed and non-conformists forced into conversion
or death. The dark and untold truth is that the forces of the
Original Sin/Savior complex and their political backers
engineered the largest ethnic cleansing, destruction of
cultures and slaughter of peoples and literature ever
known to man. These were the winners that wrote history.

The baby of Bethlehem sent by the LORD to save us from
original sin has almost completely supplanted the Elohim that
came to give us the message that we have the spark of
divinity within. In this sense Jesus is the victor of history
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and Yeshua the loser. Original sin and the reliance on the
baby savior of Bethlehem ensures the power and control
matrix remains strong. This is the true reason the focus must
be kept on the man Jesus and off the message of Yeshua.
Is it only by dogmatic dictates regarding events in the
life of Jesus that they can hold the Pauline control and
power matrix in place. Itis only by demanding we believe
certain things that we can be kept under control, kept coming
to them to officiate the ordinances that represent what
happened to the man Jesus. Aslong as we are kept focused
on these they believe we can be kept ignorant of the
message of Yeshua that can set us free.

Jesus was born as a baby in Bethlehem, sent by the LORD
to be a savior for a mankind filled with original sin. His life is
riddled with UFO/ET/Alien imagery and plagiarism from other
religions. He is subservient to the LORD. Yeshua is an
Elohim God that came into this world of His own accord and
as a fully grown man. He came to bring the message of the
ways and truths that lead to abundant life. Chief amongst
these is that mankind is not filled with sin but has the
Kingdom of God within. The very spark of the Divine.
Yeshua, far from being subservient to the LORD, was
instrumental in removing him from his place among the
Elohim.
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The Real Story of Biblical Creation

Aln the beginning God created t*h
(Genesis 1)

nGodo

We now know that the correct rendering from the original
Hebrew would be fithe gods creat
was one of them. Nearly all creations epics agree with this.

Aicreatedo
At o f ashi on.(H1R5d,BrowneDriverBnigys)

The Hebrew word rendered fialreat e
meaningisfit o bring into being from
withoutpr evi ous |l y ex i s tltiisnvijal tonrotee r i a |
that this is the only place it is used and that, from this point

on, every time you see the woroc
different word entirely. Thatword meansiit o make or h
made with existing materials. Only Genesis 1:1 shows the

Elohim, including Yeshua, in the true act of pure creation,

forming heaven and earth from out of nothing. After that,
everything that is seen is accurately described as
reconstructive or restorative. The reason will become
abundantly clear.

AAnd the earth was without for m,
darkness upon the face of the deep. And the Spirit of
God moved upon the f gGesesiolf2)t he \

This rendering is in perfect harmony with the creation epics
of the Hindus, Egyptians, Greeks and others as shown by
Sitchen and Hall. We also have The Babylonian Genesis by
Alexander Heidel of the Oriental Institute, University of
Chicago. Mr. Sitchen points outin Genesis Revisited how Dr.
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Heidel assertsthattherei h a v e d w parallels imtheme
and structure between the Mesopotamian and biblical
narrativeso

We have always read this as saying that the earth was
created without form and void with darkness upon the
waters. Have we always been wrong?

A look at the original language shows we have been duped
by translators!

Awithout form, and void?o

St

formless, confused, empty,

How likely is it that the Gods created something formless,
confused, empty and void? Does that make any sense at all?
No, and it does not make any textual sense either. Itis also
not the clear teaching of the literal language.

was o
b e c dHh@6D)

ot I

VOioc

The word used here i s i hiatyod hfoa.
out , to come t o pahssss thetooe abde c 0 me

only place in the entire Bibl

e W

Elsewhere it istranslatedibecameo 67 ti mes, [

ti mes, Afcome to passo 131 ti

A came t anotipermO5Stimes.

me s

AAnd the earth became without fo

This is the literal, plain, and correct rendering of the verse.
Rendering it 'was' in Genesis 1:2 is a gross and obvious
mistranslation! Was this simply a massive error? Or was
it something more sinister?

~

Aln the beginning, the Gods

cCr e.
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earth. And the earth became without form, and void; and
darkness upon the face of the deep. And the Spirit of
God moved upon the face of

This is the clear teaching of scripture. Let us now bring in
the words of John 1:1 to give us the complete picture.

Aln the beginning, the Gods
(and the Word was with the Gods, and the Word was one of
the Gods. He was there with them in the beginning). And the
earth became without form, and void; and darkness was
upon the face of the deep. 0

The Gods, including Yeshua as The Word, created the
heavens and the earth in perfection as we would expect
Gods to do. They did not create them without form and
void. In fact, there is a verse that states this in the plainest
language possible.

NThe earth was created not
i nhabi {(Isaidhtt5:18)

The word rendered i n vain
render eocdutin iiotrhm and voi do i n

NnThe earth was not created

The prophet Isaiah clearly and emphatically states that the
Earth was not created without form and void! It cannot be
any clearer! Here we a clear and emphatic scriptural rebuke
of the ridiculous rendering of 'hayah' in Genesis 1:2. The
clear teaching of Genesis is that Yeshua and the Gods
created the heavens and the earth out of nothing and in
perfection. Something then happened to make it become
without form and void.

t he

Cr ea

0 he
Gen

wi t h
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Yet again, the biblical text again answers in the plainest
possible language. We have overlooked this for 2,000 years
as a result of systematic mistranslation and deception. Our
minds have been so filled with error that truth has had a most
difficult time finding its way in. It was Mark Twain that said;

nlt i s mu c h easier t o convi

convince them they have bee

The prophet Isaiah told us the earth was not created without
form and void. Our task is discover how it became that way.
The simplest and most direct way would be to find a place in
the Bible where the earth was in that state that contained an
explanation of how it came to be so. It would be an open and
shut case if the said passage was the only other one in all of
scripture to show the earth in such condition. Here my
friends is that verse.

n beheld the earth, and, I

n

o,

and the heavens, and(Jdremialy4d.2B)a d

Compare it with the words of Genesis 1:2:

AANd t he earth was withou
darkness upon the face of t

Here we see the earth in exactly the same condition as
described in Genesis 1:2. And Jeremiah 4 is the only other
place in all the Bible where itis! Now all we have to do is
read on and see what happened and how.

Before we proceed, fairness requires me to make mention of
two men that pioneered the realization of the gross error we
have just discussed. The first man is Finis Jennings Dake,
author of D a kseAmnotated Reference Bible and a book
called God's Plan for Man. To be sure, both of these works
are filled with more than their share of errors, bad doctrines
and Pentecostal pride. It must be said however that Mr.

nce

[

It
no



79

Dake did ferret out and was the first to my knowledge to
publish the truth of the real rendering of Genesis 1:1-2. In
God's Plan For Man he went on to present a teaching about
what he termed the Pre-Adamite Creation, that, though not
perfect, is close to masterful. | threw away my copy of God's
Plan For Man (because it clearly was not) but still use a well-
worn edition of Dake's Annotated Reference Bible to this day.

The other person that must be mentioned is Jimmy Swaggart.
Before Mr. Swaggart forever torpedoed his credibility, The
Jimmy Swaggart Telecast was being viewed on more
television stations than NBC, CBS, and ABC combined, long
before the advent of cable television. He used this massive
platform to broadcast the teachings of Mr. Dake on this
subject. At the time, it was an unpopular and highly
principled thing to do, and Swaggart deserves recognition for
his good as well as his bad.

Without Dake and Swaggart we might still be in ignorance
about these great matters. In spite of their faults and failures,
we do owe them a note of appreciation. Personally, | thank
them both for the light they shed on this subjectd and curse
them for teachings that kept me locked in Pentecostal prison
(of my own accord, | must admit) for far too long! You cannot
convince me that Dake did not know about the implications
of the Elohim rendering. He had to have known it meant
multiple gods! As for Swaggart, while he may not have
personally known it (Swaggart is self-taught), someone on
his staff certainly did and was either too cowardly to point it
out to the boss, or Jimmy squelched it himself. Either way
the blame falls on the leader. Perhaps Jimmy had much of
the talent but not enough of the guts of his cousin Jerry Lee
Lewis. The Killer would never have kept such a secret!

We must also highlight a comment by Manly P. Hall before
we return to Jeremiah 4 that directly applies to the subject at
hand. He reminded us (as did Dake and Swaggart) in
Genesis 1:28 man is told to replenish the earth; citing the
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def i nreturm mm foiiner st at e or (Websterst i on ¢
Dictionary). Of course we don't need Mr. Webster (who, by

the way said his version of the Bible was the work he was

most proud of) to point out the blatantly obvious. Hall went

on to add that

AThis def i ni t aumangyfersting proreto theo a
"creation of man" described in Genesis must be evident to

the most casual r (Bearet §gachingk, p.Scr i p
371).

One would certainly think so! | can't help but chuckle when |
see Mr. Hall record the words of noted Biblical scholar James
Hastings, author of A Dictionary of the Bible, saying with
absolutely epic understatement,

AThe use of the plural El ohim i s

And now, back to Jeremiah chapter 4.

i beheld the earth, and, lo, it was without form, and void;
and the heavens, and they had nc¢

Here again is the only other place in scripture where the
Earth is pictured in the same condition as it was in Genesis
1:2. Afew things will jump out at us from this passage.

AThheeavens, and they had no 1|igh

It was of note that the heavens had no light. This is
remarkable. Obviously, there would be no need to point out
an absence of light if light had not been there previously. The
inescapable conclusion is that light was indeed there before
in the perfect creation of Genesis 1:1 and that something had
extinguished it.

il behel d, and, | o, there was n
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Again, there would be no reason to point out the lack of man
if none had not been there previously. There had been men
in the perfect creation!

AnAnd al l the birds of t he h

Birds that previously filled the skies of the perfect creation
were gone.

il behel d, and, | o, the fru

What had once been fruitful; another clear declaration that
the earth had not been created without form and void; had
now become a desolate wilderness. That the Earth had been
fruitful before is beyond debate.

n...and all the cities ther
(Jeremiah 4:23-26)

Cities! Not only had man had been present, but he had been
present in sufficient numbers to have built and gathered into
cities! We are talking about a lot of men in the perfect
creation.

This clearly shows us undeniable proof from the Bible itself
that the earth as originally created by the Elohim in Genesis
1:1 was a place with sunny skies, birds flying through the air,
lush and beautiful vegetation and a human population large
enough to fill cities. This is exactly what you would expect
the Gods to create. It makes perfect sense and
harmonizes with every known scripture.

How did everything go so terribly wrong?

eayverl

It foul

eof
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Paradise Lost

How did everything go so terribly wrong? The stunning
answer is in the last part of Jeremiah 4. Before you read this,
you will want to prepare yourself, especially if you are of
Judeo-Christian background. What follows is potentially
stunning.

AThe fruitful pl ace was a
thereof were broken down at the presence of the LORD,
and by his fi ¢eremiah&234& r 0 .

You read thatright. Iinvite you to consult an online interlinear
to confirm it. Here we see the stunning truth plainly stated!
Even more stunning is that this truth has been staring us in
the face for some 4,000 years! This is testament to the
incredible power of the Orthodox control matrix. That this
powerful truth could remain hidden behind a wall of
systematic deception and manipulation is remarkable. The
Gods created a paradisiacal earth only to have it
destroyed by the LORD himself in a fit of anger!

ABroken down at the presenc
ASmashed, razed, (ld5422) br ok en

And by his (the LORD's)f i er ce anger 0.

1]

Fiery, burning, fierce, wr
0 st (H27#0sand H639).

=)

A A n d eartthhweas smashed, razed and broken down by the
LORD with his fiery, burning, fierce wrath and great anger
bl asted through his nostril

It was the LORD that lambasted the atmosphere, destroyed
vegetation, wrecked cities, killed all the birds and

wi |l de

e of

dowil

at h
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slaughtered an untold number of human beings! (As an
asi de, keep i n mind the i mager
bl asted through his nostrilso ac

| must point out that this is the same LORD we have been

taught to worship as Creator! The word translated LORD
isalways and onlyt he nati onal god of Is
This is what is known as the 'tetragrammaton’. Strong's calls

it and its translatoni The pr oper name of th
(H3068).

You will remember that Sitchin and Von Daniken correctly

pointed out the presence of multiple deities in Genesis 1:1.

Sitchen also informs us of a Sumerian epic that pictures an

event stunningly similar to the LORD's destruction of the
paradisiacal Earth. In this epic, arebellious god named Zu
steals something called fAThe Ta
reigning god-king, Enlil. The theft leaves the Earth in the

following condition:

ASuspended were the divine forn
over, silence prevailed. The sanctuary's brilliance was taken
of f. O (The Twel fth Planet)

This is a picture of Earth in chaos. Darkness and stillness
cover the planet. It is startlingly similar to Genesis 1:2!
Could the Sumerian god Zu and the Biblical LORD be the
same? | believe we have some very strong evidence they
may in fact be. Researcher R.A. Boulay believes that Zu is
synonymous with Ishkur of the Hittites, also being the Adad
and Hadad of the Old Testament and the Hebrew god
Yahweh (the LORD)!

Sitchen put forth the belief that Zu may well have been
identified as Marduk in ancient daysd and, amazingly, it
appears certain that the biblical King Cyrus positively
identified the LORD as Marduk! In his groundbreaking
work The Holy Virus, author Lional Parkinson presents
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irrefutable evidence of this. Parkinson points out that the Old
Testament writers of the books of Ezra (chapters 1 and & 2)
and 2 Chronicles (36:22-23) show King Cyrus proclaiming
the LORD God of heaven telling him to build the second
Temple in Jerusalem:

AThus sai tKing GfyPergia, the LORD God of

heaven hath given me the kingdoms of earth; and hath
charged me to build him #&zthouse
1:2)

Remember, whenever you see 'LORD' in the Old
Testament in all capitals, it is always the
Tetragrammaton, the name of Yahweh. Parkinson's
assertions here are on rock solid textual ground. He then
calls our attention to a stunning archaeological find.

In 1879 a Persian clay cylinder was unearthed in Nineveh,
Irag. The translation of the cylinder reads as follows
(emphasis mine).

A | am Cyrus, k iMargluk ahfe greabh eORW o r | d .
induced the inhabitants of Babylon (the captive Jews) to love

me, and | was daily endeavoring to worship him. |resettled

upon the command of Marduk, the Great LORD, the

former Templ e. 0O

AThus saith Cyrus, king of Per
heaven hath given me the kingdoms of earth; and hath
charged me to build him dEzthouse
1:2)

To any objective mind it is obvious that this passage parallels
the Ezra passage. Why then does every surviving
version of the Old Testament delete the name of Marduk
when it is clearly present in the historical record and
texts? Only human prejudice and intentional mistranslation
can explain this complete whitewash! It is clear that the
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Bible links the LORD and Marduk. Yet another great truth
successfully kept hidden for far too long. Sitchen's linking of
Marduk to Zu completes the loop. History and the Bible
declare in unison: Zu, Marduk, and the LORD are the
same!

This discovery solves a mystery that even Sitchen
proclaimed himself puzzled about. In The Twelfth Planet he
shows that the Atra Hasis Epic states:

AVhen the gods, like men, bore the work and suffered
the toil, the toil of the gods was great, and the work was

heavy and t he (Hmpbhasismire)s much.

Sitchen was puzzled at how the gods could know of the work
and toil of men, because in his chronology, man had not been
created yet. Thus, the reference to man's toil was extremely
problematic to him. With complete sympathy and great
respect | must point out that | believe he stretched his
academic credibility to the breaking point on a few occasions
trying to cover this with what amounted to some
uncharacteristic and fanciful linguistic renderings of the first
verses of Genesis, as well as unneeded and questionable tie
ins of fantastic mythologyd all this necessitated by the
problematic toiling men:

A When, in the beginning, The

the Earth, The Earth, not yet formed, was in the void, and
there was darkness upon Tiamat. Then the Wind of the Lord
swept upon its waters and the Lord commanded, "Let there

be l ightning!" and t h édGemesiswa s

Revisited)

A simple honest rendering by biblical translators of the first

two verses of Genesis could have saved us all a lot of trouble.

Mr. Sitchen was so close, yet so far. He was on the very
edge of solving this mystery! In Genesis Revisited he even
correctly identified the two creations of Genesis 1:26 and 2:2,

Lo
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pointing out that they were not the same, yet were connected.

Only his unfamiliarity with the true and correct rending of
‘hayah' in Genesis 1:2 as i b e ¢ a arel aot the laughable
A wa dasced him to reach beyond the bounds of careful
scholarship.

This mystery is much more easily solved; and with
perfect linguistic consistency; by placing the Zu
rebellion in what | would say is its correct Biblical
chronology: in the time frame between Genesis 1:1 and
1:2. The perfect creation of the Elohim (Anunnaki in the
Sitchen view) described in Genesis 1:26-27 contained men
and women enough to fill multiple cities. Surely the building
and maintenance of such civilization was not accomplished
without the fAbearingo of so
At oi |l o. eadiyeobservahles to the Anunnaki and
surely accounts for the Atra Hasis rendering.

It was this world that was destroyed by the wrath of the LORD.

We have just seen how the LORD was inextricably linked to
Marduk by King Cyrus on the Persian cylinder and by the
biblical writers of Ezra and Chronicles. This is the very same
Marduk Sitchen himself linked to the rebel Zu! With the
Marduk/ Zu/ LORD connection f
the original Elohim/Anunnaki creation provide the vital
contextfort h e fit oAtrd Hasiss aeatiod a remarkable
harmony of all historical sources. This understanding gives
us a single consistent and unified account.

The Nag Hammadi Scriptures lend even more support to this
consistent and unified account by identifying the LORD as
an alien! They show him as the chief of an alien race called
the Archons. This squares perfectly with the Sumerian
concept of the rebellious extraterrestrial Zu.

What emerges is a unified account that has been hidden
from us for far too long, and deliberately so. This has been
done to hide the fact that Yeshua is one of the Creator Elohim

me

u l
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and that the LORD destroyed their perfect earth. John has
unveiled the staggering truth that The LORD, long
revered as the Creator God, is in reality a destroyer.

The LORD: Death and Destroyer of Worlds?

Why did the LORD destroy the beautiful creation of Yeshua
and the Elohim? The key lies in the fact that even though we
see the results of his wrath in Genesis 1:2, the LORD himself
does not make his first personal appearance in the Bible until
the second chapter of Genesis.

First, look at what happened after the destruction of the world
by the LORD, starting with Genesis 1:3.

NnAnd the Gods said, Let t here b
l i ghto.

The Gods simply went back to work.

Again, | must point out that Dake and Swaggart point this out
as welld while yet cowardly refusing to identify the source.
They actually pick up the narrative and teaching with us
again at this point! | believe that Dake not only knew what
the LORD did, but also made up a cover story; one that
Swaggart passively played Pied Piper to.

They lay the blame for the destruction of the paradisaical
Earth on what they term 'The Luciferian Rebellion' (See
Dake's God's Plan for Man or Swaggart's The Pre-Adamite
Creation). | believe Dake knew it was the LORD that brought
the destruction, and created the Luciferian tale to cover for
the god he and Orthodox Christianity have long worshiped.
The textual ties and similarities between the LORD, Lucifer,
the Serpent, and the Dragon simply could not have escaped
the notice of any competent researcher.
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And so the Elohim went back to work repairing the
devastation inflicted by the LORD. This is made clear by the
fact thatthe word usedf or fimadeo after
the meaning of fashioning with previously existing materials
(H6213 and H1254). Only Genesis 1:1 talks about the
original creation of the heaven and earth. The balance of
Genesis chapter one is a refashioning of the destruction by
repairing with the raw materials that were already at hand.
There is no more original creation taking place. This is a
textual certainty. The Gods are fixing up what the LORD
destroyed. This reclamation project has long been
mistaken as the account of original creation.

Again, this squares perfectly with the information Sitchen
brought to light. Does this not provide a perfect picture of the
original creation by the Elohim/Anunnaki pantheon? And, if
the events between Genesis 1 verses 1 and 2 are viewed as
a picture of the Zu rebellion with the toil of the gods in the
Atra Hasis Epic being that of the men that populated this
destroyed Earth, then the actions of getting back to work in
recreation is in perfect harmony with the return of the Tablet
of Destinies to Enlil and the resumption of the divine formulas,
the lifting of stillness, and the return of brilliance and light to
the sanctuary of Earth. Again, a single, consistent, unified
story emerges from all historical documents.

A Ad the Gods said, Let there be lights in the firmament
of the heaven to divide the day from the night; and let
them be for signs, and for seasons, and for days, and
y e ar genesis 1:14)

This important verse will become increasingly so as we

continue to investigate the rest of the final message of John
the Apostle.

ALet t hlergeh tbsed

Gene

Asun, moons, s (BewnsDrivetrBuiggs) nar i es 0
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Ain the firmament of the heavenct
Ain the expanse of (lbidhe observabl
Aand | et tdiegmndbe for

Aa sign, toMbeEh, or omeno

fand for seasonso
Aappointedbidestival so

Aanddfags o

Aspecial da¥Yilsd) birthdayso

Aand year so

Aannual @hd) yearl yo

ALet the sun, mo o n, stars and |

heavens be to you signs, tokens and omens of the annual
appointed festivals and speci al

Keep in mind this is in the very beginning, long before the
establishment of any particular human religious group. The
heavenly bodies were set in place to show all men the times
of the annual appointed festivals and special days of the
Gods. These are not for any one religious group.

AThen Peter opened his mout h, €
perceive that God is no respecter of persons, But in

every nation he them that feareth him, and worketh

rio ghteousness, and ar EActal0:84eg pt e d

Within the traditions and epic literature of every nation and



90

culture there is to be found something of lasting spiritual
benefit. | want to call your attention to a New Testament
passage that has great significance regarding this revelation.

ABut now, after that ye have

known of God, how turn ye again to the weak and
beggarly elements, whereunto ye desire again to be in
b onda g ¢Galatians 4:9)

Two thousand years of pulpiteers have told us that the weak

and beggarly el ements and bo

old Jewi sh Lawo. We are tol
desiring to dfald/l back i nto
sense in historical context, or is it part of a carefully laid out
and thoroughly diabolical plan?

Seeds of Anti-Semitism and the Holocaust?

Before we get into exposing this error, let us first take a brief
look at its absolutely horrific results. It is beyond question
that that the Apostle Paul was the acknowledged and
unquestioned founding agent of Roman Christianity. It is
also beyond textual doubt that he worked very hard to tie
these 'weak and beggarly elements' to the festivals of the
Jewish religion. Those who have followed Paul in leadership
have continued the concentrated and fervent efforts to do the
same. Realize that they were, have been, and are,
placing blame for the original seeds of apostasy on
practitioners of the Jewish religion.

By painting the first recorded New Testament apostasy as
being motivated by a return to Jewish tradition, Paul forever
labeled the Jews as the original apostates! It must be
admitted that this is the source of most if not all of the virulent
strains of Anti-Semitism that have claimed millions of lives
over the centuries. In painting the Jews as the original
enemy, did Paul and his followers set them up for
discrimination, torture, death and multiple attempts at total

oS
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ethnic annihilation? Does this make Paul the original
religious terrorist and Christianity the original extremist
religion? Did Paul launch, and has his Christianity long
been continuing, the first great jihad?

This is a question that warrants careful consideration. What
makes it even worse is that it is a jihad launched under false
pretenses that literally sets up people of Jewish faith as
human shields. Paul blatantly sought to tie the festivals that
he calls 'beggarly elements' to the Jews exclusively. We will
now prove that this was a deliberate, knowing, and willful act
of disinformation. We will prove that the festivals Paul refers
to predate Judaism by thousands of years. Paul would have
been intimately aware of this.

Who Fell Back, and Into What?
Al am the apostle of the Ge

Paul clearly considered himself the apostle to the Gentiles.
Who are Gentiles? A Gentile is by definition any non-
Jewish person. A Gentile cannot be a Jew any more than
a dog can be a cat. With that in mind, just who were these
particular Gentiles? Who were these Galatians Paul was
warning about returning to weak and beggarly elements?

Even the most rudimentary study of history shows the
Galatians were Gauls and Celts that had moved into Greece
(Wikipedia, Galatia). The term 'Galatae' was used by the
Greeks to denote these Celtic tribes (8). The people being

addressed here were Celtic. They were definitely not Jews.

They had never been Jews. The historical fact is they were
former pagans! And Paul knew this!

Paul said these peoplewere it u r n i in gab targng back
to something. Simple logic dictates that in order to turn
back to something one must have first been doing at
some point. These people were pagans. They could not

nti
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turn again to something they had never participated in. They
could not turn again to Jewish legalism because they
were never Jews!

The Galatians were not Jews and had never been Jews.
Paul knew this, yet he chose for his own political and
religious expediency to tar and feather an entire culture to
further his own aims. Paul set up the Jews as the original
patsies! The implications of this cowardly and self-serving
deception are staggering. Many of the worst despots in
human history have built upon this foundation Paul laid, a
foundation now stained by the blood of untold millions. That
the leaders and the vast percentage of the followers of the
original Yeshua Movement were Jews becomes highly
significant.

So what were the Galatians, former pagans, really turning
back to?

AYe observe days, and @modth
AAnd the Elohim said, l et t
the heavens to divide the day from the night. And let them
be for signs, and for seaso

(Genesis 1:14)

The language Paul used shows this is clearly what he was
referring to. These were the original signs, tokens, omens
and annual appointed festivals and special days of the
Elohim. These are the 'moad' in the original Hebrew of
Genesis 1. These days, months, times and years that
Paul was scorning them over were set up before the
creation of man! Therefore they could not possibly be
considered to be exclusively Jewish! Paul knew this and still
chose to use them to fashion a diabolic deception. This
shows Paul and his religion to be enemies of the original
faith of the Elohimd which included Yeshua.

Sar sl

her e
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The Galatians were not Jews and never had been. They
were not turning back to Jewish legalism. They were turning
back to what they used to do. They were going back to their
former religious practices, back to their old ways of faith, the
ways the Elohim had originally taught them. It had absolutely
nothing to do with Judaism or the Jewish people. Paul
accused people of turning back to bondage for desiring
to turn away from his teachings and return to what
Yeshua and the Elohim taught them.

inThe heavens decl ar e t he

firmament sheweth [(PeatmlBiBndy wo

The Psalmist clearly tells us what Paul was trying to divorce
the Galatians from. The heavenly bodies serve as constant
and eternal reminders of the ways, works and wonders of the
Creators of the Universe. Why would Paul want them to
forget this? Why would he drive them away from it?

Are we really so simple as to believe that our modern
estrangement from Nature and Nature's true God is some
type of accident or happenstance? Consider the following:

ATHE creatures inhabiting the

in veneration by all races of antiquity. Realizing that visible
bodies are only symbols of invisible forces, the ancients
worshiped the Divine Power through the lower
kingdoms of Nature, because those less evolved and more
simply constituted creatures responded most readily to the
creative impulses of the gods. The sages of old studied living
things to a point of realization that God is most perfectly
understood through a knowledge of His supreme

handiwork--ani mat e and i nan i(Seedt e

Teachings, p. 541 emphasis mine).

Is it possible that the creators of a false god and false
religious system have been carrying out a systematic plan to
do all they can to divorce us from any and every thing that

W e

N a
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might actually awaken the spark of divinity within us or even
remind us of its presence?

Paul's anti-Nature, anti-Elohim teaching was the first blow of
the new Rome against religious liberty. Paul set the standard
that kings and potentates would follow to demand and assure
the deaths of the old religions and obeisance to the coming
new god of the Empire. Paul was the spiritual forerunner of
Constantine and the first head of the Roman Church.

AAnd the Gods said, Let wus

our likeness: So the Gods created man in their own
image, in the image of the Gods created they him; male
and femal e cr eat 66@nedisi:26¢27)t he

We know now that this passage should read;

NAnd the Gods said | et us
after our likeness. So the Gods created mankind in their
own i mage, male and femal e

The word Elohim means gods and goddesses, deities male
and female. So when the Elohim created humanity in their
own image, of course they made us male and female! This
makes perfect sense. This can only be plainly understood
when the true meaning of Elohim is correctly rendered as
male and female creative entities or divinities. The
dishonesty of monotheism has caused now some two
thousand years of confusion and darkness to this fact,
confusion and darkness that has been leveraged to construct
a control matrix over humanity.

AAnd t he Go d svergthimguhatythey had made,
and, behold, it @Gamsisiud8l)y go

The reclamation project is a rousing success. The
destruction of the LORD has all been repaired by the Elohim.

ma k e
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Man is once again presentd and is, by the way, in the
judgment of the very creators, i v e r y ,caedonat marred
by Original Sin. Birds fill the skies once more. The earth is
again a fruitful place. The divine formulas are active again.
The light of the sanctuary has returned. All has been
restored to its former perfection!

...And here comes the LORD again.

Having seen his earlier plan to destroy the earth defeated,
the LORD tries again. | have often wondered if we are only
seeing the recorded attempts of the LORD to destroy Earth,
and if there have not actually been many more. The ancient
epics detail a long running feud between and within families
of the gods.

AAnd every plant of the field b
and every herb of the field before it grew: for the LORD
had not caused ittorainupon t he d@enesihixb)

The plants of the field and all the herbs were once again in
the Earth and growing well. It was all very good indeed.

fThe LORD had not caused it t o

The LORD stops up the heavens, stopping the rain.
Obviously this is yet another attempt to destroy the fruitful
place this time by drought.

ABut there went up a mist from
t he whole face dGenesidh266) ground?o.
The Elohim took action to water the Earth themselves and

the LORD's second reported attempt to destroy the earth

was thwarted.
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From the text an interesting question arises. Was the LORD
a god or entity that had some authority over the air, skies and
atmosphere? Surely he must have at least resided there as
he was able to take actions that actually did stop rain from
falling. This would seem to imply some atmospheric control
or authority.

Notice also that the curative solution of the Elohim was a
ground based one. They caused a mist to rise from the land
to water the vegetation. Thereby they circumvented the
need to use the sky or atmosphere at all. Did the LORD have
some control over the air? Is the LORD the prince of the
powers of the air? Is he the god of this world?

Interestingly, this passage is the very first mention of the
LORD by name in the Bible. Up to this verse, everywhere
you see the word i G o itlhias been i E | o.h Fittmgly, the
entrance of the LORD by name is marked by destruction.
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ANTICHRIST AND THE
ALIEN AGENDA
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1 John

A T hteuth we bring to you was the original, which we
have heard with our own ears and seen with our own
eyes, for we actually physically touched and embraced
the Word of Life. For he appeared to us physically and
we are testifying of first-hand experience of what was
shown and taught to us. That which we ourselves have
seen, heard, and handled we report to you that you
might share in the reality of this revelation, that your joy
mi ght be full a(dbhnadi-d)ndant 0.

AThe truth we breéengritg@gi yauowas

John emphasizes that the gospel taught to him by Yeshua
and passed on is the original. All others are less than the
genuine article.

AnWhich we have heard with our o
our ownh eyeso

This original gospel comes only by way of men and women
that heard Yeshua speak it with their own ears and saw Him
teach with their own eyes. Anything less is just thatd less.

AFor we actwually physically tou
Word of Lifebo

As we have seen, this Word of Life is indisputably Yeshua.
John says that the teachers of the Original Gospel are those
that actually physically touched and embraced Yeshua
Himself.

AFor He appeared to us physicall
Why is John making such a big deal that Yeshua appeared

to them physically and that they actually saw and touched
Him? Could it be that a deceiver was active that claimed
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apostolic authority for himself and his teachings that had not
seen Yeshua in the flesh and had not touched and held him?
That is the only thing that makes sense.

AWe are t est thang expegiencd of Wwhatrwag
shown and taught to us. That which we ourselves have
seen, heard, and handled we

Now itis very clear. Johnis aggressively staking out the truth
that the original teachings were gleaned only by first-hand
experience of walking, talking, and living with Yeshua of
Nazareth. There must be one without first-hand experience,
one that has not seen, heard, and handled what the original
apostles report to us!

A hat you might share in the reality of this revelation,
that your jJjoy might be full

John wants us to share in the reality of this revelation as
clearly opposed to another revelation! Only the original
revelation of the apostles direct from Yeshua can bring full
and abundant joy. It is clear: there is an imposter on the
loose!

The theme of an imposter is a recurring one in John's writings.

As the last apostle, he positions himself as champion of the
original message of the Yeshua Movement and gives strong
warning against another message misappropriating the
name of Yeshua. He is drawing a contrast between apostolic
teaching and an emerging opponent.

AThis then is the message

and declare directly to you. God is Light, and in him is
not even a shadow of darkness. Any that say they have
fellowship with God and yet walk in the ways of
darkness are liars and the truth is not in them. And we

rep

and

we he

t hat wal k in Light have fe(ll owst

John 1:5-6)
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i Ris then is the message we heard directly from him

and declare directly to youo

Again, take noticel The message received by John and
those that actually physically saw and held the physical
Yeshua as He taught is the only true message.

AGod i s ardiig himn ,is not even a shadow of
darkness. Any that say they have fellowship with God
and yet walk in the ways of darkness are liars and the
truth is not in them.o

Here John clearly calls the original teaching of the original
t wel ve di s c Any lotees wayi heiclgahytidentifies
as fnNDarknesso. He goes on
language that those that preach any other gospel, doctrine,

t o

or way fdwal k in darknesso that

truth 1 s rRohhistalkingabocunalif® and death
situation, even one of spiritual life and death! The
original teachings of Yeshua to His disciples are Light and
anything that contradicts them is Darkness. There is
obviously a systematic program of error and darkness being
perpetrated upon their infant Movement, and it is chief
among John's concerns.

AAnd we t hat wal k in Light
anothero

And there is something else here. In the midst of warning
about deception and error is tucked a message of amazing
beauty, profoundly deep and heretofore altogether unknown.
| have never seen this discussed anywhere before.

The construction of the language used here by John reveals
an amazing secret.

AGod i s Light, and I n hi m
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darknesso.

i neo

ant l

AGodo

i Ageneral appellation of deities or divinities, a god, a
goddess, mascul(G2zB8).o0or f emin

Ad Lighto

AExi sts as a sou((Géa7)of radi

Afand in himo

And in fAhe or sheo

Ai's not even a shadow of darkne:

There is Ano shadow casto.

NGod exists as a source of
there is no shadow cast. o

Why would the Apostle say this in this way? Why does he
cal |l God fihero here? It 1
itis justas correctas i hi mo . is milich mareehowever.
There is a spiritual mythos described in exactly the same way
John constructs this sentence. The spiritual lesson being
described here is The Organic Light of Mother Earth. Its
practitioners describe it as a divine source of brilliant
radiating Light that casts no shadow. It is the central
experience of the Gnostic tradition. This Light is understood
to be the Goddess Sophia, who is believed to be the Divine
Earth Herself. As wisdom personified, she gives guidance
and instruction, most often facilitated through meditation.

It is nothing short of remarkable that the Apostle John,
sometime during the years of 90-96 AD should describe The

brill

cert
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Organic Light openly. Itis a historical fact that this knowledge
was restricted to initiates of the Gnostic way and they were
sworn to never publicly reveal it. Yet here we have John
describing it in unmistakable language.

AAnd we that wal k in Light
anothero

This raises profound questions. Was the Apostle John
himself a Gnostic initiate? Or did he receive this knowledge
from Yeshua? That would make Yeshua either a Gnostic
initiate or at least very close to one that would feel
comfortable telling him about The Organic Light. Personally,
| do not see Yeshua betraying such a confidence by revealing
the teaching someone else had shared with Him. If John got
it from Yeshua then He had been initiated into the secrets of
the Gnostic way. It also goes a long way towards explaining
why Polycarp left John and sided with Irenaeus in a great
crusade against both the original Yeshua Movement and the
Gnostics.

Adding intrigue are complementary teachings brought to light
by Sitchin and Cayce. In There Were Giants Upon the Earth
Sitchen cites an ancient epic manuscript that shows that the
Goddess Ninma was intimately involved in the creation of
mankind. Cayce was also sure to point out the presence of
female deities in the creation of man (Readings 364-7). The
work of these gentlemen echoes the revelation of male and
female Elohim in Genesis, further establishing the universal
nature of the concept of the Divine Feminine.

| believe there is a very good reason why John included
these things in his final message. He is expounding upon
the famous words of Yeshua in John chapter 14.

"1 am the wayo
My i w@$598)

hav
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the trutho
t e a(@Gh2b)n g s O

ot O

i an
my

and the |ifebo

3t

he absolute fullness of I|ife,
I ngs (62822)Go d o

O
CDJ—P
o

one comesao
one fAca(@@2084) ri ve ato

5 S
O S
o

the Fathero

he ancestors, f@®36B2%rs and pare
but through Mebo

except by f ol(G3biagaig) my wayso

o | B R ' e

AMy ways and teachings are the a
the essential and ethical ways of the divine, and no one can

arrive at the divine ancestors, fathers and parents except by

foll owing my ways. o

In combination with the words of Yeshua concerning the
importance of His message over His body, John's last
message fleshes out the fullness of what Yeshua meant
when He said He wast hfi Tahned Wahye LU
Yeshua did not come to teach a new religion. He came
to combine the very highest expressions of human spirituality

into a cohesi ve, wor kabl e whol e
best of all ways. AHi s higheatt ho i
trut hs. This is what |l eads to

t hat more abundantl y. 0

| have long taught that Yeshua came to do just that. Here |
see Biblical confirmation of it. He came to combine into one
workable system the very best and highest teachings and
practices of all the ways of spirituality in all of human
historyd and perhaps even beyond! It has also been
thoughtfully suggested that perhaps Yeshua came to restore
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the original faith as given by the Divine, which had become
so fragmented and convoluted over the course of time.
(Sacred Symbols of the Mu, Dr. James Churchward) Yeshua
may have even encapsulated these ideas in one versed you
guessed it, a verse recorded by none other than John.

The verse is John 10:10. Before even looking at the verse
there is something else that jumps out to ardent students of
John's writing. As we shall see as our study unfolds, John's
writings have been found to contain many undeniable proofs
of his incorporation of techniques, truths, and teachings from
many great schools of thought, which is in perfect accord
with the teachings of the Master here. Researchers have
found instances of John using gematria (the use of numbers
according to assigned numerical values), as well as the
numerical philosophy of Pythagoras in his writings! This is
not at all uncommon, in fact, John Michael Greer in The
Element Encyclopedia of Secret Societies and Hidden
History statesi An | mmense amount of ger
unrecognized, occurs in the sacred writings and occult
traditions of tpR83) western worl d:¢

Here we have just such an occurrence. As such, the
numbering of the verse itself is incredibly significant. It is
John 10:10. The number 10 is considered to be the perfect
number! So this verse in numerical terms is double perfect.
This is very likely a coded message from the last apostle that
we should pay special attention to this verse. It was written
by the man that knew Yeshua best and is the only (in my
studied opinion) occurrence in John's writings of a verse that
could possibly be the tenth verse of a tenth chapter. None of
his other writings are long enough. Thus this is the only
‘double perfect' verse authored by the disciple that Yeshua
loved. Revelation does contain more than ten chapters but
there is serious doubt that John authored more than a few of
them. This would be more consistent with the brevity and
concise nature characteristic of his three epistles, of which
his authorship is virtually unquestioned. At any rate, we are
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called to pay attention here!

AThe thief cometh not but to s
destroy. | am come that they might have life, and that
they might have it more abundant

The first half of the verse is an amazing prophecy. It is
actually a triple prophecy!

NnThe thief comet h not but t o s
destroy. 0

We will see that Yeshua is giving us here a prophetic look at
three monumental events: How the perfect creation came to
be destroyed, the rise of the first antichrist, and the attempt
at a great end-time delusion.

The second half of the verse applies to our study right now.

Al am come that they might have
have it more abundantl y. o

Lynn Sparrow Christy, author of Beyond Soul Growth, offers
a most interesting comment that applies perfectly:

AThere are two major, contrast.
meaning of our existence. One is the story of something

going terribly wrong at the beginning of mankind's arrival in

this world, with all of subsequent history reflecting attempts

to restore that which was spoil e
(Venture Inward, Jan.-Mar. 2015)

We have seen that Yeshua did reference something gone
terribly wrong in the first part of the verse. He addresses our
subsequent restoration attempts in this part.

His coming to combine into one workable system the very
best and highest teachings and practices of all the ways of
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spirituality is actually the amazing means to an even more

glorious end! Sparrow Christy hit in on the head when she

said in the same article referenced above: 1 The supr em
good would be to know that this
This is exactly what Yeshua is talking about here! The more
abundant life He references here is the guarantee that by

following His ways and truths we can complete our
ascension in a single lifetime!

The communication of this staggering truth is what
temporarily stupefied the learned Nicodemus in yet another
epic passage penned by John.

AExcept a man be Dborn aagdghei n he
ki ngdom o {lohei3d] o

Yeshua told Nicodemus that He was offering the way of
ascension in a single lifetime as we shall see. To this
stunning statement Nicodemus can only blurtoutA How c an

t hese t hi@wsg® THatdNkademus was stumped is

quite remarkable, even to Yeshua. He had been speaking

with this man regularly for quite some time. Nicodemus was

also a very learned man and held position on the High

Council in Jerusalem. Yeshua shows this when He says, |

think somewhat playfully A Art t hou a master o
knowest not t hwsl® things?0o

Then Yeshua hits him (and us) with the full revelation:

ANo man hath ascended up to hea
down from heaven, even the Son of Man, which is from
heaven...that whosoever believeth in him should not
perish, but have eter (va1l3:16). ever |

ANo man hath ascended up to hea
down from heaven, even the Son of Man, which is from
heaveno
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That Nicodemus understood and believed in the concept of
reincarnation is beyond question. He was a master of
Kabbalah, of which the doctrine is central. What he did not
understand was the assertion that a man could reach the
kingdom of the Divine in a single lifetime. Yeshua explains it
plainly and perfectly.

ANo man hath ascended up to

Yeshua recognizes and confirms the assertion of Nicodemus
that it had never been done. He concurs that no man had
ever completed his ascension in a single lifetime. Yeshua is
basically saying: i Y o te right, no man has ever completed
his ascension in one lifetime. No man can possibly learn the
way that fast.o

But stay tuned!

hea\

nBut he that came down from hea

Man which is from heaveno

| am smiling broadly as | write this, as | imagine Yeshua was,
so great is this revelation. Yeshua then tells Nicodemus:

nBut , what i f a man from heaven,

back, came down and taught it?
AEven the Son of Manbo

Yeshua tells Nicodemus that he is just that man! Yeshua
says He came to teach us how to do it!

AnThat whosoever believeth i
AnWhoever would believe in t
and would follow these teac

AShould not perisho

hio

he we
hing:
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Wi | | not die the deat ho

=]

3t

But have eternal .. .everl ast.

ng

ABwi | | have eternal, everlastin

Yeshua told Nicodemus that no man had yet been able to
accomplish his ascension in a single lifetime because no
man could learn the way back to the Eternal in the short time
span of a single human life. But He, one from the Heavens
that knew the way back to the Eternal because He had been
there, had come to show man how to do it. By following His
ways and truths we can now get off the cycle of perishing
and death and find life that is eternal and everlasting. We
can now get back to the Kingdom in a single lifetime by
following the ways Yeshua revealed!

Now there is John 3:16 like you have never heard it!

When | was preaching lusedtosayfi Sal vat i on

ai n't Offceusethabis just the kind of silly thing you
would expect to hear a Pentecostal evangelist say. Yet, in
spite of myself | think | was communicating a fairly deep truth
here. The way back to the Eternal, the way to our
ascensiond our ‘'salvation’ in my old Pentecostal
sensibilitiesd is in fact free. But the way is not always easy
for us, due mainly to the two millennia of Roman
indoctrination we have endured. As Mark Twain said, it can
take time to unlearn error so truth can find its way in. Our
ascension is free but it does take mental, emotional and
spiritual work. lItis a very specific work that must be wrought
in a particular way. The next verse lends thoughtful insight.

AAnd we that wal k in Light
anot helJdohn1:7)

AWal ko

hav
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ACondumy | ife, live. o
AFel |l owshipo
AClit: partnership) (a) contri

sharing in, communion, (c) spiritual fellowship, a fellowship
in theG2842) rit o

AWe that conduct our | ives
We help and contribute to one another. We share, have
communion, and cultivate a deep spiritual fellowship with one
another. o

This is part of the message of the last apostle. It is essential
that we come together amidst the diversity of our sacred
individuality if we are to grow into our fullness. It seems that
it can only be done together. To do this we need to first
explore and understand our own spiritual heritage and then
welcome into a unity amidst diversity all who have done the
same.

Who Are You?

As we have seen, evidence of human spirituality stretches
back some fifty thousand years. Our modern religions are
just a drop in that anthropological bucket. The oldest,
Judaism, is only 6,000 years old. Christianity is a mere 2,000
and Islam about half that. So at best, the religion you now
adhere to makes up a paltry 12% of the heritage of human
spiritualityd and the vast majority of you hold to faiths that
comprise less than 4%. The bottom line is that the
Abrahamic faiths are not the true religious heritage of
anyone. They are but religious Johnny-Come-Latelies
(How interesting! My spell checking program wanted to
change that to Johnny-Come-Late-Lies!).

In the excellent book Life Begins at Sumer (Kramer)
anthropological evidence is presented that human life and
culture did indeed spring from Sumer (or at least re-sprung).
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It could equally be said that Spirituality Begins (or began
again) at Sumer. It is as far back as history can currently
take us. | must say that just because Sumer is as far as we
can go back now does not necessarily mean that is as far as
we can go back. Evidence presented by Sitchen, Kramer
and others makes this conclusion inescapable. The
evidence from epic literature and artifacts declares a strong
message: humans share the same gods and worship them
by different names! The pantheons of gods from Sumer,
to Egypt, Greece, and down to mighty Rome itself are
virtually identical! When it comes to human religion, it has
always been same stuff, different names. It would appear
that we have long been worshiping the same main gods, with
some unique regional sub-deities sprinkled in.

All ancient epic stories talk of gods ruling man. They then
proceed to gods coming down to Earth from the heavens to
rule men personally. Next always comes the creation of
demigods to rule, and then finally humans with ties to these
lineages assume leadership. Itisthe same inthem alld even
the Bible, as we have seen.

Von Daniken states in these words:

AThe religious -Incaageoplad say thdt the h e

stars were inhabited and that the "gods" came down to them
from the constellation of the Pleiades. Sumerian, Assyrian,
Babylonian, and Egyptian cuneiform inscriptions constantly
present the same picture: "gods" came from the stars and
went back to them; they traveled through the heavens in
fireships or boats, possessed terrifying weapons, and

promised i mmort al i(Chariots,@.40)n d i

The Slaying of the Pantheon or Just More of the Same?

Nothing much changed until the rise of Constantine in

\

P
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imperial Rome. It was he that slayed the Pantheon and
made Christianity the official religion of the Empire. In fact it
was he who first set blaze to the great library in Alexandria.
Though it was said he started the fire to destroy a fleet in the
harbor this is questionable. Of these events Hall writes:

AThis magnificent repository of
a series of three fires. The parts that escaped the
conflagration lighted by Ceaesar to destroy the fleet in the
harbor were destroyed about A.D. 389 by the Christians in
obedience to the edict of Theodosius, who had ordered the
destruction of the Serapeum, a building sacred to Serapis in
which the volumes were kept. This conflagration is supposed
to have destroyed the library that Marcus Antonius had
presented to Cleopatra to compensate in part for that burned
in the fir e (SedetTedcngsype58s). 51 0

So the great library was done in by Christian fires in one of
the first book burnings. We will also see Paul encouraging
book burning in Ephesus. What a great legacy to have laid
at the feet of the Church! Perhaps one clue as to the 'why'
of such a senseless act was given by noted author Carl
Sagan, who said that a book called The True History of
Mankind Over the Last 100,000 Years and said to detail
everything from Atlantis onward, was destroyed with
thousands of others in the blaze. (Return of the Serpents of
Wisdom, pp. 22, 23) Now why would in the world would
Christianity fear the true history of mankind? It is a
simple observable fact that dogmatic religion has always
employed a consistent policy of destroying as much ancient
knowledge as possible.

But how much did Constantine really change? As we have
seen, the Christian Jesus is merely the Roman Catholic and
Roman Protestant expression of at least twenty other
pantheon deities. By and large, Constantine and the kings
he ruled basically changed the names of regional and
nati onal gods i nto ASaintsodo to |
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their peoples more palatable. In addition, they 'Christianized’
many temples, turning them into churches and cathedrals.
(Researchers have suggested that this may also have been
done to give the conquerors access to the resident spiritual
energy inherent in the vortexes that the pagans knew of and
correspondingly built their religious structures upon) Add to
this the transformation of purely pagan celebrations such as
Saturnalia and Astarte (which both predate Jesus by
thousands of years) into Christmas and Easter and you really
have the same old game with new players. Why did Rome
go to all this trouble?

Rule This World by Controlling the Next

Rome's slaying of the Pantheon in 300 AD and subsequent
resurrection of its gods by different names was a brilliant
move of sociopolitical manipulation and control. What better
way to control a population than to convince them you control
not only this life but eternity as well? The first time | was
interviewed on Coast to Coast AM, George Noory asked me
why | thought the Roman Empire fell. As he was asking his
guestion, another flashed into my mindd has Rome ever
really fallen? Constantine's move in 300 AD may have
made Rome truly eternal. His Empire had grown so large
that he was facing the classic symptoms of imperial
overreach. Supply lines that were too long and too
vulnerable, over reliance on the labor and services of slaves
and conquered peoples, too large a drain on the coffers of
Rome, and perhaps the most pressing: conquered peoples
that were too diverse and nationalistic. The centrifugal force
of nationalism threatened the Empire most.

Constantine recognized that he could leverage the new,
thoroughly Roman Christianity with the plagiarized
Bethlehem Jesus into a strong centripetal force. The new
Jesus became the perfect replacement for leading Pantheon
gods. The ability to seamlessly re-sanctify local and national
gods as Saints, their temples as cathedrals, and their
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festivals as renamed holy days would not only force
compliance immediately but would within a generation create
a truly homogeneous religion that would bind the Empire
together. It was a brilliant strategy and we are living today in
the world Constantine envisioned.

When | pointed out to Mr. Noory that the religion Rome

created still reigns supreme over nearly 3 billion people,
controlling their earthly lives down to the minutiae as well as

their eternal destinies, and that it's political and social power

still exert tremendous power and influence over policies of

the nations that embrace its faithd which includes several of

the richest and most powerful nations on Earth, he thought

for a moment said, i Hmm, maybe Rome didn'
all . o

George Noory was right.
Genetically Pre-Dispositioned Towards Servitude?

The end result of all this is that we no longer know who we
are. That is why we are so easily herded, conquered and
controlled. | am constantly amazed by how few people really
‘get’ what is going on socially and politically in the world today.
It boggles my mind that people are not able to see the strings
of the puppeteers in the background of world events from the
Kennedy assassination to the Gulf of Tonkin and 9/11. | am
even more struck by our collective willingness to submit to
corporate servitude, selling ourselves as wage slaves to
build the dreams of someone else while all but neglecting our
own. The phenomena are so common, so ubiquitous, that |
had to ask myself a question. Has the human creature
become genetically Pre-Dispositioned to servitude and
slavery? Are we bred to be little more than laborers?

This question is actually addressed by both Sitchen and the
Genesis creation account. Again | am indebted to Sitchen
for opening my eyes to an intriguing possibility. In There
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Were Giants Upon the Earth he shows that originally the
Anunnaki gods were on Earth doing heavy labor (he believes
it was the mining of gold). The Atra Hasis Epic shows that
the gods, like men bore the work and suffered the toil. As
we showed earlier, this was a mystery to Sitchen because he
did not believe man had been created yet. However, by
synthesizing the account of the rogue LORD creating his
mud men and placing themto toil in the garden (Genesis 2)
we have a coherent and unified story and the mystery is
resolved. Add to this the fact that Atra Hasis says that the
goddess Ninmamade mantofi b e ar t handypwhlive 0
a perfect parallel to the LORD creating his mud man to till
and work the garden. In both cases humanoids were
created to be laborers.

We also were told by Sitchen in Genesis Revisited of Zulu
medicine man Credo Vusamazulu Mu-twa and his telling of
the legend of the peoples of Zimbabwe that mines were
wo r k e d artificially produced flesh and blood slaves
created by the First People.”

In yet another fascinating parallel the Nag Hammadi
Scripturesd ec | ar e t h acreatedhmen ibh &ghdny i

w a y(®he Second Discourse of the Great Seth). This shows

the rogue, counterfeit creation of the mud men by the LORD

in effort to undermine the original creation of humans as

spiritual beings in their own image by the Elohim in Genesis

1. Now we can add to this a parallel passage from Atra Hasis
which shows the goddess Ninma ¢c
Adusto to put them to wor k- rel
Incan mythology reports the god Viracocha ishaped cl
figures of men and animals at Tiahuanaco and breathed life

i nt o (Clwagots0p. 61). Genesis, Atra Hasis, and Nag
Hammadi all agree: a lesser or phony man was created to

be a laborer. Adding anthropological gravitas to this line of

thought, Sitchen showed that these events can be pinpointed

to the very same time Neanderthal disappeared, seemingly

replaced by Homo Sapian Sapian (There Were Giants upon

~

C
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the Earth).

Is this why we so willingly accept our continued status as little
more than indentured servants to corporate Goliaths
controlled by the tiny, ridiculously wealthy elite? Is this why
we are so content to be the rats running on the wheels that
turn the grist mills that continue to feed the fat cats with the
fruit of our labors? Are we combating something in our very
DNA? Are we still Lulu? Are we still mud men? Is there any
hope?



116

The Kingdom of Heaven and the Divine Form

In summarizing all the available information from epic
writings including the Bible, we see emerging the creation of
a sub class of humanity genetically Pre-Dispositioned
towards servitude and mindless labord the 'Lulu’ of Atra
Hasis, 'Phony Creation' of Nag Hammadi, and ‘Mud Men' of
Genesis. Is this all we are?

That is not the end of the story. We also see within the
ancient epics an original creation of humans in the image of
the gods with at least the seed of divine potential within them.
This would include the Adapa of Atra Hasis, the demigods of
Sumer, and those the Elohim created in their own image.

Looking at the Bible first, we clearly see two separate
‘creations.’ The first is that of the Elohim when they created
mankind in their own divine image (Genesis 1:26, 27). As
we have shown, the original language plainly carries the
inference of divine potential within the creation. The Elohim
actually created what would rightly be called Elohim in
training. Edgar Cayce also states emphatically that we were
originally created as souls, which he considered to be our
true, natural state (Readings, 3744-1). With that conclusion
| wholeheartedly agree. The Koran teaches that man's
original habitation was the angelic world, and only later did
he descend to the garden.

The second creation was the LORD's making of the phony
mud bodies. He has been very successful in seducing most,
if not all, the creation of the Elohim into habitation in his mud
traps. Humanity has become captive to the LORD by our
own mistakes. Cayce's take on this is profound.

AWe were initial leawarenfiowr @reatonrsg t o
many dimensions of life...However we became too
enmeshed in and ensnared by self-expression and self-
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gratification, causing us to lose touch with our original

celestial creati-bno (Readings,

Cayce assigns a bit more of the blame to usd blame | lay
more on the LORD® but his seeing of such a remarkably
similar scenario in his classic visions is greatly encouraging
and confirmatory. Is this captivity permanent or can it be
broken?

The spark of divinity implanted by the Elohim in their original
creation, that part of mankind that was made in their divine

i mage, i's the same thing that

kingdomofGod wi t hin you. o By
can find the way to what | am convinced is a genetic
recalibration and/or activation of the dormant divine gened
the Kingdom of Heaven gene, if you will. This reactivation
opens our eyes and puts us back on the path of return to the
Father. This is why Big Time Religion works so hard to keep
us ignorant of these amazing facts. There is another huge
nugget hidden here.

Notice the context in which the Straight and Narrow Ways
are found. Itis the Golden Rule! Here is the passage:

heedi

ATherefore al/l things you woul d

you, do even (Mathew 612{(7hle2naddoup to
10! The significance of this will be discussed later.) Enter
in at the straight gate, for wide is the gate and broad is
the way that leads to destruction, and many there be that
walk therein. Because straight is the gate and narrow is

t he way which |l eads to |ife,

It is a great prophecy and learning tool given us by Yeshua.

First He gives wus the Gol den
unto others as you would have

goes on to show that acting in this manner (in accordance

with the Golden Rule) iIs fAWal

not living and acting in accordance with the Golden Rule is

an

R L
t

Ki i
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AWal ki ng the Wide Wayo. The
to be a way traveled by many that are bent on destruction.
By contrast, the Narrow Way is one traveled by few, yet is a
way of life, living, and harmony.

The prophetic significance is surely already clear to many.
Walking the Narrow Way, living in accordance with the
Golden Rule, means allowing people freedom of choice,
worship, religion and lifestyle. For surely we want to enjoy
full choice ourselves. This is the true way to life according to
Yeshua. No doubt this hearkens back to His statement about
Al i fe mor e a bunatelyaHe toredicts thdt thereo r
will be few that walk in this path of tolerance and inclusion.
The Wide Path is a path of destruction trod by many. No
doubt this is a picture of dogmatic, orthodox religion that
forces people into guilt-based systems of fear and controld
actions which are the very antithesis of The Golden Rule.
Their Golden Rule is fADo as

t e

Thankfully, the Afewo that choos

still be quite a large number. The few is contrasted with the
A ma nthatwalk the Wide Way. Currently we can say that
between 2 and 3 billion people are now walking the Wide
Way of dogmatism and Orthodoxy (this is a fair estimate of
the total number of Catholics, Protestants, and Muslims
worldwide). | think we can comfortably say that 3 per cent is

some 60 million people walking the Narrow Way.

In the Sitchen materials we find the discovery that even
though Ninma created her Lulu-man to be a laborer, she
placed upon him what was descr
This is a perfect parallel to the Kingdom of Heaven gene the
Elohim Yeshua talks about in His teachings. Cayce also
speaks of the soul seeking to get back to its spiritual reality.
Readers of the Nag Hammadi materials will also find
references to the divine potential of man replete within their
pages. Hall cites a passage from the anonymous Master of

Aa f ewo. Even using that small

bec
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Balliol College that gives us another fascinating perspective.

AThe Al eim (EI ohi nby memevhoewhene pr e s
sculpturing the form of an Adamite being, of a man, traced

the outline of it on their own shadow, or modelled it on their

own shadow traced on the wall. This is how the art of drawing
originated in Egypt, and the hieroglyphic figures carved on

the Egyptian monuments have so little relief that they still
resembl e dSexéet Eeacbing®p. 374).

All the great epic literature teaches the same thingd man has
a spark of divinity within!

Know Thyself

This is why we are so strongly encouraged by Yeshua to
know our original ways, truths, and lives and to be open to
those of others as well. He is the way, the truth and the
life because He has brought together all the best of the ways
and truths of all human cultures and combined them with the
best of the original ways and truths that have been forgotten
and suppressed. This all comes together to create what He
called The More Abundant Life. Itis certainly the opposite of
the Wide Path of human slavery and cultural destruction.

You heritage is not Christian. Neither is it Jewish or
Muslim. They are all but newcomers; babies on the human
religious scene. Your true heritage is much more ancient
than this. Go back to your roots. Look back 50,000 years
into your past to the dawn of your individual regional spiritual
heritage. What countries are your ancestors from? Who are
the gods they worshiped? What are their creation epics?
Find this. Learn this. Know this. Know Thyself.

The more you know of your unique original ways, truths and
lives, the more you will begin to see that we all come from a
common spiritual heritage. Von Daniken goes so far as to
say:
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AWith the space age, the intelle
ever nearer. The theological clouds will evaporate, scattered

like shreds of mist. With the decisive Step into the universe

we shall have to recognize that there are not 2,000,000 gods,

not 20, 000 sect s, not 10 great
(Chariots p. 37).

When we realize this we can put together our collective
knowledge and find together the Narrow Way back to the
Father, walking hand in hand as brothers and sisters.

This seeking to know thyself also often produces another
dramatic revelation. It often opens up the seeker to their
Great Basic Purpose. In seeking who you were, you often
find who you are meant to be! When you truly discover your
Great Basic Purpose you will finally and fully realize what you
were put here to do on Earth in this life at this time. It has
been my observation that the strength gained in this journey
of self-discovery almost invariably launches the seeker into
another level of self-confidence, self-worth, and the living of
a richly satisfying life. It also allows the rest of us to finally
benefit from your contribution that you were meant to add to
the human family.

We destroy any chance of this when we succumb to the
dictates of the enforced Orthodoxy of the new pseudo
religions, insisting that people accept and profess allegiance
to questionable events and insisting on absolute conformity
that destroys the freedom of spiritual expression
championed by great teachers and synthesized by Yeshua.
This conformity is what condemns us to the unfulfilled lives
of being wage slaves in dead end jobs that do not even
remotely resemble the callings of our Great Basic Purposes.

| would like to believe that most people who support
organizations that do this have not been fully aware of the
implications of what their churches teach. Itis my hope that
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this study will open the eyes of many to the full import of the
dictates of Orthodoxy in any form.

Whosoever Will

Two passages in particular add credence to the idea that
Yeshua did not enforce a litmus test for fellowship, but
welcomed people from any walk of life or spiritual experience
to come to Him and learn of His ways.

Alf any man thirst | et him
out of his belly shall flow rivers of living water...this
spake He of @Qdhe7:3%8%) rit. o

The historical context of these words adds to our assertion.
These words were spoken to a Feast day crowd at the Last
Great Day of the Feast of Tabernacles. This day was actually
considered a separate Feast, and was emblematic of the
fulfillment of all things and the institution of the Perfect
Kingdom. Was Yeshua showing us that this attitude of
acceptance and yearning is what will characterize mankind
at that time?

Al'f any man thirsto

These words were again spoken to a Feast Day crowd.
There were likely people of all nations there. Not all were
Jews as many servants were no doubt on hand. Yeshua
could not have been any clearer. He said any man. The
only qualification one must have to come to Yeshua is the
thirst, the desire to do so!

None will be turned away from the refreshing of Yeshua.

d out of his belly shal/l
ke He of the Spirit.o

c ome

nl et him come unto me and dri

f

nk

oW
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Any person of any faith, any creed can come to Yeshua and
find rivers of living Spirit to drink from. Any and all that thirst
will be filled to the point that they themselves become a
source of this same spiritual refreshment! This is the very
embodi ment of AWhosoever Will o.

AAnd the Spirit and the Bride sas&
heareth say Come. And let him that is athirst come. And
whosoever will let him come and take the river of life

f r e e I(Revelation 22:17)

The second example, also recorded by John, obviously
hearkens back to the prophetic words of Yeshua in the first
example. It actually serves to prove my contention that those
words were prophetic by showing them in fulfillment. This is
a picture of the end of the age, just as Yeshua was speaking
about in the earlier passage! It is also, in my opinion, the last
legitimate verse in the Book of Revelation. This makes these
the final words of the New Testament. Literally the final
message of the last apostle.

AAnd the Spirit and the Bride s:

The masculine Comforter. The feminine Gaia and Organic
Light. Al l the El ohim togeth
welcome all the people.

AAnd | et him that heareth say Cq

And al | the people that have tr
truly listened with ears that hear and have embraced the
message of Yeshua al so say A Co0 me
heard will always say come! Gone are the days of 'we don't
smoke, drink or chew or hang out with those that do’. No
longer is it 'us four and no more'. We have outgrown and
overcome the wretched curse of dogma and Orthodoxy. We
no longer look for reasons to draw lines of division. All that
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has disappeared in a great circle of inclusion.

And let him that is athirst come. And whosoever will let
him come and take the river

Here we have the fulfillment of the words of Yeshua at The
Last Great Day. No distinction or requirement is listed except
for desire. Whosoever will, let him come. Whosoever will be
a true follower of Yeshua will be found extending the same
welcome.

More From 1 John

AAnd this is how we know we
his teachings. The one that claims to know him and
does not walk in these teachings is a liar, and the truth
is not in him. But whomever keeps these teachings
finds the fullness of them being perfected in him and
feels the embracegllohn23 e Di

N Andsis how we know we follow him, that we walk in
his teachings. 0

It really is this simple. Walk in the original ways and we know
we are following the teachings of Yeshua Himself. This is
the Gospel OF Yeshua.

—

The one th
hese teachings is a I|iar,

The ones that claim to know Yeshua and yet does not walk
in the original teachings, or walks in other teachings, is called

by John a liar, and warned that their way is not one of truth.
This is the Gospel ABOUT Jesus.

\Y

ol |

ne

at cl ai ms nawdknmw hi

and t

ABut whomever keeps these teachi

of them being perfected in him and feels the embrace of
the Divine. o
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Here we are promised that the following of the original
teachings of Yeshua finds the full, abundant life Yeshua
promised. We are promised the abiding sense of progress
towards spiritual perfection and the comfort of the Divine
presence. This also speaks of the ultimate completion of our
ascension and the return to the embrace of the Divine One.

The Apostle is drawing a clear picture of a doctrinal battle
being waged at the time of his writing. He paints this battle
between the forces of those that walk in the Light of the
original teachings of the Apostles and those that walk in the
Darkness of other teachings advocated by someone that,
whil e claimng to be of God
the heels of the emphasis of unity and acceptance, this error
is surely characterized by exclusivity and separation.
This program of error is being led by an individual. It is the
same individual that scolded the Galatians for turning away
from an exclusive message back to the original teachings of
the Elohim. It also appears that the person may well may be
empowered by a component that goes beyond the physical.

Who or what could this possibly be? The Apostle tells us
more in his next words.

NnBrethren, t her e ar e no new

aside from those He showed us in the beginning. Dear
ones, our sons and daughters in the Truth, Jesus told us
antichrists would come(vs.7and

ABrethren,

aside from those He showed
John simply states that there is nothing else that can be
added to the message that Yeshua gave to him and the
apostles while He was with them. Any one that claims to

have new apostolic era teaching is simply wrong.

now

t her e ar e no new

us

t ec

t e
[

c

I
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fiYeshua told us antichrists woul

John reminds the followers of the original teachings that
Yeshua predi tséedwbahdi cbmes The
|l iterally according to the text,
put, Yeshua warned that men would come that would teach

doctrines against Him, while using His very name.

AAnd now they haveo.

With these stunning words the Apostle confirms that there
was indeed alive and active on the world scene right then
and there, an antichristt He was teaching new doctrine that
was not part of the original teachings of the Apostles.

AHe went out from us, Dbluhehadas ne
been of us he would have remained true to our teaching,

but he has not, and it is now plain for all to see that he

never was ofvel®df uso.

nHe went out from us, but was n¢

There are two meanings here. This antichrist did at one time
come to and speak with the original apostles. They sent him
out with a mission in fact, and his conduct showed that he
was not part of them. We will see more about this in great
detail.

e had been of us hetoworul d h
[ ut he has not. o

Here is clear confirmation that this man was sent out from

the apostles with a message to teach but did not remain true

to it. It also means that he is now out there actively teaching

doctrines that are not true to the original apostolic preaching.

AAnd i1t is now plain for all t o
of uso.
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It is plain that this first antichrist was never one of the original
disciples of Yeshua and was in fact an enemy. Let us be
clear. John states any one that reads the final message
of the last apostle should plainly see the antichrist
identified and know that he was not of Yeshua!

John says it is was plain for all to seed and that was 2,000
years ago! With todayds weal th
clearer.

AFor the Comforter you received
so that you do not have to run after the teachings of a

mere man. The Comforter teaches you truth and
identifies lies so that you can continue to abide. Do not

let any man lead you astray, dear children. Whoever

foll ows not the righteous (vs.eachi
26)

AFor the Comforter you received
so that you do not have to run after the teachings of a
mere man.

True believers have and listen to a divine Comforter that
instructs them in these things. Some of us, unfortunately, are
good at ignoring or blocking the Comforter out. | know I did
for over 20 years! The result of this is wasting your life
running after the teachings of mere men! | only have myself
to blame for the years | wasted in service to this antichrist
man and the system he founded. Let me ask you a question:
How many years do you have to waste?

AThe teachings of a mere mano

The original teachings came from Yeshua Himself. We
continue to receive insight on them today from the Divine
Comforter. In contrast, all these other, aberrant teachings
come from a mere men! Not Yeshua, not the Apostles, not
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the Comforter. From a mere man that never was an apostle,
never saw Yeshua in the flesh, and was rejected by the
Twelve for not following and even opposing their teaching.

AThe Comforter teaches you
t hat

you can continue to abi

John is not mincing words here! He knows this is his last
chance to make an impression on New Testament believers.
He knows these words will close the apostolic era and that
there is an enemy at hand! He clearly shows that the
Comforter teaches truth and identifies lies. | felt it. | know
you feel it. It is up to us. We can continue to abide, or we
can stand outside.

ADo not | et any man | ead
Whoever follows not the righteous teachings is not of
God. ..o

That last line was a little more than just an old Pentecostal
turn of phrase (Old habits do die hard!). If we follow the
teachings of this mere man, this antichrist, we will find

ourselves standing outside the household of the original faith.

We will be led astray! The teachings of this man and his
faith may be religious, they may be popular, they may be the
overwhelmingly dominant paradigm, they may even seem to
bring us some measure of comfort; but they are not the
righteous teachings of God. Whoever follows those
teachings is not of God.

It is interesting to note that the original language here shows
The Comforter is a male essence (G3875). Having already
mentioned the feminine Organic Light John now presents the
masculine Comforter. He encouraging us to seek energetic
balance to help guide us on our spiritual journey. He is
calling us to rely on the both the masculine and feminine
aspects of the Divine to both grow and stay in balance.

you

0y
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| believe the apostle drawing an analogy and making

reference to the AFri eThedsecofd Soph

Discourse of the Great Seth found in the Nag Hammadi
Scriptures. The Comforter, in my view is the Friend of Sophia?
Here is the Seth passage, what do you think?

AnFor it i s | who am the friend

| have been close to the Father, where the children of truth
are, and the Majesty. Rest in me my friends in spirit, my
brothers and sisters foreve

This Friend of Sophia has been close to the Father from the
beginning. Yeshua promised the Father would send the
Comforter! (John 14:26) The Friend of Sophia comes from
where the children of truth are. Yeshua said the Comforter
is the spirit of truth and will guide us into all truth! (John 14:17,
16:13) The Friend of Sophia says we can rest in him.
Yeshua said the Comforter would not leave us comfortless
but give us peace and rest! (John 14:18) With all that
evidence | believe we could prove in a court of law that the
Comforter and The Friend of Sophia are the same
Whether the Gnostic writers had the Comforter in mind or not
when they wrote these words, it is clear that that John had
The Friend of Sophia in mind when he wrote his. Remember,
it was Yeshua that John was quoting so it really would have
been Yeshua that had The Friend of Sophia in mind! Now
that is most intriguing!

The bottom line is that we are best served by remaining in
balance. Itis best for us to seek, listen to, and embrace both
the Feminine and Masculine expressions of Divinity. It also
behooves us to step outside the religious box and be open
to the possibility of discovering truth expressed amongst our
spiritual brethren, regardless of the path they may follow.

Could it be that John was practicing what Yeshua preached?
He pointedly mentions key Gnostic doctrines in a positive
light and seems to link them with apostolic teaching. They
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also square with the great epic literature from Sumer and its
descendants.

The Gnostics cannot correctly be called Christians and there
is no evidence that they were openly been followers of the
Yeshua message. It would seem beyond question that at
least some of the followers of the Yeshua message were at
least aware of them! Gnosticism is best described as a
collection of ancient religions whose adherents shunned the
material world and embraced the spiritual. (9) Knowing this,
John chose to reference some of their deepest truths, ones
that would have been recognized at that time by only the
most devoted of Gnostics. It was forbidden to openly teach
about The Organic Light. That teaching was reserved only
for initiates. This would strongly suggest that either Yeshua
knew these teachings and taught them to John or that the
Apostle learned them on his ownd meaning at least one of
them was privy to the knowledge of a Gnostic initiate.

Perhaps John's aims were multiple. Did he want to show
followers of Yeshua exactly what He meant by loving one
another? Was he encouraging us to be open to knowledge
consistent with His message found in other sources? Was
he signaling to the Gnostics that they were welcome to
discuss and exchange ideas? Was he specifically targeting
Gnostic leaders so they would know they could look to
followers of the Yeshua Message for fellowship? Might he
even have been prophetically aware of the great persecution
they both were soon to face from the rising Pauline faith?

A..You will see they do not show love for the brethren.
Was this not the first and most basic teaching? Did
The Master not say AL(kJ3Joen3dl)

A... You will see they do not

This is a telling clue to the human imposter's identity. He
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does not show love for the brethren. This seems to include
both the apostolic brethren and those of other faiths who
maintain attitudes of brotherly kindness towards those of the
Original Yeshua Movement. Undoubtedly he has openly
done things that the Apostle is confident readers will see as
wholly inconsistent with love.

fWas this not the first and
Master not say Love one ano

This lack of love violates the first and most basic teaching of
The Master that we should love one another. How can any
person, group, or organization that excludes others or lifts
itself up as the sole chosen or right one be showing love?
This is inconsistent with the wishes of Yeshua that we live in
spiritual harmony and brotherhood. This is one of the great
tragedies of Orthodoxy. Are three billion plus believers in
Orthodox Abrahamic religions really okay with this?

The apostle also seems to ask how a man that cannot grasp
even the most basic teachings could possibly claim to have
received new and deep revelations.

ABrethren, you cannot si mpl
must test if they are of God. (1 John 4:1)

There are no spiritual grandchildren. We must each
individually decide what we believe. No more relying on the
mother bird to bring us back our 'nourishment’. Brethren, you
cannot simply believe everyone. Time to grow up. Time to
grow past indoctrination and into enlightenment.

ABut you must test i f they

Time to put what you believe to the test. Here is how you do
it according to the last apostle.

AEvery one that confesseth

mo st
ther -
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ar e «

t hat
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come in the flesh is of God. o

Here John really draws the line, referring back to his words

in his Gospel. There can be no more doubt. If you recall,

this language means that Yeshua came into the world as a
fulgrownman. The word he wused for Afl
Ahumano (G4561). 't i s al ways a
never to a baby, infant, or even small child. If John meant

'infant’ he would have used brephos (G1025). If he had

meant 'baby' he would have used nepios (G3516). If he had

meant 'young child' he would have used paidion (G3813).

John is conclusively teaching that Yeshua did not come

into this world as a baby but as a full grown man. John

says those that have realized that the baby Jesus Bethlehem
story is a |lie are nAof Godo.

And every one that confesseth not that that Yeshua is
come in the flesh is not of God. This is the spirit of
antichrist.o

John is both clear and emphatic here. Those that believe the
Bethlehem story are partaking of the spirit of antichrist. To
be more precise and accurate, it is actually those that
insist on the Bethlehem story that are of the spirit of
antichrist.

We have seen that Yeshua Himself taught that His human
body and nature and all that happened to them is irrelevant.
So is anything we believe about it. To insist upon it as a basis
for fellowship is characterized of the spirit of antichrist.

John is saying is that those that have realized the lie of the
baby Jesus of Bethlehem have discovered and are walking
in full truth. Those who have not realized this lie are still open
to the influence and control of the spirit of antichrist.

This is the key point here. We have seen, and will continue
to see, that the baby Jesus Bethlehem lie is the very
foundation of the message of antichrist that was used to
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co-opt the Yeshua Movement. By insisting upon belief and
conformity around the ET ridden and historical vacuous
Bethlehem story, Orthodoxy establishes the foundation for all
their evil liesd called evil by me here because John identifies
them as being of antichrist. Until a person frees their mind
of the Bethlehem lie they will still be subject to the spirit of
antichrist and its powers of deception. This is part of the final
message of the last apostle.

AThis is how we know we @&awe God
follow his original teachings. (1 John 5:2)

John makes it very clear here. The Bethlehem lie and all that
is built upon it was not part of the original teaching of Yeshua
to His apostles. Think about it. Why would Yeshua waste
time talking or teaching about subjects that He in His own
words said were worthless? He wouldn't. And He certainly
would not hijack the teachings of other religions and try to
smuggle them into the story of His own birth. We will see
further confirmation of this as we continue our study but we
can clearly see that from His own words and simple
deduction that the Bethlehem story was not a part of the
original teachings. As such, it is not followed by God's true
offspring referenced here by the apostle. They follow only
the original teachings, no additions.

AWe know the Son of the Divine
gave us this understanding face to face. Therefore,
bel oved children, @uu28-21y your sel\

The guarantee we have of knowing that we are following the
true teachings of Yeshua is to ensure that we hold to what
Yeshua taught His disciples while He was here on Earth face
to face with them in Jerusalem. We can trust the words
received by those that Yeshua personally showed the ways
of eternal life while He was here on Earth. The apostle says
to guard yourselves against anything and everything else.
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Teachings from Yeshua while He was here on Earth and
those consistent with them are not confined to the New
Testament. Truth is truth as long as it meets the criteria set
up in this final message of the last apostle.

2 John

Al rejoice great | wElechLadwrasthe ng t «

Elder and leader of a congregation wherein | find you
and your spiritual children walking in the true teachings
of the Father. o

John here makes certain we understand he is addressing
this epistle to a woman. He wants us to notice that he, an

Apostl e of the Loidal koaHeivaish er

to be sure we know she is the pastor of a local
congregation. He approves of a woman leading a church,
and this practice is consistent with the true teachings of the
Father. John approved of women in leadership and
ministry.

This is important for more than the obvious reason of equality.
The fact that John is pointing this out so markedly shows that
there was a spirit of error brewing, attempting to minimize the
role of females. The LORD has shown himself to be an
angry, dominant, jealous male entity. He seems to be
striving to make humanity forget the role of the Divine
Feminine. He seeks to bury forever the truth that our Gods
are both male and female and to eradicate the influence of
the Feminine to the greatest degree possible. No group that
opposes the full equality of women in participation and
leadership can claim to be in line with the original
teachings of Yeshua. Furthermore any group that ignores
or explains away the plain language of discrimination cannot
and should not be trusted.

~

AfFor there are no new teachi

ngs,
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and the love we are to have for one another. And of
course true love is walking in the teachings we have had
from the be@si5ning. o

AFor there are no new teachings,

The Apostle is certainly going out of his way to make sure we
get this. No doubt this is why he said that it would be plain
for all to see.

AAnd the | ove we aareottlberh.aove f or
Truth is characterized by love, inclusion and acceptance.

ove is wal

e e |
beginning. o

AfnAnd of cou u
fr

rs tr
have had om t he
And of course true love and true truth is walking in and only
in the original teachings.

Whoever this antichrist teacher is, he is telling people he has
new truth. It would also seem he is downgrading the role of
women in the Church. Again, John shows that this antichrist
is characterized by a lack of love, in addition to departing
from the original teachings.

AFor many deceivers have entere
confess not that Yeshua is come in the flesh. This is a
deceiver and an antichrist. Check yourselves, that you
be not led astray. They who transgress these teachings
have no part in God. Therefore, if anyone comes to you
bringing any doctrine other than the original teachings
we gave to you, receive him not, and do not give him

your bl essing. Do not be a par
(vs. 7)

i Wh o conf ess not t hat Y eleshh.u a h a
This is a deceiver and an anti clt
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John seems to be narrowing his focus here. He seems to be
drawing down on a particular deceiver, or at least a particular
system of deception. He is narrowing down on identifying
the originator of the Bethlehem lie and the web of deception
that accompanies it.

ARnThis Iis a deceiver and and

That is pretty clear language. The man and/or system is
antichrist. Period.

an (

ALook to yourselves that you | o0s

given unt(w8you. o

John does not want his readers to lose, or give up, the things
the apostles have given to us. This is obvious reference to
the teachings of the original message of Yeshua. He tells
them how to ensure this, and how we can also today.

A Wh o e vansgresseth, and abideth not in the doctrine
of Christ hag9not God. o

This has nothing to do with being a bad boy or girl, regardless
of what you have heard preached. This verse is not talking
about personal actions it is talking about beliefs and
teachings. Transgression is not abiding in the doctrine of
Yeshua. It is very simple and clear. One transgresses by
going outside of the original teachings of Yeshua. If we
simply hold to what He taught and the things consistent with
it we will continue to be in the ways of God. If we begin to
adopt things not in the original message we become
transgressors.

Al f anyone comes to you br
than the original teachings we gave to you, receive him
not @10)

i ngit
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Do not receive any person or organization that teaches
anything that can be proven to be other than the original
teachings given by Yeshua and His original 12 apostles.

ADo not receive him into your l

God speed. For he that biddeth him God speed is
partaker of hi(wlO-Elyi | deeds.

The hilarious thing is that the only time | have ever heard this
verse preached in Protestant churches is as a warning not to
talk to Jehovah's Witnesses or Mormons or let them in your
home! | think that might be straining the original context just
a tad; but what a great way to gloss over a most problematic
verse.

This is a tough teaching.
feel a |ittle sting here. o
hard on this error. | cannot give antichrist doctrine, teachings,
or organizations my blessing. | cannot and will not be a
partaker of their evil deeds. | encourage you to long ponder
this verse and its implications.

John has narrowed his focus and shown he has a particular
person, a particular deceiver and antichrist in mind. He
giving us a list of characteristics by which to identify him. He
also seems to allude to the rhetorical and persuasive skills of
this deceiver. So powerful are they that even an elect elder
is warned to guard against his evil deeds and not even to
give him her blessing. This could be a strong indicator that
this enemy is inspired and empowered by something beyond
mere human skill and power.

AThe children of thy el ect

John closes his epistle by emphatically reaffirming the Lady's
leadership status and confirming that there are in fact other
women in leadership that enjoy Apostolic authorization.
The assault on women in the Church and on the Sacred

0
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Feminine in general is strongly combated by the Apostle.

John chose to emphasize the prominent role of women in the
Apostolic Church for a good reason. This concept is violently
opposed by the alien agenda and those under its influence.

The role of the Sacred Feminine is prominent in the Bible. In
the beginning of the OId Testament, we have seen
conclusively from the scriptures that we were created by the
Elohimd a cooperative of male and female deities that
included Yeshua, as The Word. We were created male and
female in their image, after their likeness. That this simple
truth has so long evaded us is testament to the strength of
the alien propaganda machine.

In the beginning of the New Testament we again see the
prominent role of women. In addition to John's recognition

of the Elect Lady and other female Elders in the Church,
there i s Mary Magdal ene. She has
to the Apost | es oShatnaveldduwghuysshuane . (
as one of His followers and is named at least 12 times in the

New Testament, more than most of the Apostles (11) and

certainly far more than the Bethlehem story.

The Sacred Feminine is important because it is fundamental
in our growth and development as beings, on cosmic,
spiritual and physical levels. We are created in the image of
both the masculine and the feminine, with a perfect balance
of each. Simply stated, our masculine nature gives us our
abilities relating to strength, power, defense and taking
action, while our feminine nature supplies the caring,
creativity, compassion, nurturing and love.

Maintaining our created equilibrium is essential to our
highest development. Too heavy in the feminine and we
become weak, lack decisiveness and allow injustice to run
unchecked. Too heavy in the male and we become
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warmongering tyrants smashing everyone and everything in
our path. The Divine ideal is male and female manifesting
the best of each in perfect balance. Strength tempered with
caring, power with compassion, action with nurturing and
love.

From all available knowledge, it seems the LORD is an
exclusively male entity, knowing only domination, fear, power,
torture, control, manipulation, lies and enslavement. Is this
why he has fought so hard to banish the truth of our creation
in the image of the male and female Gods? Is this why he
has labored for 2,000 years to purge the New Testament
record of female leadership and influence? In so doing he
has created an Earth in his image. One populated by
unbalanced people willing to enforce a program of control
and domination, and those willing to be controlled and
dominated.

Mother Earth

Earth itself is also intimately involved in this situation. We
are all familiar with the concepts of 'Mother Earth' and
'‘Mother Nature'. This idea stems from the belief of virtually
every culture before the advent of monotheism that the
planet itself is a living, conscious being. This theory is more
than a spiritual one, having been dealt with academically by
James E. Lovelock in his books Gaiad A New Look at Life
on Earth and The Ages of Gaia: A Biography of Our Living
Earth. This concept of a living Earth is exclusively feminine.
John alluded earlier to the Organic Light, which embodies
this typology.

This preponderance of belief may go a long way in explaining
why male-dominated political and religious organizations
have taken the lead in disregarding, disrespecting and
destroying the planet. They are characterized by callous
indifference and disrespect for nature and are also against
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the nature-based sacred appointed festivals outlined at the
beginning of creation in Genesis 1:14. By visiting destruction
upon the planet, they are able to literally attack the Feminine
Goddess that they seek to eradicate. The Earth is not only
be our Mother metaphorically, but is also be a living, Divine
female consciousness.

Response, Not Reaction

A final word about the Divine Feminine before we move on.
That the planet is now suffering from massive energetic
imbalance is beyond question. This is due to the virtually
unchecked dominance of wildly unbalanced Masculine
energy. Notice | said unbalanced Masculine energy. There
is nothing wrong with Masculine energy. It is necessary.
Having it so wildly unbalanced with the almost complete
absence of the Feminine is the root of the problem. We must
be careful not to swing the pendulum too far back the other
way. In our efforts towards correction we must not jump from
Masculine frying pan into Feminine fire.

Balanced Masculine energy is essential! Decision making,
action, confidence, and the change-the-world attitude are
characteristic of the reasons why we need Masculine energy
to be alive and well. Control, domination, fear, and guilt are
characteristic of the unbalanced Masculine, and are reasons
why we need the Feminine energy alive and well. We are all
by now well acquainted with the terrible problems the 'dark’
side of the Masculine can and does bring.

There are also two sides to the Feminine, and we must be
ever mindful of this. We desperately need the creativity, love,
nurturing, communication, intuition, and empathy of
Feminine energy today! These are the only things that can
balance the extreme Masculine that is threatening us with
total destruction. However, it is vital that we do not give the
Feminine the same kind of unchecked power the Masculine
now enjoys. For we would not find the 'dark’ aspects of the
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Feminine any more pleasant. Covert manipulation,
scheming, and duplicity characteristic of extreme Feminine
energy is not what we need!

Our great need is not a balance of Masculine and Feminine!
No. What we cry out for is a balance of balanced Masculine
and Feminine. This must be kept in mind as we move
forward.

Keep off the Grass

Could this is also be the reason for the institution, and
rousing success of, one of the most effective campaigns of
subterfuge in human history?  Our ancestors walked
amongst nature. They spent the majority of their time
outdoors. They actually walked barefoot across the land. In
so doing they were able to regularly feel, understand and
enter into close communion with the Divine Earth. Such
communion with Nature led to respect, love and an attitude
of protection towards Her.

Is it more than coincidence that today we spend almost no
time amongst nature? We spend almost no time outdoors.
Even the most 'outdoorsy’ of us may spent parts of two days
out of seven outside. How often do we walk barefoot on the
Earth? The fact is that we are physically cut off from nature
as never before. | do not believe this is by accident.

As a result the idea of Mother Earth and Mother Nature have
been reduced to plastic bumper stickers and silly
commercials while we live in houses of synthetic materials,
strap shoes with rubber soles on our feet when we leave,
walk on concrete pathways to our automobiles to drive over
more concrete until we arrive at our work to walk yet another
concrete path into yet another artificial environment! We
almost never physically touch the Earth! No wonder we are
so spiritually out of touch with Her. No wonder we go about
our business all but ignoring the ecological disasters and
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arrogance being wrought upon our planet.

No wonder we are sick. No wonder we are obese. No
wonder we are stressed out. No wonder we are addicted to
pharmaceuticals. No wonder we are unhappy and lack a
sense of fulfillment in our lives. We have been systematically
cut off from our Mother. Is this all by design?

It's not nice to fool with Mother Nature.
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3 John

ATo my beloved Gaius, | rejoice
walk in the truth. There is no greater joy than to know

that your children continue in the teachings. We have all

heard how much love you show to strangers, this is to

your credit. | am writing to you about the one
empowered by Jupiter. o

The Apostle gives exceedingly direct information as to the
identity of the antichrist man.

A am writing to you about t h
Jupiter.o

The Apostle is writing to warn of one empowered by Jupiter.
The King James Version translates this verse;

Al wrote somet hing totreplhek,avhoc hur c
loves to be first among them, does not accept what we
say. o0

Al wrote something to the churcl

The word translated here shows that John was speaking of
his writings to the collective church at large (G1577).

Abut Diotrepheso

Having searched history and scripture for this name, | have
found that such a man is never shown to have existed. In
fact, noted Biblical scholar Raymond E. Brown admits:

ADi otrephes i s not a pafnicul
Introduction to the New Testament)

This is an understatement of epic proportions. In fact, in the
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Wikipedia entry for the name, the following is noted under
the heading 'Subsequent References' (of which it is notably
the only one):

Al n 1588 the Puritan John
dialogue with a haughty bishop named Diotrephes. Writing
anonymously, Udall claimed that his godly and witty
protagonist, Paul, was merely cautioning the English bishops
to be wary of false counselors, particularly the Catholics from
whom they had inherited the structure of English
ecclesiology. o

The only modern allusion to Diotrephes ties him to Paul.
How interesting. It seems that John was certainly writing in
a code of sorts, substituting a pseudonym so that his writing
would pass through Roman censorsd but not eyes that see
and ears that hear. This was no doubt a little trick he learned
from his old friend Dr. Luke. History is clear that Rome
monitored writings and speech of subjected peoples for what
it considered potentially seditious. History also shows they
were not slow to eliminate that wish they disliked.

It would seem obvious that the false doctrine being spread
was somehow connected to a Roman source that neither

apostle was comfortable confronting openly. This is why
John and Luke before him employed veiled language.

AWho | oves to be first amon
Als desirous of the preemin
Here we see John referencing this man's desire to be

prominent and in authority. He will mention this again in the
next verse, telling us antichrist would be like this.

ADoes not accept what we sa

Udal

ence

y O
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AAccept them as true or wel come

(G1926).

This man does not accept the apostles and their teachings
as the true ways of Yeshua. This was also shown as a
characteristic of antichrist.

Even the most ardent of Biblical scholars and apologists are
forced to admit that this man Diotrephes likely never existed
and is used as a pseudonym to represent an idea. With that,
| wholeheartedly concur. This is why | have rendered this
passage in its original Greek without the English translation.
Only in that way do we get the true intention of the Apostle
without the hermeneutic mechanization.

St

I am writing to you about
upiter. o

[

AOne nourished or empower edo

Here is another, even more emphatic example of John
writing in language designed to bypass Roman censors.

t h

What does John mean by AJupiter

Jupiter was the chief god of the Romans. Clearly John was
telling us that the antichrist man was a Roman citizen acting
under the authorization of the Empire. On a deeper level
Jupiter, in the Bacchic and Dionysian rites, was seen as the
Demiurge of the Universe. The LORD is identified as the
same in the Gnostic tradition! Thus we have this antichrist
man moving in the combined dark and destructive
powers of the LORD, Marduk, Zu, and the Demiurged the
rogues gallery of spirituality!

AThat one fond of being the

In addition to being a Roman with all the authority of the
Empire, he is known for his arrogance, or being fond of

f or ¢
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being the foremost. It also seems that he wanted the same
prominence he enjoyed in Roman circles to be granted to
him in apostolic ones.

A...that rejects the Apostl eso.

This shows that the Apostles declined to give him this
prominence and, as a result, this antichrist has rejected
them in a public manner clearly known and observable to
his readers.

AHe i s gossiping against us witdl

This man was also publicly speaking out against the Apostles
in writing. He wrote prolifically enough to have his writings
easily recognized, known and understood by people of faith.

AHe refuses the Apostl es. O

He publicly resisted and shunned Apostolic guidance in word
and in deed.

AHe casts out ofnthobeeahatfollovgoue gat i
way. o0

This man casts out of the congregation those that follow the

way of the Apostles. Noted Biblical scholar Joseph Henry

Thayer says in Thayer's Bible Dictionary that this passage

actually carries the meaningi To c a s teootuasenddr i v
out with not i dms anotithrisvphysitadyracde 0 .
violently casts people out of their congregations.

John has identified antichrist as a Roman citizen that
violently opposes believers and casts them out of their
congregations!
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The Gospel of John

AThe one that does not enter th
comes, but sneaks in some other way, that man is athief
and a r @bhbh By . 0

These are the words of Yeshua. He warns that one is coming

that wil|l not come.i n Tthhrso Wl rit
Himself, and by implication, His Apostles and the message

He gave them. Yeshua foretells that someone will try to

sneak in some other way. He will not have been of the

Twelve and will not follow their teachings. Yeshua calls this

man a thief and a liar.

AThe one who comes in through
shepherd. His voice the sheep hear, and his voice the

sheep follow. Let the sheep flee from the voice of any
strang ¢s. 3-9)

Yeshua encourages believers to run away from the teachings
of any stranger, one not of the Apostles and not teaching
their message. This echoes John's exhortation that
believers continually listen to the Comforter for advice and
leading into pure truth and away from error. |1 would also add
that it is essential to listen to truth so that you will be able to
distinguish the voice of error. Hear an error repeated enough
and it can begin to sound like truth. This could also qualify
prophecy for itis predictive of the great retreat into paganism
that lasted until the rise of Constantine in 300 AD.

Al am t h@s.§oor . o

Yeshua emphatically identifies Himself as the door.

y that come with other voice
bers. o
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Any other teachers with any other doctrines are thieves and
robbers.

AThe thief wi || C 0 me only

sacrificing, af(s8destroying.

Here Yeshua gives specific identifying characteristics of the
man.

ASteal i ngo

This man and the spirit that drives him will manifest an undue
and unhealthy focus on financial matters. It is likely this man
will have been accused of financial impropriety. Itis also a
tell-tale sign characteristic of any antichrist person or
organization. When money becomes the main thing we can
be sure we are not dealing with the real thing.

ASacrificingo

He will also be tied to and be a staunch supporter of blood
sacrifice and blood rituals. This is a clear rejection of the
teaching of Yeshua that both have been done away through
repentance and water baptism. These words are from Mark,
chapter 1.

sm of repentance for t

It is clear that John the Baptist, the forerunner of Yeshua,
preached water baptism for the remission of sins. The word
transl ated Aremi ssiono i s

hn did baptize in the wi
ti

pardon, freedom fromo (G859).

now forgiven not by blood sacrifice or the identification with
such, but through repentance and baptism.

fiYeshua c ame fth ofmGalNea,z amd aevas
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baptized of John in Jordan. o

Yeshua made a point to submit Himself to this baptism to
show an endorsement that cannot be mistaken. He then
went on to make the preaching of baptism for remission of
sins one of the cornerstones of His message.

Yeshua made His position on the matter even more clear just
a few days after His baptism when He personally marched
into the Temple and stopped the sacrifice during Passover!
This dramatic example shows the true meaning of His words.

A And JewsePassover was at hand, and Yeshua went
up to Jerusalem And found in the temple those that sold
oxen and sheep and doves, and the changers of money
sitting: And when he had made a scourge of small cords,
he drove them all out of the temple, and the sheep, and
the oxen; and poured out the changers' money, and
overthrew t h(Jhntchagier 2 s 0

AAnd the Jews' Passover was at
up to Jerusal emo

First of all understand that this was in Jerusalem during
Passover. This was one of the times all Jews were required
to come to the city. There were over 1 million people in
Jerusalem for this Festival. Yeshua could not have had a
larger audience. This was deliberate.

AAnd found in the temple those t
and doveso

This is why He went there when He did. Passover was the
very epicenter of the culture of blood sacrifice. He went in
knowing that there were going to be more sacrificial animals
in the Temple than at any other time of the year.

AANnd when made alsauarge of small cords, he
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drove them all out of the temple, and the sheep, and the
oxeno

Yeshua physically and rather violently ran all the animal
keepers out of the Temple and freed every single animal. In
this He graphically followed up His words about ending
sacrifice by freeing all the sacrificial animals, stopping the
Passover sacrifice! Notice from the text that this was the
main reason for the action taken. The money changers were
secondary in this teaching. This gives full context to the
description by Yeshua of this antichrist as one that steals,
kills and sacrifices. He not only supports blood sacrifice but
uses it to make merchandise of the faithful. Those
witnessing his teachings on baptism and his actions in the
Temple during Passover would have understood this fully.

5t

The wolf is coming that wildl S
he shedvepmp2) O

—+

Yes hua i denti fi es antichri st as
Ascattero the sheep.

Scattero

1

ATo scatter, di ¢Gd@b0)aad pudb sBoafl
those who, routed or terror stricken or driven by some other
i mpul ses, f Il y (ThayeesBidble Rictichary).e ct i o

Yeshua pointed directly at a man that would scatter, chase
out and rout believers through terror. This is exactly the
same language that John used earlier to tell us antichrist will
do violence to believers and cast them out of their
congregations.
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A Word on Repentance

AJohn did baptize in the wilde
baptism of repentance forther e mi ssi on of sins
(Mark 1:4)

Baptism in water is something we are familiar with. The
same is not true with Arepentanc

ARepentanceo
M change of mind, ch®3Bgleg in the

Just what is this change of mind and change in the inner
person? A look at the accompanying concept of 'sin' is
helpful. This is another religious word we really don't have
an accurate understanding of.

ASino
AMIi ssing the mar (K266,bIELPS)g of f t al

Sin is missing the mark or not being on target. The picture
here is of an archer shooting arrows. The archer is missing
the mark of the bulls-eye. He or she is off target.
Repentance means changing our mind and inner person.
Put the two together and you have:

AChanging our mindshichard mgssingher p
t he mark or have gotten off tarq

What then is this 'sin' and what is meant by changing our
minds? Our concept of sin is thoroughly flawed. It has little
to do with outward actions. The Gospel of Mary records
Yeshua assaying,iThe i s no suchltigali ng
about what is on the inside, deep within our person, or soul.
Repenting is not about trying to reform our actions, it is
about getting our inner self back on target. What we
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really seek is inward transformation more than outward
reform. Religion has it exactly backwards.

Al most | ost in the definition of
or share ino. A part or share |
and understand that we are energetic beings. We are

grasping the concept that we are not bodies with souls but

are truly souls, spirits, or energetic beings that are operating

physical bodies currently. As energetic beings, we cannot

help but experience some energetic transfer from other

beings. Especially our parents. This is the key to
understanding both sin and repentance.

We receive from our parents and other people with whom we
have close relationships energetic transfer of varying
degrees. ltis this energetic transfer from other people which
gets us off target, off course in the inner person. Sin is
nothing more than energetic transfer. Realizing and
repenting is actually understanding that energetic transfer
from others has caused us to get off target and then
cognitively purging ourselves of it. Parents, siblings,
spouses and sexual partners are primary sources of
energetic transfer. It is my personal belief from experience
as a spiritual worker that our past lives can also be a source.
We obviously cannot choose our parents, siblings or past
lives, but we can employ energetic screening and protection
when we choose sexual partners, spouses and others we
enter into close relationships with. The energies of birds of
a feather will always flock together, and if you lay down with
energetic dogs you will get up with energetic fleas.

The archer analogy brings it all together beautifully. We 'sin’
when we miss the mark; when our arrows do not hit the bulls-
eye. We do not hit the bulls-eye because we need to change
our minds or inner persons due to energetic transfer. If you
have ever shot an arrow with a bow or even watched
someone do it, you know how important balance is to a good
shot. An archer will always miss the mark if they are off
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balance. Energetic transfer gets us off balance; it upsets the
perfect harmony of masculine and feminine energy in us. We
simply need to cleanse our energetic self of unbalanced
energies and we will then be able to hit our target every time
from this new place of balance.

When Yeshua calls us to repent and be baptized for
remission of sin, He is encouraging us to cleanse
ourselves energetically from the transfer of others
and/or other lives so that we can get our true, inner
selves back in divine energetic balance so all our arrows
will be back on target. Baptism, with its imagery of flowing
waters, gives us a beautiful physical representation of what
we must do internallyd let the flowing waters of the Spirit
wash away the energy that is getting us off course.

This is yet another way religion and the Alien agenda deceive
us. This is another tool to keep us trapped, this time in an
endless cycle of deeds and forgiveness, ignorant of the true
nature of the concept and the ultimate freedom it brings.
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ldentifying an Antichrist

This chapter is not entitled Identifying the Antichrist. This is
a conscious effort to be consistent with the language the
Apostle John uses in his writings.  His statements are
lacking what is known in the Greek as the definite article.
This means that the antichrist he is talking about is one that
opposes the work of Christ, not some end-time, super-
human, spawn of Satan bogey man. That concept is a false
creation dreamed up in the minds of Hollywood and fear-
based religion designed to breed a steady supply of fear,
worry and dread. We have seen the true Christ is much more
a message than a man, so too is true concept of antichrist.
It more about an antichrist message than about a
particular antichrist man.

Antichrist in History

The idea of The Antichrist, a single man of sin, dates back
only to the 1500's. It was then that Jesuit Priest Francisco
Ribera first introduced what is known as the Futurist school
of interpreting the Book of Revelation. He did so in order to
combat the ubiquitous belief that the Roman Church was
the seat of the Antichrist. (12) Many do not realize that this
belief was publicly embraced by Martin Luther and was as
much a part of the Protestant Reformation as was
justification by faith. Reformers and Protestants believed
and preached this up to the time of Father Ribera.

| can't help but find it funny when | see and hear all these
self-professed Protestant prophets going on and on about
who the Antichrist will be, in perfect obedience to a Jesuit
priest! | also find it humorous to hear all the conservative
Evangelicals preaching The Rapture, a doctrine also started
by Father Ribera, and given modern popularity through a
Pentecostal message in tongues delivered by a woman.
More on that later.
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That being said, John did want us to know the identity of this
first antichrist. He serves as a convenient reference point
from which to mark the false teaching and attitudes that are
hallmarks of every antichrist person, entity, organization or
Movement.

All that remains for us to make a positive identification of
John's antichrist is to compare the characteristics he has
given us to known individuals in the apostolic era, looking for
one that fits. The person must fit all the characteristics in
order to make a positive identification possible.

The Apostle has made it simple by providing not only the
identifying characteristics, but also clear comparison and
contrasting information. We will start with John's first epistle
and stitch all his teaching together until the identity of this
Antichrist makes itself unmistakably known.

AThe truth we bring to you
have heard with our own ears and seen with our own
eyes, for we actually physically touched and embraced
the Word of Life. For he appeared to us physically and
we are testifying of first-hand experience of what was
shown and taught to us. That which we ourselves have
seen, heard, and handled we report to you that you
might share in the reality of this revelation, and that your
joy might be full(@Jamd abund

The Apostle John asserts that the truth he and the other
Apostles taught was the original one. Their knowledge was
first hand, first person, straight from the Master Himself, from
His lips to their ears. We have previously broken this verse
down word by word.

He is clearly contrasting the teachings from a person that did
not experience living and working with Yeshua while He was
here in the flesh. This calls to mind Acts 1:21, 22:

ant o.
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ATherefore it I s necessary to cbh
have been with us the whole time Yeshua was living
among us, beginning from Johnos

when He departed from us. For one of these must
become a witness with us of his

ATherefore it is necessaryo

It is necessary, required. These qualifications are not
optional. One was required to have been a student of the
living Yeshua in order to be considered for Apostleship. John
states that the experience of this man is therefore second
hand at best and sadly lacking.

NTo choose one of etbker withaamthewvh o h
whol e time the Yeshua was | i vVving

The only qualified applicants for apostleship were those men

that had been fAphysically asseml
the Apostles the entire time Yeshua was living among them.

A man must have been with them and the living Yeshua for

His entire earthly ministry.

nFor one of t hese must become a

AOnl yo a man that meets these qu
eye witnesso (G3144). It had t
were present there. You simply had to be an eyewitness of

the living Yeshua to have been an Apostle.

Al't I s required that one must ha
together with us the entire time Yeshua was living among us.
For only an eye witness with wus

Notet hat it was only fAoneo that w;
them. There were only 12 original apostles, not 13. It was a
divinely sealed number, so it seems. It is interesting to note
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that the research of Sitchen has noted that in the
pantheons of old, the number of gods was also strictly
set at 12.

AAnd this Iis how we know we
his teachings. The one that claims to know him and
does not walk in these teachings is a liar, and the truth
is not in him. But whomever keeps these teachings
finds the fullness of them being perfected in him and
feels the embracglloin239 e Di

John tells us the person in question does not walk in
accordance with original apostolic teaching. He claims to
know Yeshua but does not follow the teachings of His
Apostles.

With the statements #dAis a |
John tells us he has a particular person in mind.

f ol

Vineocd

i ar o

nBrethren, t her e ar e no new teeé

aside from those He showed us in the beginning. Dear
ones, our sons and daughters in the Truth, Yeshua told
us antichrists would come,
(1 John 2:7,18)

Evidently this person is making the assertion that he has
received new teachings. It seems that John is also inferring
that the man claims these new teachings come from
Yeshuad and yet are not consistent with the ones He gave
to them. He reminds us that Yeshua Himself warned that this
man would come, and that he would be an antichrist. The
Apostle is not surprised at this man's arrival. Where did
Yeshua talk about the coming of antichrists or false apostles?
Is there a passage where He addressed this directly?

and

I

ABeware of false propheshegp'swhi ch



159

clothing, but i nwardly they a

(Matthew 7:15)

Not only does this passage contain direct warning from
Yeshua that false prophets would indeed come, it also lends
credence to John's assertion that the man would claim to
know God and yet be an imposter.

Yeshua gives more identifying characteristics when he tells
us that this wolf in sheep's clothing will also make a claim to
have:

Aprophesi ed i nMatthew7:22)a me 0

In other words, he actually would preach in the name of
Yeshua, or claim to preach in His authority. That is what the
word 'prophesied' here means. This may seem confounding
at first. How could someone preach in the name and/or
authority of Yeshua and still be an antichrist? It is very
healthy to ask such questions. They drive us to look for
better explanations. Yeshua offered one just a few verses
later.

AMany will say to me, Lord,
name? In your name have we not cast out devils? Have
we not also done many wonderful works? And | will
profess to them, | never knew you. Depart from me ye
t hat wor k ive.R2p8)i ty. o

This explanation is also profoundly prophetic in nature. First
Yeshua shows a system; aBang
We, and Them; that will be preaching in His name or claiming
His authority. Next He shows that this system will also
actually cast out devils using His name. Finally He shows
how this system will do many great A wo r ks o in His
name. Yet despite all this, Yeshua shows that He has no part
in their works and will have nothing to do with them,
identifying them as workers of iniquity.

vi der

har it
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Keeping in mind our context, what system that was beginning
in the days of Yeshua and is still prominent today can be said
to be doing these things? Pauline Christianity in both its
Catholic and Protestant manifestations fits this description
perfectly.

You cannot surf through television channels or scroll across
the radio dial without hearing a Catholic or Protestant voice
preaching in the name of Jesus. How well known are the
Catholic exorcists? The Pentecostal casters out of demons?
And how well known the gross iniquity of both? Pedophilia,
perversion, immorality, financial scandal and hypocrisy are
replete with in both camps!

Many times | am asked how a particular church, ministry or
preacher can be wrong when they are preaching in the name
of Jesus. As we continue to study, what Yeshua is speaking
of here will become abundantly clear. He is not the Jesus

they speak of. B yH eH i nse weerr yk noewmn

and, by implication, they never knew Him!

This man, and the system he represents, will have the ability
to cast out evil spirits, and will publicly employ the name of
Jesus when doing so. A wolf in sheep's clothing indeed.
Even an antichrist in sheep's clothing.

So is every Catholic bad? Is every Protestant wrong?
Certainly not. Yeshua, and we, are talking about a religious
system that is an antichrist wolf, working iniquity, employing
a covering sheep's clothing woven of apparent good works.
The system is corrupt. The system created and is
dedicated to another Jesus. Yet, within the system are
people. And even in the midst of the Antichrist System some
do seek, some do find, the true Christ. Even in the pack of
wolves we can find a true servant of God. Sometimes all
people know is what they know. One can only walk in the
light he or she has received, untii more is shown or

t
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discovered. | personally do not understand how a person,
once availed of knowledge such as contained in this book,
can long remain in such a corrupt and brutal system. Absent
a direct and special calling, | do not see how anyone can not
respond to greater light being shone upon them. This is why
| do what | do.

One of my dear friends, Dr. Andy Toltec, is fond of trying to
convince me that the Pauline system has actually been used
by the Divine over the ages as somewhat of a protecting
agent. He asserts that the Roman system has been
instrumental in the Universal plan of spiritual development of
the human race. Of course | always point out that it has been
of little help to the cultures it has destroyed and the millions
it has butchered, and has done no favors to anyone in the
gross superstition and environmental destruction it has
fostered and spread.

However, the man does make a few interesting points. Even
| cannot argue that Paulianity has been instrumental in the
preservation of the Biblical writings. Without the Roman
Church all scripture would likely have been destroyed long
ago. Of course they have distorted and perverted it greatly
along the way, but at least we have something left. Without
them we would likely have been left with nothing. And,
despite my many criticisms of the New Testament,
bastardized as it is, it does remain a profitable study to
seekers of Truth. 1 also find it delicious (and perhaps divine)
irony that the Roman System has gone out of its way to
preserve what will ultimately be its undoing, for the beast has
left just enough truth to allow for it to ultimately be identified;
thanks in no small part to the linguistic legerdemain of Luke,
John, and others.

Dr. Toltec also asserts that the guilt, fear, and control
exercised over humanity by the Roman system has been
used to our benefit by the Divine. Like Joseph of old, he
insists that at least part of what they meant for evil has been
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used for our good. He believes at the rise of the Roman
Church and for all of its existence up to the very recent past,
mankind has been too spiritually fragile and ill-equipped to
venture out of this physical realm and into the Astral. Only
now are we at the point where we have learned and
developed enough to be able to learn to navigate into this
other dimension of spiritual realization. He sees the Roman
Church as having protected us from a far worse fate than we
would have met had we gone on unprepared. The temporal
suffering mankind has suffered is preferred to the potential
suffering our eternal natures would have endured is the gist
of his argument as | understand it. While | respect his opinion
on this, | am forced to disagree with him.

Of course his conviction is based on a few assumptions that
cannot be fully substantiated, nevertheless | felt it worth
mentioning in the spirit of full disclosure and complete and
open discussion. That being said, whatever we believe of
the Roman system, we cannot preclude the potential
presence of some good people within it truly seeking to honor
the Divine. And we cannot stop trying to do all we can to
bring them more light!

Some have suggested that the Sacred Feminine has been
kept alive in Mother Mary, the local gods have been
preserved in the several saints, and the great old festivals
remain as the root of the modern holy days. With all due
respect, these things were not added or allowed to help
preserve anything! These were allowed only due to political
expediency. They kill the old ways and lose them in the new
while creating false loyalties and reasons for adhering to the
new gods, which are nothing like the old ones and would only
see them destroyed. These allowances are but the gelding
of the cage humanity has been forced into. If there is any
virtue in the Roman Catholic and Roman Protestant systems,
it is only in the hearts of pure individuals within themd that
and the uses Dr. Toltec points out, which Paulianity provided
only in spite of itself.
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ABrethren, there are no new tesé
aside from those he showed us in the beginning. Dear
ones, our sons and daughters in the Truth, Yeshua told
us antichrists would come, and 1

John reminds us of the basic facts again. There are no new
teachings. The gospel taught to them by Yeshua is the
gospel. Any more from any one is false. Itis justthat simple.
They knew this antichrist would come because Yeshua told
them he would. He told them he would be a wolf in sheep's
clothing, preaching, teaching and working miracles in His
name. Having been warned, it should not come to us as any
surprise.

AHe went out from us, but was ne
been of us he would have remained true to our teaching,

but he has not, and it is now plain for all to see that he

never was o0 rfleJoho2:19u s o .

The man refused to be numbered with the Apostles and went

out on his own, because, as John makes clear, he never

really was meant to be one of the true apostles at all. |

cannot help but see the seed of possibility that true fellowship

was within thi sifhenbhad 'been @f uahep .
woul d have remained tscieanmsoub our
to me that the apostles did indeed extend him a true
opportunity to prove his worthiness. A Bu't he has n
signals the sad end of John's hopes for this man.

| believe this is the death of hopes first held by Yeshua
Himself.

AYeshua said to him, If you wil!/
that you have and give it to the poor. You will have
treasure in heaven; and then come and follow me. But

when the young man heard that, he went away sorrowful,

for he had great(Maitliew 20 ssi ons. 0
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| believe that this man, he that would eventually prove to be
the first antichrist, may have indeed been offered a place of
true apostleship! The Rich Young Ruler is the same man
John is talking about. He was also called on another
occasion The Lawyer. Both of these identifiers go a long way
to discerning his true identity by the way. At any rate, at the
time these words were spoken by Yeshua, He had already
chosen His twelve apostles. But He knew that one was going
to fall. Was Yeshua offering this man the place that would
one day fall to Matthias? | think the possibility looms large
(See Apostle Paul Antichrist).

In fact that possibility may well have been one of the great
motivators for him to have continually made the false claim
to apostleship. But it is impossible because he does not
meet even the most basic requirements for apostleship.
Additionally, his public actions demonstrate clearly for all to
see that he departs from apostolic teaching and was never
sanctioned by the Twelve.

AYou know full we l | t hat
teachings of Yeshuais an antichrist. Therefore, hold on
to the original teachings, that which we told you from the
beginning. For if these truths remain in you, you shall
remain in the Father and the Father shall remain in you.
And this is the promise of eternal | i f e 0.

(1 John 2:22-25)

This man is denying the original teachings of Christ. He is
opposing them. This is the very definition of an antichrist.

AFor the anointing you rece
that you do not have to run after the teachings of a mere
man. The Comforter teaches you truth and identifies lies
so that you can continue to abide. Do not let any man
lead you astray, dear children. Whoever follows not the

anyo

i ved
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ri ghteous teachings@Jm227pt of G

John reminds us not to stray from original Apostolic teaching
direct from the mouth of Yeshua
mer e mano. John also |l ets wus |
handd following this new teaching will lead you away from

God.

~

A. .. You ey dolnotslkeow lovenhfor the brethren.
Was this not the first and most basic teaching? Did The
Master not say fALovJieJohon&8H) anot het

He does not show love for the brethren. This seems to

include not only the Apostles but believers in general. One

can al most hear the Apostle's f
not the first and most basic teaching? Did The Master not

say ALove one another?o0

ABret hren, you <cannot simply b
must test if they are of God. Here is how you know.
Every one that teaches Jes(s i s
John 4:1, 2)

If you have been made aware of the Bethlehem lie, you are
of God.

A Tis is how we know we are God's true offspringd we
follow his original teachings. We know we love God
becausewe keep hi s t(kJamb2ngso.

AThis is how we become the true

This is much more than some religious or legalistic litmus test
for authenticity! We know that we will get back to the
Kingdom by following the teachings of Yeshua, who came
fromthe Kingdom. i We know we are accepte
we keep t he Yeshmasbdwedrhg way ldack to the
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Father and we find it by following his ways and truths to full
life.

AFor we ourselves know t btameé. t he
For He Himself gave us this understanding face to face.

That is how we know what we know and how we know it

is true. We received the words of truth from the very Son

of the Divine, and he showed us the way to eternal life.
Therefore, beloved child r e n guard yo@@rsel v
John 5:20, 21)

The doctrine John preaches was given to the Apostles
directly from Yeshua face to face during his time with them.
It is the legitimate, true, and original gospel. Any teaching
that comes from any other source is not reliable and we are
encouraged to guard ourselves against itd not out of
legalistic righteousness but out of making sure we follow the
right path. Anything else is like a bad road map and will lead
us somewhere other than where we want to go.
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2 John

Al rejoice greatly in writing t
Elder and leader of a congregation wherein | find you

and your spiritual children walking in the true teachings

of the RKat)her o.

John goes out of his way to identify a woman as an elect,
called-out one, and makes certain we understand that this
woman i s an AEl dero, the | eader
she is doing a fine job. Why would the Apostle go out of his

way to make such an emphatic point? Because the
antichrist in question is against women in the ministry,

and quite possibly has a low opinion of women in
general.

AYou know the deceiver has enter
deceiver is an antichrist. Check yourselves, that you be

not led astray. They who transgress these teachings

have no part in God. Therefore, if anyone comes to you

bringing any doctrine other than the original teachings

we gave to you, receive him not, and do not give him

your bl essing. Do not be a par
(vs. 7-11)

This deceiver is an antichrist. He has no part in God. He is
trying to lead people astray. His deeds are evil.

AThe other elect | ady alvsd3) send:
Multiple women held positions of leadership in the apostolic

church. This statement lets us know the antichrist opposes
women in leadership.



168

3 John

A am writing to you about t h
Jupi t 8dabhnvs.9)

This is perhaps the most telling characteristic so far, the one

that will help us nail down the identity of this antichrist beyond
reasonable doubt. Our earlier statements and research
conclusions are worthy of repeating. This is an absolutely

crucial point of the Apostle's great revelation.

The English translation of this passage states i | am wr it

to you about HBving searehpdnhestory and
scripture for this name | found that such a man is not shown
to have existed. Even noted Biblical scholar Raymond E.
Brown (who would most likely not agree with my conclusion)

a d mi t s Didtréphets is nofia particularly commo n name 0

(12) In fact, in the Wikipedia entry for the name the following
is noted under the heading 'Subsequent References' (of
which it is notably the only one):

Al n 1588 the Puritan John
dialogue with a haughty bishop named Diotrephes. Writing
anonymously, Udall claimed that his godly and witty
protagonist, Paul, was merely cautioning the English bishops
to be wary of false counselors, particularly the Catholics from
whom they had inherited the structure of English
ecclesiology. 0

Even the most ardent of Biblical scholars and apologists
admit Diotrephes likely never existed and is used as a
pseudonym to represent an idea. With that, | wholeheartedly
concur.

AThat one fond of being the

This man is arrogant and loves acclaim. This is the direct

Udal

f or ¢
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opposite of the personality of Yeshua. The Christ was
humble and sought not the acclaim of men, in fact, He often
rejected it. It is quite likely that He refused to be made a
literal king. That the attitude of the antichrist is diametrically
opposed should be both expected and confirmatory.

~

A...that rejects the Apost|

The identity of this man is being narrowed dramatically. He
has publicly rebuked the Apostles, likely on more than one
occasion. This has likely been done to individual apostles as
well as them all collectively.

AHe i s gossiping against (s
10)

The man is publishing writings against the Apostles. Imagine
itt  Actively publishing writings against the apostles
themselves while they still live and breathe? How many men
could have been doing that in the first century?

AHe refuses the Apostl eso.

The man has refused specific apostolic requests and
directions to him on multiple occasions.

AHe cast s o©oagregaiibn thokeethat follow our
wayo.

Here the Apostle here gives the final, chilling identifier. This
antichri st i s renown as a
congregation those that f ol
the Apostles. Remember, noted Biblical scholar Joseph
Henry Thayer said that this passage actually carries the

€es.

W i

ma

meaningofi To cast out, drive out,

vi ol enceo.

This antichristis a man that violently casts people out of

n

t
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their congregations in perfect fulfillment of the
predictions of Yeshua. This man launches a program of
terrorism and violence against believers. His identity is
all but sealed.

AThe one that does not enter th
comes to the sheep, but sneaks in some other way, that
man is athiefand a r o @dhe 104).

Yeshua shows that this man will not come into the Church
through the proper channels of apostolic authority but will
rather try to sneak in some other way. He identifies him as a
thief and a robber. The literal nature of the fulfillment of these
predictions is almost staggering, as we shall see.

Al am t heJokhd@9 o .

This man did not go through the door of the original teachings
of Yeshua or the authority of the Apostles He sanctioned. He
sought to create another entry. This alone convicts him of
being a false teacher and antichrist.

AAny t hat come with other wvoice
r ob b e @ahrnl0:8)

That fact clearly identifies him as a thief and a robber.

AThe t hief wi || C 0 me dealing, s o
sacrificing, an(dohndeX} royi ngo.

This man is tied to, and continues to promote, the old
sacrificial system and its rituals while ignoring the new way
of the baptism of repentance for the forgiveness of sins
instituted by Yeshua.

AThe wolf is coming that wil!/l S
t he s h e(épnd0:12)
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Yeshua calls this man a wolf that will violently cast out
believers with acts of terror. We look for one that actively
and publicly terrorized believers, visiting violence upon them
and casting them out of homes and churches. He literally
scattered them from places of safety and refuge into flight for
their lives.

Now it is time to put all these characteristics together so we
can identify an antichrist.
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Antichrist Unveiled

Only one man of the apostolic era fits all the characteristics
listed by the Apostle John. He does so with accuracy so
amazing that there can be no doubt as to his identity.

Many may still be thinking of antichrist as a future person that
will usher in the last days. Again, that concept is largely part
of the alien deception agenda and is geared to stoke up as
much fear, speculation, and dread as possible. Even if there
is a future antichrist, the Apostle John himself, in his last
writings to the Churchd the very last words of the apostolic
era, chose to make the revelation of this antichrist his final
words. We are then, at least, looking at the first antichrist.

And what more fitting subject could there have been for the
final message of the last apostle? What better to convey
than the identity of the man that led the charge to defeat all
that Yeshua and His Apostles stood for? What more could
the old Apostle have hoped for than to be able to stand as
Samuel of old and declare:

Thou art the man! (2 Samuel 12:7)

There is only one man of the apostolic era that:

-Was not an Apostle but consistently claimed to be

-Did not meet the apostolic criteria

-Did not walk in accordance with original apostolic teaching

-Claimed to know Yeshua

-Did not enter through the door of Yeshua and the teachings

He gave to His Apostles.

-Claimed to have new revelation

-Came teaching with fAanother voli
that of Yeshua and the Apostles

-Was deeply involved in continuing the sacrificial system and
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its symbolism, disregarding the new teaching of forgiveness
via water baptism introduced by John the Baptist and Yeshua
-Was identified by Yeshua as a wolf

-Was identified by Yeshua as a wolf in sheep's clothing
-Preached in the name of Yeshua

-Cast out demons in the name of Yeshua

-Did miracles in the name of Yeshua

-Was consistently branded a liar

-Spent time with the Apostles in Jerusalem and then left them
-Equated his teachings with that of the Apostles and even
claimed his held more authority

-Consistently displayed conduct inconsistent with love for the
Apostles

-Held women in low regard generally

-Opposed women in leadership

-Tried to recruit believers away from the Apostle's original
teachings to his doctrines

-Was a Roman citizen

-Received authority and support from Rome and its
subordinates

-Was arrogant and loved acclaim

-Publicly rejected the Apostles

-Wrote against the Apostles

-Refused to obey the Apostles

-Cast believers out violently and with force

-Did violence to believers

-Had a direct experience with a force Yeshua identified as
Satan

-Was widely and publicly known to have done all this

Let's look at each one of these identifying characteristics
individually and break it down.

Was not an Apostle but consistently claimed to be
despite not meeting the criteria.

There is a man mentioned directly by name some 177 times
in the New Testament. He calls himself an apostle 13 times.
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No one else ever called him an apostle. Though he may
have been offered a place of potential apostleship by Yeshua
Himself, he refused it; and his subsequent life and behavior
indicated clearly he did not meet the apostolic requirements
as outline in Acts chapter one.

-He was not with the Twelve i a | | the time Yesh
and out theno ndadt he had this opportunity and
rejected it.

-He was not with the Twelve, again by his own refusal,
ABeginning from the baptism of
day that he was taken up.o

-He thus failed the test thatonei must one be orda
beawitnesswithusof hi s r e s(arperhapsmoreo n o
textually accurate, his departure)

There was in fact one ordained to take the apostolic office of
Judas Iscariot. His name was Mathias. He was the last of
the apostles of Yeshua. With him the role was sealed and
will never be added to. The twelve names to be written on
the foundations of the New Jerusalem ended with Mathias.

It is my belief that to be consistent with all the revelation in
John's writings that the word 'resurrection’ should actually be
‘assumption’ or ‘departure’. We have seen and will continue
to see that being with Yeshua until the time He left them in a
supernatural event is actually what is in view here.

Even though this man claimed a few seconds of vision from

a being he identified as a resurrected Yeshua, he certainly

was not an fAordained witnesso Wwi
that signaled the end of the ministry of Yeshua and His
departure from them. The description in Acts clearly shows

that one must have been with them from their first day with

Yeshua to their last to qualify as an apostle.

-In spite of all this he continued to portray and defend himself
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as an apostle. He wrote:
AAm | not an apostl e?bd0

The very fact of his asking this question betrays the fact that
the Apostles were teaching that he was not one of their
number. Simply put, me thinks he doth protest too much.

He asked:
MHave I not seen Yeshua ?0

This claim complicates things a bitd and intentionally so from
the view of this man. Yes, he had literally seen Yeshua. |
believe he had at least two public altercations with Him. One
was as the Rich Young Ruler (Matt. 19), the other as The
Lawyer (Luke 10).

So he had seen Yeshua, but not in the clear sense of
gualification for apostolic office. He had not seen Him for His

entire ministry. He had not seen His departure or assumption.

This man would later attempt to stake his apostolic claim on
a highly questionable brief encounter with what he called a
'resurrected Yeshua'd a claim that Yeshua Himself actually
identified as a satanic vision.

He wrote:

fEven though | may not be an apostle to others, surely |
am to you! For you are the seal of my apostleship in the
Lord. This is my defense to those who sit in judgment
on me. O

AEven though | may modthebres oan

In trying to defend himself, he is actually convicted by his
own words. He was clearly not considered an apostle. He

was not considered an apostl e

others have been other than the apostles of Yeshua? This
statement shows that by his own admission he was judged
to not be an apostle by the original Twelve.

ASurely I am to you! For

ap

by

you
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apostleship in the Lord.

The seal of apostleship was not given for supposed visions
or for mere numbers of followers. In seeking credibility via
crowds, he was about 2,000 years too early.

AThis is my defense to thos

Several interesting things leap to mind here. First of all, he
shows that he was on trial. Again this hearkens back to the
language used by John as we opened this book and will loom
exceedingly large as we get closer to closing it. It is
beginning to look more and more like there was an actual
trial that took place in addition to the conviction of antichrist
in the public arena.

Who in the early Church would have been qualified to sit in
judgment of this man and say who was and was not an
apostle? Clearly only one of the original twelve Apostles of
Yeshua! Therefore there is no doubt that it was the Apostles
of Yeshua that evaluated this man and judged him not to be
worthy of apostleship!

Who claimed to have new revelation from Yeshua
Himself and ignored the teachings of the Apostles in
spite of never being taught by Yeshua

Listen carefully to the claims of this man.

A B u tcertify you, brethren that the gospel which was
preached of me is not after man, For | neither received it
of man, neither was | taugh

He claims that the message he preaches was not learned
from men, and he boasts that he did not receive instruction
from any men. This was written at the very height of the
apostolic era, when all the original apostles of Yeshua
were still alive and living in Jerusalem, within easy access
of the man that wrote these words. What does it say about
him that he made no attempt to learn from the Apostles, and
even brags about it? Clearly this man claims to have

e

wh C
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received his teaching from a source other than the original
apostles of Yeshua. This makes him guilty as charged of
being an antichrist by John.

A. .. buet rbeyvetlhati on of Jesus Chri

Here this man digs his apostolic grave deeper still by
advancing claims that he received this new gospel of his by

Arevel ati ono. The word used I
revel ation, disclosur eomean®g 02 )
ofina discl osure of trut h, i nstru

bef or e u n(khayerw Bilde Dictionary).

So this man who failed apostolic muster is asking us to
believe that he received an uncovering revelation and
disclosure of truth and instruction concerning things before
unknown from Yeshua; in spite of the fact that the twelve
Apostles were still alive and well and did not receive it. He
received it? Not the Apostles? And he did not even
check with them?

Even his own unsubstantiated claims show his entire time
spent with what he identified as a resurrected Yeshua was a
grand total of a few minutes. According to his own accounts
(which vary greatly by the way) he received no instruction
during this time. This same man goes on to boast that the
Apostles that were with Yeshua for over three years, i a d d e d
not hi ng Na onmthing® He did not and could not
learn even one single thing from twelve men that spent over
three years with Yeshua?

Who did not enter through the door of Yeshua and the
teachings He gave to the Apostles.

This same man writes that, after his ‘conversion':

Al conferred not with flesh and blood: Neither went | up
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to Jerusalem to them which

This man brags that he did not go to Jerusalem to talk to
those that were apostles before him. This is amazing. The
original apostles of Yeshua are an easy journey away and he,
desiring to be known as an apostle himself refused to go and
talk to the ones that Yeshua had personally ordainedd and
then pats himself on the back for his own audacity?

In so doing he graphically failed to enter in through The Door,
choosing instead to attempt sneak in through another way of
his own devising, in perfect fulfilment of the prophesy of
Yeshua. Evidently this man did not do his homework and
was not well read, as he surely would have known about
these prophetic words of Yeshua and would have certainly
taken actions to avoid fulfilling them in almost perfect detail.
It was almost like he had eye trouble and could not read!

Again, this man was not an apostle, despite his claims,
because he did not meet the qualifications. Further proof of
this, though it is not needed, is that the list of the twelve
apostles on the foundation of the New Jerusalem does not
contain his name (Revelation 21:14).

Who came teaching with HAanot
foreign to that of Yeshua and the Apostle.

By his own boasting and admissions he has identified himself
as this man.

Who was deeply involved in continuing the sacrificial
system and its symbolism, disregarding the new
teaching of forgiveness via water baptism introduced by
John the Baptist and sanctioned and taught by Yeshua?

This man wrote these words, making it perfectly clear that he
can be identified as such:

wer e

her
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Aln whom we have redemption thr
the forgiveness of sins. o

The original sense of these words is that it is only through

the shedding of blood that the forgiveness for sin is available.

AWi t hout shedding orffermilooidon . h@r e

The somewhat subtle suggestion of the first verse is made
plain here. Such teaching is in clear and blatant violation of
those of John the Baptist and Yeshua, who taught that the
remission of sins was by repentance and water baptism.

One cannot help but wonder if the modern practice of the
Catholic Eucharist and Protestant Communion not only tie
back to the antichrist founder but to rituals of human sacrifice.
Why would worshipers be eating the flesh and drinking the
blood of anyone? They certainly should not be doing so in
relation to Yeshua, who clearly went out of His way to end
blood sacrifice and would no doubt be appalled by these
spiritually abhorrent practices.

While this man is free to preach another way and another
gospel, this clearly makes him an opponent of Yeshua.

Was identified by Yeshua and the Apostle John as a wolf

The Gospel of John quotes Yeshua as saying:
firhe wolf is coming that will seek to catch and scatter
the sheep. 0

The word translated catch here meanstois nat ch away
carry offo (G726) fas one' s o0owho{
this man will seek to catch believers with his bad doctrine

and carry them off to join his own numbers. The word
transl ated scatter means to dAbr
Awih acts of terroro (Thayer's).
mind the earlier teachings of Yeshua about someone
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sneaking into the sheep fold to do violence to the sheep.
There is a man is scripture that is said to have:

AMade havock of trdgentoehewyrhauke,
and haling men and women committed [them] to prison.
Therefore they were scatter

You cannot get a more perfect and accurate fulfillment than
that.

Yeshua spoke to the wolf theme in the Book of Matthew.
Matthew was written at least twenty years before John's
writings and this wolf reference would certainly have been
well known to readers and would have immediately jumped
to mind when they read John's words. Yeshua said:

ent

ed al

ABeware of false prophetheepswhi ch
clothing, but inwardly they are
There is no doubt Yeshua was speaking of this man. In fact,

He provided an additional identifying characteristic here.

The term Aravening wolfo is onl:»
the Bible.

fBenjamin shall is as a ravening wolf: in the morning he
shall devour the prey, and at night he shall divide the
s p o i (Genesis 49:27).

Yeshua points out that Jews that belong to the tribe of
Benjamin are said to be as ravening wolves. In addition to
being a Roman citizen, the man in question also proudly
confessed:

Al myself might have confidence even in the flesh. If
anyone else has a mind to put confidence in the flesh, |
far more. Circumcised the eighth day, of the nation of
Israel, of thetribeof Benj amin. o
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Again, the man's lack of homework or inability to do it
screams out to us as he blatantly identifies himself as exactly
the ravening wolf Yeshua was speaking of! By the way, this
man is the only person in the entire New Testament to be
identified as a Benjamite.

Yeshua also added another stunningly accurate identifying
characteristic of this antichrist man when he said these
words;

AWherefore i f they shall say un
the desert; do not beli eve t hem

In yet another absolutely staggering display of lack of
homework, inability to do it, or just gross laziness fueled by
arrogance, this antichrist man, once again in exact fulfillment
of a prophesy of Yeshua, claimed to have seen a resurrected
Yeshua on the road from Damascus to Antioch, which is, you
guessed it, right in the middle of the desert! Surely this
exceedingly precise information confirms the identity of this
man as antichrist.

Who preached, cast out devils, and did miracles in the
name of Yeshua

This man in question was shown to have done all three
repeatedly.

Who was consistently branded a liar

This man declares no less than five times in the New
Testament that he is not a liar. Only someone being called a
liar would feel the need to repeatedly deny they were lying.

Who at one point spent time with the Apostles in
Jerusalem and was sent out from them with instructions,
which he did not long follow and supervision he drove
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away

This man writes that after scorning and disobeying the
Apostles he finally:

AAfter three years | went
Apostles and abode with the

After this short visit (three years after his conversion!) the
Apostles sent this man back out under supervision they
appointed.

firhen pleased it the apostles and elders, with the whole
church, to send chosen men of their own company to
Antioch with (him) and Barnabas; [namely], Judas
surnamed Barsabas, and Silas, chief men among the
brethren:o

The Apostles also sent this man with specific instructions to
give to the Gentile churches.

AThat ye abstain from meats
blood, and from things strangled, and from fornication:

up t
m fif

of f

from which i f ye keep yoursel ve:

The Biblical record shows that this man was given four
apostolic messages to deliver. Actually it was five because
he was also admonished to remember the poor at Jerusalem,
which meant he was to take offerings that would be sent back
to help the impoverished.

AThey would that we shoul d

The New Testament record shows that he blatantly
disobeyed this command. The man was shown to have
sanctioned eating meat offered to idols in direct
disobedience (1 Corinthians 8) and in fact ignored the
apostolic instructions and did nothing but collect money.

reme.
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Which raises a question. Was he stealing from the flock?

Yeshua said one reason the deceiver would come would be

Aito steal 0. So brazen were his
apostles sent with him fled him in disgust and returned to
Jerusalem. Finally the great apostle Peter had to be sent to

offer him one last chance to straighten up.

Who, in addition to having already been shown to have
used terror to scatter the believers in general, also
repeatedly showed a lack of respect and love towards
even the Apostles themselves?

He says that the Apostles of Yeshuaimadded not hing
me 0O .

He publicly rebuked the Apostle Peter, one of the original
twelve disciples of Yeshua:

ifBut when Peter wa s come to Ant
totheface,because he was to be bl ame

Remember, Peter was only there because this man through
his brazen disobedience had run off all the members of the
apostolic escort sent to monitor him. Peter was there in a
last ditch effort to bring this man fully into the household of
faith, and he went after him in a show of great disrespect!

This is direct contradiction to the instructions of Yeshua
Himself in Matthew 18:15.

Af thy brother shall trespass against thee, go and tell him
his fault between thee and him alone: if he shall hear
t hee, thou hast gained thy brot!l

If this was standard operation procedure for a brother it
certainly would have been polite to apply it towards an
apostle! Certainly anyone desiring claim to being a true
apostle, any true leader or believer, would do things decently
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and in order as prescribed by Yeshua Himself own words.
You cannot claim to be an apostle and consistently violate
the simple teachings of the Lord of the apostles.

Who held his own teaching to be at least on a par with
that Yeshua gave the original Apostles, if not superior?

He wrote:

AHow t hat by revelation he made
mysteryo

He contends that revelations were made know to him alone
from God while the twelve apostles were still alive and well.
He clearly considered himself superior to them.

AThat wutterance may be given un
my mouth boldly, to make known the mystery of the
gospel o

He clearly implies that the apostles were not up for the job
and that God had to call him in. What is clear is that the
apostles refused the job of preaching his mysterious
message and sought to oppose it.

fiWhereof | am made a minister, according to the
dispensation of God which is given to me for you, to fulfil
the word of God; Even the mystery which hath been hid
from ages and from generations, but now is made
mani fest to his saintso

He claims to have been raised up by God to do what the
apostles could not or would not do and preach a mysterious
and hidden message unknown to the very apostles that
walked with Yeshuad a message He had clearly not taught
them. What was this message? It was certainly one the
apostle knew nothing about and did not preach.
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By his own words there can be no doubt he considered his
teaching to be equal, if not superior, to that of the Apostles.

Who held women in low regard generally and
specifically opposed women in leadership

He wrote these words:

flLet your women keep silence in the churches: for it is
not permitted unto them to speal

Women cannot even talk in church! One wonders what Mary
Magdalene would have said about that.

AANnd i f they will | earn anythi
husbands at home: for it is a shame for women to speak
in the churcho

First, he questions if women can even learn anything. And if
someone did happen to run across a woman that was
capable of doing more than smiling and nodding while
barefoot and pregnant she should ask her husband; who
would clearly know more than her. He then adds the acidic
observation that it is shameful for a woman to speak in
church.

inLet the woman | earn in silence

He taught that not only must a woman be silent, but that she
must be in total submission to her husband at home and the
male leadership in the congregations of his founding. |
wonder if these words did not somewhat shape the attitude
of Mohammad when he later founded Islam.

It is interesting to note that this man hailed from Tarsus; the
same region Zoroaster, founder of Zoroastrianism, was from.
Zoroaster was also staunchly against women, going so far
as to say that the only way a woman could enter heaven was
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if she was submissive to control and considered her husband
a lord. Interestingly, our man in question here also taught
the concept of submission:

AWi ves dauybunhusbands as unto the Lord. For
the husband is the head of the wife as Christ is the head
of the Church. o

This might well explain some of the problems he
encountered in Ephesus, which we shall look at in detail later.
It is also worth mentioning that Tarsus was a center for the
worship of Dionysus, a deity so similar to the Pauline concept
of Jesus that one is left to wonder if one followed the other.
(See The Robot's Rebellion, David Icke)

ABut | suffer not a womaimnorityo t e a
over the man, but to be in silert

These words are simple, clear, and shocking. He would not
allow a woman to teach under any circumstances. He would
not allow a woman to hold office over men. Again, he
commands their abject silence.

How is this allowed to stand? Why are Christians generally
and women specifically so silent on these insulting scriptures?
Why are they not out marching in force and demanding
Church leaders address these insulting remarks which are
held as divinely inspired? Are women obeying this
mandate to be stupid and silent?

A listener to my radio program The Christian Whistleblower,
who wishes to remain anonymous, suggested to me a
fascinating possibility. Did this man's hatred of women stem
from an intense rivalry with and dislike of a particular woman?
In my book Apostle Paul Antichrist 1 show how he was
scorned by the woman he considered his true love, one
Poppea Sabina. She refused Paul's insistence that she
remain in Jerusalem with him and instead fled to Rome,
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where she eventually married the future emperor Nero. This
was an especially stinging additional blow as the man in
guestion here had a close relationship with Nero. This offers
at least a partial explanation of why he may have had great
residual animosity towards females.

As painful as this would have been, | believe as was
suggested to me that the main object of his scorn may well
have been another woman. Remember, this man coveted
the title of Apostle and its accompanying honor. He also
vainly sought to be viewed and approved on the same level
of the original Apostles of Yeshua. He was roundly denied
all this. And yet, there was a woman that was afforded the
honorific AThe Apostle to t
accepted into the inner circle of the original Yeshua
Movement and was greatly respected by all associated. All
things he sought but could not haved and all of them
given to a woman instead! This woman was Mary
Magdalene. It seems very likely that she was the ultimate
motivation of this man's campaign against women.

Who tried to actively recruit believers away from the
Apostle's original teachings to become disciples of his
doctrines?

This man wrote:

fiBut though we, or an angel from heaven, preach any
other gospel unto you than that which we have preached
unto you, |l et him be accurs

He knew he was preaching a gospel different than that of the
living apostles of Yeshua. He clearly identified this and then
cursed the very apostles of the Lord. Is not the cursing of
the apostles He chose tantamount to cursing Yeshua Himself
by implication? Then he actually had the unmitigated gall to
repeat it.

he

edo
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Was a Roman citizen and received authority and support
from Rome and/or its subordinates

This man openly confessed:

fiThen the chief captain came, and said unto him, Tell me,
art thou a Roman? He said, Yea. And the chief captain
answered, With a great sum obtained I this freedom. And
he said, |l was free born. o

By his own words he was a natural born citizen of Rome. He

was i nderedurfiiosnteed by Jupiter.

Who was arrogant and loved acclaim

This man wrote:

AWherefore | beseech you, be

Amazing! Disgusting! Staggering! No other biblical writer
ever dared show the monumental arrogance to encourage
others to follow them. Only Yeshua ever said anything like
that.

MAs a wise masterbuilder, | have laid the foundation, and
anot her buildeth thereono

This man certainly had an exalted opinion of himself. He
clearly identifies himself as the architect of another gospel
and his own unique religious system.

AAM | not an apostl e?

No, he was not. Not according to any Biblical qualification or
statement of the apostles or any other legitimate scripture.

Are you not the result of my work in the Lord? Even

0

y e
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though I may not be an apostle to others, surely | am to
you! For you are the seal o

These believers were indeed the result of his work for his lord.

He was not an apostle to others because his work was not
that of the Lord Yeshua. These believers can only be the
seal of his own self-appointed apostleship in his own new
faith.

Who cast believers out violently and with force and did
violence to believers

These words were written about this man:

fHe began to wreak havoc against the church. Entering
one house after another, he would drag off both men and
women and throw them into p

firhen he, still breathing threats and murder against the
disciples of the Lord, went to the high priest and asked
letters from him to the synagogues of Damascus, so that
if he found any who were of the Way, whether men or
women, he might bring them

And this, of his own admission:

Al persecuted the church of God beyond measure and
tried to destroy it.o

The Apostles of Yeshua Himself felt this way about him.

firhe disciples; they were all afraid of him, and did not
believe that he was a disci

The plain language of scripture simply cannot be clearer.
Again, | am simple stupefied by this man's continuous
admissions to prophesies of antichrist that he should have
known himself. This man had to have been unable to see

f  my

ri sor
bounc
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well enough to read. Why else would he continually confess
to the literal fulfillment of prophesy predicting the actions of
antichrist himself!
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Yeshua, the LORD, and the Damascus Road

And He said to them, "I saw Satan fall from heaven like
lightning. Behold, I have given you authority to tread on

serpents and scorpions, and over all the power of the
enemy, and nothing wil/| i njure \
(Yeshua, Luke 10:18-19)

AAs he neared Damascus on his
light from heaven flashed around him. He fell to the
ground and heard a voice say t
persecute me?" "Who are you, Lord?" he asked. "l am

Jesus, whom you are persecuting,” he replied.

(Acts 9:3-5)

Here we have two passages from different writers describing
events that are exactly the same, according to the language
in the text used. In the first passage Yeshua is speaking. He
is addressing a team of seventy-two evangelists He had sent
out. They had just returned and were very excited at their
success, and that even evil spirits were subject to them.

" saw Satan fall from heaven | i

I saw the adversary, sabfano {
rightnesso (G796) out of the he

O I

The above rendering is almost exactly literal. Yeshua simply
and plainly said:

A | saw the Adversary, t he Sat a
l ightning from the heavens. 0

Now this from the man on the road to Damascus.

ASuddenly a Iight from heaven f|
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Suddenly a Aflash of Dbrightness:c¢

This flash of brightness and the flash of brightness
Yeshua saw are from the same root word. Both saw the
same thing! This is incredibly important when we see how
each one interpreted this flash.

Yeshua identified this flash of brightness as a manifestation
of the Adversary, or Satan.

How did the Damascus Road traveler interpret the same
thing?

"Who are you, Lord?" he asked. "l am Jesus, whom you
are persecuting,"”

Incredibly, the Damascus Road traveler identified what
Yeshua called the Adversary/Satan as a manifestation of
Yeshua! That is a rather significant difference!

It is crystal clear from the language they both saw the same
spiritual entity. That one identified it correctly and one did
not is obvious. The traveler saw an adversarial, satanic entity
and mistook for Yeshua. This is because either the entity
was in fact impersonating Yeshua; or the whole story was
invented.

You will recall that we saw this very same entity present at
the resurrection of Jesus.

AHe fell to the ground and heard
do you persecute me?" "Who are you, Lord?" he asked.
"l am Jesus, whom you are persecuting," he replied.

Why are you persecuting me?0
to pursue, to persecuteo

1 R 1

It is important to note that the entity speaks to the traveler
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with the express purpose of deceiving him. It started the
conversation hiding its identity and impersonating someone
else. Who was it impersonating?

Al am Jesus, whom you are perse:-
The entity was identified itself as Jesus. Who was it really?

We will see later in this book that the LORD will go out of his
way to impersonate Jesus on at least one, and maybe other
occasions. | believe this is the first of these. | believe this
was either the LORD/Marduk/Zu himself or a projection
created by him. Support for this is drawn from the balance
of the two passages and one other relevant one.

ABehol d, | have gtovreadonyserpentaut hor
and scorpions, and over all the power of the enemy, and
nothing will injure youo.

AThere was given me a thorn in
of Satan to t @rCaoreathigns 1&xé). 0O
AScorpionso

skorpiosia stinger tore thhager owdmd mme a
pierceo (G4651)

This is Yeshua speaking here and he clearly identifies it as a
stinging thorn that pierces like a scorpion sting.

AThor no

The word used here by the writer to the Corinthiansd the

very same man we just saw as the Damascus Road
travelero was skolops fist ake or t hor n,
pointedo(G4647)

Yeshua and the Damascus Road traveler are again
describing the exact same thing. The traveler, now some
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twenty years after the events on the Damascus Road, had
apparently come to agree with Yeshua as to the origin of the

stinging thorn, as he now identifies its origin as being fi o f

Sat an &o even the Damascus Road traveler finally
admitted that his entire conversion was a satanic delusion.
How could this staggering admission have escaped our
notice for so long?

fTo tor ment me O

The traveler also confessed to twenty years of misery
inflicted by this stinging thorn. Was he infected by it? Was
he possessed by it? | would argue that the traveler was
possessed by LORD/Marduk/Zu himself. The characters of
the two are just too identical in my view.

~

scorpions, and over all the power of the enemy, nothing
wi | | i njure youo

In contrast, Yeshua gave, and the seventy-two enjoyed,
freedom from any injury by this same thing that continued to
torment the Damascus Road traveler!

ASerpents and scorpionso

Also fascinating is the allusion of Yeshua to two types of
malevolent spiritual entities that would seek to plague
believers. The fact that he used the terms serpents and
scorpions is also most significant. The Nag Hammadi
Scriptures expound the Gnostic belief that there are two
types of Aliens. In their spiritual appearance, one
resembles a serpent, the other has the coiled tail
characteristic of a scorpion!

AAnd over al/l the power of

A have given you authority

t

t

h e
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Here Yeshua promises believers protection from and

authority over all the fAmani
hostile and hated enemy bent

HELPS). Whether they be alien or not, whether their spiritual
appearances are as serpent and scorpion like entities or not,
the description by Yeshua of these entities show they are an
openly hostile and hated enemy bent on inflicting harm.
Yeshua promises believers full authority over them.

The Damascus Road traveler was not so fortunate. By not
being able to correctly identify what he encountered, he was
subject to many years of torment by it, perhaps even
becoming fully possessed.

Oh, just one more thing. The Damascus Road encounter
blinded the man. (Acts 9:8). Then, in another of those
verses we have read a hundred times and not really ever
seen:

AAnd I mmedi ately there f gActs
9:18)

AScal es as ofl3a reptile. o (
AReptilian scales fell off

The Damascus Road traveler had seen a manifestation of
Satan, been blinded, and now we see that reptilian scales
fell off his eyes! He had literally been blinded by a
reptilian entity. We have seen and will continue to see
indisputable evidence that the LORD is a reptilian entity.

If the traveler made all up the facts remain the same. He was
empowered by the LORD and given new and unique
Arevel ationodo that gr dtwe Ghrstiah
religion. That it co-opted the original message of Yeshua will
be proven beyond all reasonable doubt. This was one of the
main objectives of the final message of the last apostle.

f e st
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Thou Art the Man

By this point, many of you have already taken the initiative to
look at the scriptures cited and have discovered the identity
of the man Apostle John identified as Antichrist. | trust you
are as shocked as | was when | first realized it. This
revelation is at the core of the final message of the last
apostle.

| was a preacher for over twenty years and for all twenty of
those years | preached this man's words and teaching as if
they were, well, gospel. One of my signature sermons was
called This One Thing | Do and was based on Philippians
3:13-14. 1 also preached heavily about the so-called Gifts of
the Spirit (1 Corinthians 12). | cannot accurately convey the
avalanche of feelings that buried me upon first realizing this.
| felt duped, | felt betrayed, | felt stupid. Worst of all | felt like
| had been party to spreading lies. It was the worst thing |
have ever experienced in my life. It was the best thing | have
ever experienced in my life.

The scriptures make it clear. Saul of Tarsus, who became
the so-called Apostle Paul is positively identified as the
first antichrist!

| did all I could in this study to keep his identity unknown as
long as possible so you would examine the scriptures with
an open mind. Minds are like parachutes. They work best
when open. Though | loathe this silly cliché, it does
communicate a very real truth. Once the name of Saul/Paul
is revealed, the years of indoctrination kick in, launching you
into full-blown cognitive dissonance. There is an appendix in
the back of this book listing every one of the verses cited in
this section for your continued study.

One final note on Paul as false apostle and antichrist.

ATo Ephesus he told me to write
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acts and their endurance, and how they were not able to

bear the one that was evil, the one falsely proclaiming

hi mself to be an apostle, and fc
(Revelation 2:2)

Of the churches mentioned in Revelation, the only one that
was founded by Paul was the one in Ephesus. Here we
see the Church at Ephesus being commended for not
bearing with one that was evil, falsely proclaiming himself to
be an apostle.

St

Wh at thou seest, write in a bo
even churches whi Raveladiond:11) n As i ¢

(7))

AThis thou knowest, t hat lael | t h
turned away 2Tmathy k)

Revelation 1:11 shows its message is for the churches in
Asia. Ephesus was Paul's only congregation in Asia.

Now you understand the enormity of this revelation. Part of
the final message of the last apostle was to identify the
man who wrote nearly half the New Testament as the first
antichrist.

Interestingly, identifying Paul as the first antichrist now
leaves the Apostle John as the most prolific authentic writer
in the New Testament.

| was struck by a rather off-handed remark Von Daniken
made in Chariots. On page 48 he asks:

How many texts did the converted Paul cause to be
destroyed at Ephesus?o0

How many indeed. Of course | would take issue with the
term Aconvertedo. the goddess Biana n  E p |
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had her temple and was ubiquitously revered. Acts chapter
19 records Paul's time there. It seems the little male
chauvinist from Tarsus did his very best to run Diana out of
her own city! How successful he was is open to speculation,
but the inhabitants finally had enough of it and actually rioted
against him. He was finally run out of the city in shame,
compl aining to Timothy that

No doubt Paul tried to preach the same doctrine to the
Ephesians that he forced upon the Galatians about
abandoning their traditional gods and goddesses. In the end
the Ephesian response was emphatic.

3t

a l

AGreat i s Diana (Acls19t3)e Ephesi an:

The fact that Diana was the personification of the Divine
Feminine likely stoked his zeal. In Ephesus Paul was able
to take concentrated aim at his two favorite targets: the old
faiths and the Divine Feminine. H.P. Blavatsky asserted that
Ephesus was:

AA focus of t he uni ver sal
laboratory whence, fashioned in elegant Grecian
phraseology, sprang the quintessence of Buddhistic,

e

Zoroastrian, and dkieUndeied)n phi | o:¢

Fortunately, the man from Tarsus was unable to kill two birds
with one stone on this occasion. Nevertheless, the question
of how many texts the considerable number of Pauline
converts managed to destroy before his expulsion is certainly
a good question. | wonder if Von Daniken was aware of the
following Scripture describing actions of the converted
Ephesians when he asked this question:

AMany of t hem al so (mmanoscripts)t
together and burned them before all men. And they counted
the price of them and found
(Acts 19:19)
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Fifty thousand pieces of silver in 63 AD means a whole lot of
manuscripts. One shudders to think just how much priceless
historical information went up in the flames of religious
bigotry and ignorance. That this is one of the first recorded
acts of Pauline religion is telling indeed.
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Passion Played?

Have you ever sat down and read the accounts of the
resurrection of Yeshua and what happened immediately after?
You won't hear this in Sunday school.

AANnd, behol d, there was a
angel of the LORD descended from heaven, and came
and rolled back the stone from the door, and sat upon it.
His countenance was like lightning, and his raiment
white as snow and for fear of him the keepers did shake,
and became as dMatthew28e n. 0

AAnd, behold, there was a ¢

grea

reat

Therewasfia great shaking (G45Ke sei st

St

For the angel of the LORD

O I

oming down from dGb97)of t he
And came and roll ed keadk otr

—~ U N

he stone (G&l7y ol | awayo
AHIi s countenanceo

Hisihout war d afG238ar anceo
AWas | i ke |ightningo
Waslikeia fl ash of br i g(G%96)and

AThere was a Ik seianic astihita kecanusg
something was coming down out of the sky. The shaking
was so great that it caused the great stone sealing the tomb
to roll away. Suddenly one

This is the same exact word Yeshua used in Luke 10:18
to describe the appearance of Satan! Just how does one
explain this? It is staggering. If we use sound principles of
good biblical interpretation, we compare scripture with

desce

Bec athesfienbe s s e oftheltomwasfidescendi ng

hea\
lbe st

As t he mes s e n(G4a38d)tderslmkingfi e au é e d
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scripture and would have to conclude that, according to the
text and the text alone, this resurrection entity was in fact
satanic or adversarial!

AAnd those attending were so fr
they were dead. 0

Those keeping guard became as dead men. This is
completely consistent with the nearly universal experience of
paralysis reported by UFO/ET/Alien abductees and those
that are visited.

To this bizarre UFO/Alien imagery, add the fact that the
person who knew Yeshua best did not even recognize him.

A Ad when she had thus said, she turned herself back,
and saw Jesus standing, and knew not that it was
Y e s h u a(Jobn 20:14)

This was Mary Magdalene, one of the closest confidants of
Yeshua. She did not recognize himd even after he spoke
to her! We have all been in a very close relationship at one
time or another. No matter how bad you looked or what you
had been through would someone who knew you so
completely and intimately really not know you after you
spoke to them directly!

Then, perhaps sensing the utter ridiculousness of that
scenario, we are told (by a later translator perhaps?) that she
changed her mind, did believe it was Yeshua and then went
to tell the Apostles, only to have them not believe he was
resurrected!

AAnd t hey, when they had heard
had been seen of heMaklBE) i eved

So far, this resurrected fellow is 0 for 13!

If the apostles of Yeshua had been expecting a glorious
resurrection, as we have been taught, then why didn't they
believe the sworn testimony of the person that was known as
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The Apostle to the Apostles? Why would they also not
believe the mother of the great Apostle James himself? Yes!
She also supposedly went and gave her testimony.

Al ot wa s Mary Magdal ene and Joa
mother of James, and other women that were with them,

which told these things unto the apostles. And their

words seemed to them as idle tales, and they believed

t hem n ¢Mark 56:10-12)

The Apostles did not believe Mary Magdalene, the Apostle
to the Apostles, or the mother of James himself when told
that Yeshua had been resurrected. They accused them of
talking nonsense! Where are all my Protestant theologians
who believe that this Mary, mother of James, was also the
very mother of Yeshua Himself?

Then, amazingly, the disciples themselves go to see this
resurrected one, and at least two of them still don't
believe!

AThen the eleven disciples went
mountain where Yeshua had appointed them. And when
they saw him, they worshiped hi.i

(Matthew 28:16, 17)

ASome do uSomesddubted! How many is some of

twelve? | would think that it had to be at least 3 or 4 to qualify

as Asomeo. That i s wel/l over t
you understand what we are reading here? More than

twenty percent of the original disciples of Yeshua did not

believe He rose from the deadd even after seeing the

person that had supposedly resurrected!

The disciples did not believe the word of Mary Magdalene,
one of the closest confidantes of Yeshua. They did not
believe the words of Mary mother of James and Yeshua
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Himself. Even more remarkably, the disciples themselves
went to see the supposed risen Yeshua and some of them
still did not believe it was him! Some of the original Twelve
Apostles of Yeshua did not believe He had risen! It is
also my personal belief that Mary Magdalene did not believe
it and that the verses that suggest she changed her mind
were added later by translators.

It was almost as if they had not been expecting a resurrection
at all.

Why didn't the disciples believe the resurrection?

The answer to this most puzzling of questions has been
hiding in plain sight in the New Testament for 2,000 years.
Somehow we have never seen it, and it certainly has never
been pointed out to us! | have read the Bible cover to cover
more than one hundred times and even my mind did not
register it until this last time. The power of 2,000 years of
religious conditioning is strong indeed.

Please take a moment to clear your mind. This is likely the
most stunning biblical fact you have ever seen. This is far
more surprising that the self-appointed Apostle Paul being
the first antichrist. It's that big.

The following scripture was written by John himself, and he
is speaking about the original twelve apostles. This passage
is in John chapter 20, which begins after the resurrection.
Again, keep in mind this was after the resurrection! Again,
this is after the resurrection. Here is the verse:

AFor as yet they knew not t
again from @dhe20@8)ead. O

Read that again! I'll wait...

AFor as yet they knew not t
again from @Edhe20@)ead. 0O

This is the twelve apostles!
The final message of the last apostle tells us that the
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Apostles themselves, after the crucifixion, burial and
resurrection of Yeshua had never even heard of this teaching!

The Apostles did not know that Yeshua must rise from
the dead!

This is absolutely astounding information

The very disciples of Yeshua did not know that He was going
to rise from the dead! How could they not know? The
implication is clear. They did not know Yeshua was going
to rise from the dead because He never taught them that
He was! That is why they were not looking for it, did not
belief reports of it, and would not even accept the testimony
of the supposedly risen one himself. He clearly never taught
his disciples that He was going to rise from the dead! The
last apostle tells us this in the final New Testament message!

This creates a huge conundrum. How then does one
explain all the verses in the New Testament that show Him
supposedly doing exactly that? These verses show Yeshua
teaching the disciples about His resurrectiond something
they knew absolutely nothing about! There are no less than
four verses that clearly show Yeshua teaching that he
would rise from the dead. Here they are, and these are not
nearly all there are in the New Testament!

Matthew 16:21: A Fr om t hat time forth Db
show unto His disciples...now he must be killed and be
raised again the third day.

Mark8:31:AAnd Jesus began to teach t

be killed and after three days 1
Mark 9:30-322.A And He taught His discip
of Man shall be killed, and shal

Mark 10:32-34: A And t h e yll me,laadltHe thikd day
| will rise again.

They were all supposedly written before the time John wrote
his gospel! John was the last New Testament writer. This
clearly means that either these verses showing Jesus
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teaching His disciples about His resurrection must have been
added after 100 AD when John completed his writings. The
fact is that Jesus may have taught these thing, but Yeshua
never did, never has, never will.

This is clear and undeniable evidence of outright
malicious tampering with the text of the New Testament!
This fact, once widely known, should cause a complete re-
examination of the New Testament. Thomas Jefferson was
spot on.

If Yeshua never taught the Apostles that He was going to rise
from the dead, what did He teach them about His death? Did
He even teach about it at all? The most likely explanation
is that Yeshua never taught His disciples anything about
His death. This is perfectly consistent with His words. His
focus was upon His message, not his human life or any of its
aspect s . This is why the dis
expect it, and didn't believe it.

The only way rational and textual explanation is that
Yeshua did not die at the end of His time with the
apostles. They knew themselves that He did not die!
They knew He could not have risen from the dead because
they watched Him leave them before the Passion Week ever
began! This revelation could well cause Orthodox
Christianity to come crashing down!

The logic and textual testimony is unshakable. Would
Yeshua have ever allowed Himself to be set up as a sacrifice
for sin? We have seen that He taught forgiveness from sin
was now to be attained by repentance and water baptism.
We saw Him stop the sacrifice in the Temple on Passover to
make His point even more clear. The One who stopped
blood sacrifice would not then offer Himself up as a
blood sacrifice. He who stopped sacrifice in the Temple
would not offer Himself as one at Calvary.

These are the clear reasons why his mother, his closest
confidante and His Apostles did not believe He did. Knowing
that He had not been killedd by crucifixion or any other
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meansd they were not looking for a resurrection and refused
to accept one despite multiple 'proofs'. This is exactly what
the unbiased Biblical record of the final message of the last
apostle conclusively shows.

Is it possible that the Apostles never accepted a crucifixion,
resurrection and ascension story for the same reasons they
never accepted the baby Jesus Bethlehem birth story? Did
they reject it for the simple reason that both are blatant
plagiarisms and rip-offs from other religions?

Here is a partial list of gods that were crucified, buried
and resurrected (note the dates that are provided), with a
few other notable events added for good measure:

Chrishna of India (Krishna), 1200 B.C.
Alcestos (Alcestis) of Euripides, 600 B. C.

Atys (Attis) of Phrygia, 1170 B. C.

Bali of Orissa, 725 B. C.

Budha Sakia of India, 600 B. C.

Crite of Chaldea, 1200 B. C.

Hesus or Eros (Esus), 834 B. C.

Jao of Nepal, 622 B. C.

Indra of Tibet, 725 B. C.

Ishtar of Sumeria

Mithra of Persia, 600 B. C.

Prometheus or Aschylus of Caucasus, 547 B.C.
Quexalcote of Mexico, 587 B. C.

Quirinis of Rome, 506 B. C.

Thammuz (Tammuz) of Syria, 1160 B. C.
Thulis of Egypt, 1700 B. C.

Wittoba (Vithoba) of the Bilingonese, 552 B. C.
Thracian god Zalmoxis

Salivahana of Bermuda

Adonis and Apollo of Rome


http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Krishna
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Alcestis
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Attis
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Esus
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Tammuz_(deity)
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Vithoba
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Bacchus

Osiris and Horus of Egypt

Odin of Scandinavia

Baal and Taut of Phonecia

Fohi and Tien of China

Wow. Thatis quite alist, and we could keep going, but won't.
Now, add these absolutely staggering facts:

Both Jesus and Horus were called the Light of the World.

Both Jesus and Horus weresdborn
of breadd.

Both Jesus and Horus were called the Good Shepherd.
Both Jesus and Horus were called the lamb.

Both Jesus and Horus were identified with a cross.
Both Jesus and Horus were baptized at the age of 30

Both Jesus and Horus were born of virgins. So was Khrishna,
Buddha, Lao-kiun or tsze, Confusius, Horus, Ra, Zoroaster,
Prometheus, Perseus, Apollo, Mercury, Baldur, Quetzalcoat!
and many others

Both the birth of Jesus and Horus were marked by stars, as
was that of Nimrod

Both Jesus and Horus taught in the Temple as children
Both Jesus and Horus had 12 disciples

Both Jesus and Horus were called The Bright and Morning
Star

Both Jesus and Horus were called the Christ

Jesus is the Alpha and Omega, the first and the last. So was
Khrishna, Buddha, Laokiun, Bacchus, Zeus and others

Jesus will have a Second Coming. So will Khrishna, Vishnu,
Buddha, Quetzalcoatl and others.
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Now comes the big question. If the original Apostles of
Yeshua did not believe in or teach the resurrection of
Yeshua then who did? Who was it that started and spread
this teaching that was unknown to the disciples themselves?
We will now answer this question conclusively from the New
Testament itself.
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Pied Piper of the Resurrection

The Bible shows that none other than Saul of Tarsus, the
self-appointed Apostle Paul and first antichrist, was the first

person to preach the resurrection of Yeshua from the dead.

AFor I delivered unto you

received, how that Christ died for our sins according to
the scriptures;And that he was buried, and that he rose
again the third day according to the scriptures:And that
he was seen of Cephas, then of the twelve:After that, he
was seen of above five hundred brethren at once; of
whom the greater part remain unto this present, but
some are fallen asleep. After that, he was seen of James;
then of all the apostles. And last of all he was seen of me
also, as of one born out of due time...Now if Christ be
preached that he rose from the dead, how say some
among you that there is no resurrection of the dead?
But if there be no resurrection of the dead, then is Christ
not risen: And if Christ be not risen, then is our
preaching vain, and your faith is also vain. Yea, and we
are found false witnesses of God; because we have

testi fi ed of God that he rais
(1 Corinthians 15)

These are the words of Paul.

AFor | delivered unto you f
Who delivered this message first? Paul did!

Aof all that which | also r

How did he get this message? He claims he received it
spiritually. Paul asks us to believed requires us to actuallyd

that he received a message the original Apostles of Yeshua
did not, even though they were alive and well within a few
miles of him! Paul claims he got a message that John says
the Apostles did not know. You are free to choose who you
believe. You can believe Paul or you can believe John. You

first

ed wup

i r st

ecei \



210

simply cannot believe them both. You might also want to
keep in mind that Paul received his doctrine from an entity
Yeshua identified as Satan/Adversary.

What was this message in question?

AHow that Chri st died for
scriptures; and that he was buried, and that he rose
again the third day accordi

Let's put it all together so we know exactly what we are
dealing with:

AFor | delivered unto you fi

Christ died for our sins according to the scriptures and was
buried, and rose again the third day according to the
scriptures. o

Paul makes it clear that he is talking about a message he first
received and preached, his own personal message that he
supposedly received independent of the Apostles. This is
his own unique gospel! He received it from the being he
identified as Jesus on the Road to Damascus; a being
Yeshua showed was a satanic manifestation.

At hat Chri st di ed for our
scriptures;And that he was buried, and that he rose
again the third day accordi

This was never taught by anyone before Paul. He is the first
to preach that Christ died, was buried and rose from the dead
on the third day.

AAccording to the scripture

What scriptures? Unless Paul is talking about the scriptures
of the multitudinous religions he pirated this doctrine from, he
must be talking about his own words, for they are the only
writings to contain this doctrine foreign to the apostles of
Yeshua. Here we see Paul elevating his own writings above
those of the apostles and proclaiming them scripture! Paul
has not only appointed himself an apostle but now a writer of
scripture too! He has elevated himself to Holy Spirit now,
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it seems.
AAnd that he was seen of Cephas,

Thereis an old saying: If you are gonna lie, then lie big. Paul
was definitely an apostle of that gospel. He continues to craft
what is likely the biggest lie in history.

ASeen of Cephas, then of the t we

Cephas is Peter. Peter was one of the twelve apostles. As
such he was one of those that John said:

AFor as yet they knew not the sc
again from @dhe20@8)ead. 0O

Here is another classic characteristic of the artful liar. A good
lie always contains a little truth. Fact is, Paul's phantom
Jesus was seen by Peter. What Paul conveniently neglects
to mention is that Peter, even after hearing the report from
Mary Magdalene and the mother of James still:

ABel i ev e@arkl®:11)

Paul al so neglects to mention t|
Cephaso:

AThen the eleven disciples went
mountain where Jesus had appointed them. And when

they saw him, they worshiped hi:
(Matthew 28:16, 17)

Even after seeing Paul's phantom at least three of the

disciples did not believe. If Peter, the unquestioned leader

had believed, they all would have gone along. If you are

going to be a good liar you have to have an excellent memory.

Here Paul's fails him. The plain testimony of scripture is that
while Peter did in fact see the
believe him!

AThen of the twel veo

Paul messed up. At the time of his bogus resurrection there
was no fitwel veo tAothistimethdrewerephant
only eleven disciples, not twelve! Judas was already dead
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and Paul is once again caught in his own lies and shoddy
scholarship! The reality is clear. Paul's phantom was seen
by Peter and the eleven and still they did not believe!

Did Paul actually make this critical liar's mistake? Or was
Luke, Paul's personal scribe, by this time already well into
his role as a double agent for the true apostles? | advance
in my book Apostle Paul Antichrist, that Luke was inserting
coded language into his writings to declare the man from
Tarsus to be a spy and false apostle.

This would be a good time to mention that Paul was nearly
blind and almost certainly unable to read much, if anything,

on his own! In Galatians 6 Paul writes that he had i ma d e
|l arge | etter of Mastyschdansreliévathisl . 0

refers to the fact that Paul could not, due to poor eye sight,
read and write on his own and did in fact usually include just

such na | arge | ettero 1 n hi

authorized t hem. | t wa s aki

explains Luke's long term employment as his scribe and
gives him the access he would need to pull off what | and the
scriptures suggest.

It would also go a long way towards explaining why Paul
continually marched headlong into prophetic buzz saws. If
he in fact could not read, and if Luke not only wrote for him
but also read for him, then perhaps the crafty physician might
not have read everything word for word to Paul. Luke likely
set Paul up to be outed as the first antichrist.

AAfter that, he was seen of
at once; of whom the greater part remain unto this
present, but some are falle

Here we have another classic case of Paul employing the 'lie
big' strategy. We of course have absolutely no idea who
these people were and neither does anyone else. That is
exactly the point. Dead men tell no tales. Neither do non-
existent ones. No names mean no one to recant or question
his version of the facts.
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fnAnd | ast of al | he was seen of

out of due ti meo.

And now the big lie continues, all the down the Damascus
Road. Paul claims that he saw the risen Jesus in the middle
of the desert. Of course, Yeshua warned that an antichrist
would say exactly this, and then showed in no uncertain
terms that the vision Paul had on the Damascus Road was
in fact an appearance of Satan, or more correctly, an
adversary. The only question is if Paul is caught in a lie or a
delusion. It is possible that he did in fact see an entity that
did in fact identify itself as Jesus. If that did in fact happen,
then Yeshua has told us in the book of Luked which was
written before these Pauline writings by the wayd that Paul
was taken in by an adversary.

ANow i f Christ be preached
how say some among you that there is no resurrection
of the dead?o

Paul makes it clear with his own words that there was a
widespread belief in the early Church that Yeshua did
not rise from the dead! That there was indeed a
controversy about the resurrection of Yeshua is beyond
guestion! There were obviously people teaching that Yeshua
did not rise from the dead.
saying this we can safely assume there were actually a
whole lot of people saying it. The bottom line was that many
were teaching that there was no resurrection. Yeshua never
taught it. His own disciples did not believe it. They never
preachedit. This has to be one of the controversies John
said he was going to give testimony about.

inBut i f t her e be no resurrtr
Chri st not ri seno

Here Paul employs a classic nonsequiteur. The teaching of
the resurrection from the dead is not being questioned here
and has absolutely nothing to do with the discussion at hand.

A A n dChridt be not risen, then is our preaching vain,

t hat

ect i

1
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and your faith is also vain. Yea, and we are found false
witnesses of God; because we have testified of God that
he raised up Christo

Here Paul goes 'all in'. He says if we don't buy his
resurrection story that our faith is in vain and we are lost.
The word used me ans nempty
ineffective, foolish, worthless, false, unreal, pretentious,
holl o wo ( .GNbow Beée)is Pauline teaching with which |
can totally agree! By his own words Paul is fifound to be a
false witness of Christ because he testified that God
rai sed u paddtineithatisempty, vain, ineffective,
foolish, worthless, false, unreal, pretentious, hollow and
foreign to the very Apostles of Yeshua that were with Him
from day one. As Yeshua once said:

(in

ABy wodiyds you shall be condemnec

(Matthew 12:37)
This is yet another Pauline prophesy by Yeshua.

The phony resurrection is essential to the continuation of the
Pauline gospeld a message that is uniquely his, received
apart from Yeshua and the Apostles. It is his message, he
was the first to preach it. Without it, the whole Pauline
system falls apart! Modern Christianity is built on a lie
that Yeshua never taught and His Apostles did not
believe. Hopefully now that the truth is out we can be among
the last to be enslaved by it. We have seen previously how
the true original message of Yeshua stands irrespective of
any particular events in the life of the Man Himselfd
crucifixion and resurrection included.

One could also question if these words of Paul were not
added later by translators. Paul wrote the Corinthian epistles
before John's writings were complete and John would have
known about them. How likely is it that he would not have
directly addressed and refuted these erroneous scribblings?

Or, perhaps he did. Perhaps his direct assertion that the
disciples knew nothing of the teaching of the resurrection and
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rejected the patsy risen savior is direct testimony to those
with eyes to see and ears to hear. Perhaps like the intrepid
Luke, John trusted that the truly seeking and enlightened
would pick it up and know that Paul was lying. If true, itis a
remarkably trusting, gutsy, and subtle way to combat such a
massive heresy.

Whether it was John's inspired wisdom to do it this way or if
the Pauline words in question were added sometime after
100 AD, we know for certain that the Apostles knew nothing
about the teaching of the resurrection of Jesus. Paul (or
forces loyal to him and his doctrine) is the unquestioned
originator of that doctrine. Either way, the man that taught
blood sacrifice was done away with has shamefully been
painted as just such a sacrifice by antichristlies. That Jesus
died and rose from the dead on the third day was a
message invented by Paul never taught by Yeshua and
never heard of by His apostles.

Why was this done? Because it had to be done. It was to
be and has become the cornerstone of the Pauline gospel
and the accompanying UFO/ET/Alien agenda.

AAnd al most all things are
and without shedding of b
(Hebrews 9:22)

Yeshua taught remission comes from repentance and water
baptism.  Antichrist teaches it comes from the bloody
sacrifice of the Jesus character.

We must choose which to believe for ourselves.

One thing is clear. The Pauline message was, and continues
to be, crafted with half-truths and outright lies.

There is one thing that keeps bothering me. Paul stakes a
great deal on a phantom. Did he really go all in without any
physical or visual proof to lean on or point to? | can't help
but wonder if it is possible that Paul had something more
than a mere phantom on which to stake the biggest lie ever
told.

— T
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Is it possible Paul had a real live patsy? Was Paul 6s gr
crucifixion, burial and resurrection play actually a False

Flag operation? Does the Bible show that this could be

more than just a grand conspiracy theory?

Proof of a Pauline Patsy?

One puzzling verse and one staggering fact goes a long way
towards helping us understand how the Pauline gospel could
sell the crucifixion/burial/resurrection story and how it has
managed to be so long enduring. Was there a Pauline Patsy?

First we must look at a cold, hard, objective historical fact.

The only evidence for the crucifixion of Jesus is found

within the pages of the New Testament. There is
absolutely no credible secular evidence for this event.

Biblical scholar J.D. Crossman admits that attempts to
document a historical Yeshua a
embarrassmento. Even its most
to only three cryptic extra-Biblical sources. Adds Raphael

Lataster, Tutor in Religious Studies at Sidney University:

fLittle can be gleaned from the few non-Biblical and non-
Christian sources, with only Roman scholar Josephus
(Antiquities 18:3) and historian Tacitus (The Annals) having
any reasonable claim to be writing about Jesus within 100
years of his life. And even those sparse accounts are
shrouded in controversy, with disagreements over what parts
have obviously been changed by Christian scribes (the
manuscripts were preserved by Christians), the fact that both
these authors were born after Jesus died (they would thus
have probably received this information from Christians), and
the oddity that centuries go by before Christian apologists
start referencing them. o

One is given pause when considering that of all the historians
living in the world during the time of Yeshua and the century
following, only three thought to even mention the crucifixion?
To Mr. Lataster's list | humbly add the Mara Bar-Serapion
letter, circa 73 AD. Of these sources, Tacitus is generally
considered to be the best and most credible. Here is what
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he said, in full:

AChristus, from whom the name h
the extreme penalty during the reign of Tiberius at the
hands of one of our procurators,

That's itt The very best extra-biblical proof of the crucifixion
of Yeshua. Even this is hotly debated by scholars. Even
conservative writers such as James Still have problems with
the authenticity of the Tacitus passage:

AFor one, Tacitus was an imper.i
document would ever refer to Jesus as "Christ.” Also, Pilate

was not a "procurator” but a prefect, which Tacitus would

have known. Nevertheless, not willing to throw out the entire

passage, some researchers have concluded that Tacitus

was merely repeating a story told to him by contemporary
Christ@@ans. o

The fact is that what is put forward as the very best evidence
for the crucifixion of Jesus is likely doctored or forged. And
yet, there is even less extra-biblical evidence for a
resurrection. In fact there is none! Additionally, one must
ask why the renowned writer Philo, who lived in or around
Jerusalem the entire time Yeshua was there, had not a single
word to say about these magnificent crucifixion or
resurrection eventsd even though he authored a history of
the Judeans during this period! He would certainly have
made mention of such noteworthy events; but he penned not
a word about Yeshua, which is exactly the reaction you would
expect from a Roman author towards a Jewish teacher. Not
a word from Greece, Alexandria, or any other center of
learning of the day either. It only becomes a problem if you
want to believe the story Christianity is telling and selling.

As the last word on this subject here, let me add Lataster's
words about one of the latest theories advanced by
researchers. This one is especially interesting as it relates
directly to not only the subject at hand but also to the gospel
created by Paul.
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AThe belief Iin Jesus started as
being (who was killed by demons in an upper realm), who
became historicised over tFme.
page tome, this theory and the traditional theory i that

Jesus was a historical figure who became mythicised over

time i both align well with the Gospels, which are later

mixtures of obvious mythand what at | east s
historical. The Pauline Epistles, however, overwhelmingly
support the fAcelestial Jesuso tt

passage indicating that demons killed Jesus, and would not
have done so if they knew who he was (see 1 Corinthians
26-10) . 0O

Most scholars would agree that the crucifixion and its
accompanying events was made up out of whole cloth,
especially since itis plagiarized from so many other religions.
| tend to agree. However, | cannot help but allow the door to
remain open just a crack for a possible crucifixion scenario
that is, while fantastical, certainly possible. It would also
explain a few things.
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Didymus: The Twin

Many believe that Yeshua had a twin brother! Amazingly,

this assertion is not without textual merit. Our dear Apostle
John uses the word ADidymuso to
Didymus literally means it h e (G1824nh oThe word is
employed in John 11:15, where Thomas (Thomas Didymus

being his full name) and the other disciples are frustrated

with Yeshua at His insistence of going into the hotbed of
Jerusalem during a time when the Pharisees were seeking

to kill him. John is the only writer to use the term, making it

a unique revelation of the last apostle.

ATher ef or e hbhsacatlladsDidymus, said to his
fellow disciples, "Let us also go, so that we may die with
Him."

That certainly sounds like something an exasperated brother
might say that a devoted disciple would not. Could it have
actually been a veiled prophetic reference? Also, one
wonders if John's multiple references to Gnostic writings may
be a subtle nudge in the same vein as his rather casual
mention of the disciples never having been taught about the
resurrection. | ask this because The Gospel of Thomas in
the Nag Hammadi Scriptures emphatically calls Thomas
Didymus the twin brother of Yeshua! John may be leading
us down the road of truth one crumb at a time.

AThen the same day at evening, L
week, the doors were shut where the disciples were
assembled for fe@ohn20fl9)t he Jewso

The context of this verse is just after the resurrection event.
John told us they did not believe in it. Why not? Because
Yeshua had already left them to go teach other places.

AAnd ot leglhave, Which are not of this fold: them

also | must bring, and they shall hear my voice; and
there shall be one fold,Joahnnd on
10:16)

The Gospel of Mary pictures this same event.
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AWhen the Blessed One hgektedsai d
them all. Peace be with you, he said. Acquire my peace

within yourselves. Be on your guard so that no one deceives

you by saying, 'Look over here, or look over there, for the

Child of Humanity exists within you. Follow it. Those who

search for it will find it. Go then, preach the good news about

the Kingdom. Do not promulgate law like the lawgiver, or

else you will be dominated by it. After he said these things,

he departed from them. o

So here we see Yeshua leaving the Apostles to go teach
other places. He did not die at the end of His time with
them! That is why they did not believe in the
resurrection. Those that are not dead do not resurrect!
Many believe Yeshua visited the Americas after leaving
Jerusalem. Several indigenous religions have stories that
sound remarkably like Him.

AThere are persistent rumors th
in both Greece and India, and that a coin struck in His honor

in India during the first century has been discovered. Early

Christian records are known to exist in Tibet, and the monks

of a Buddhist monastery in Ceylon still preserve a record

which indicates that Jesus sojourned with them and became
conversant wi t h(Secteteleachingsip.i554n s o p h )

Could it be the apostles did not believe in the
resurrection, even after seeing the supposedly risen
Christ because they had already watched him depart
Jerusalem?

AWhil e they behel d, he was tak
received him out (Al heir sight.

A puzzling question still lingers. Why were they still huddled
away in fear of the Jews if Yeshua had not just been crucified?
If they had just seen Didymus, The Twin, one of their own
number arrested by the Jews and used as a patsy for a
Roman show trial, crucifixion swoon and faked resurrection
they would have good reason to take extreme precautions!
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This scenario fits all the facts. It explains how the public at
large would have accepted that it was in fact Yeshua who
was crucified. It also would serve to answer a couple of
oddities surrounding the whole crucifixion and resurrection
scenario.

Why did Pilate work so hard to free the supposed Yeshua?
Recall that his wife had become at least very interested in
Yeshua if not a devotee of Him. Had Pilate seen enough of
Him to know that the man before him during the show trial
was not really Yeshua? Gnostic tradition says Yeshua
visited with Pilate and his wife on more than one
occasion. Did Pilate declare Didymus a just man because
he knew they were railroading the wrong man?

It would also answer why those closest to Yeshua knew the
phony resurrected patsy was not really him. Those of us who
have known twins and been around them find it very easy to
tell them apart even though it consistently bedevils those that
do not have the advantage of time spent in their company.

It also gives Paul a spectacular event to set up his fake
resurrection and use the empty tomb as the center of his new
Roman theology. This is a foundation much more certain
than a mere phantom and is much more in line with the
personality and thinking displayed by Paul in the scriptures.

The Nag Hammadi Scriptures also lend credence to a faked
crucifixion. The Second Great Discourse of Seth plainly and
emphatically states that a faked crucifixion did in fact take
place! The Revelation of Peter teaches the same thing and
takes it even farther. This book goes into fascinating detall,
explaining how that though it looked like it was Yeshua
being arrested, punished and crucified, it was in fact
someone else. This is exactly what a Passion False Flag
with Didymus as patsy would have looked like! You cannot
get a more accurate description! No wonder the Gnostics so
raised the ire of the first apologist! It must also be pointed
out that the Muslims have always held that Yeshua was not
crucified.
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Such an understanding also sheds new light on what has

long been called Peter's 'denials’. | have always found the

classic denials of Peter in the gospels to be illogical. They

just did not add up to me. If the so-called denials were Peter

denying that the one they had arrested was Yeshua, they

har moni ze with what we know of
everything makes sense again.

Peter actually denied three times that the man they were
railroading was Yeshua rather than denying his Lord as we
have so long been taught. One has to wonder if laying this
false charge against Peter could have been one of Paul's
ways of gaining revenge on the man who had stood up to his
false gospel?

This scenario is certainly possible, and | find it more
satisfying as an objective scholar and researcher. | always
set as my main goal the greatest harmony and synthesis of
all legitimate historical documents and accounts possible. If
we approach our study in the same way John approached
the writing of his final message, we would listen to and
evaluate all the testimony of the available texts, we would
weigh the commentary of the expert withesses, looking for
the most consistent and believable story in all the evidence
presented, and then make our own judgment. If in fact we
all do that in our own minds and spirits, we can ask no more
of ourselves. If we do any less we have only ourselves to
blame. In the end, whatever we choose to believe, we now
know for certain that the Apostles knew nothing of the
resurrection.

Shift the Blame

AWhen Pilate saw that he was ac
but rather that a riot was starting, he took water and
washed his hands in front of the crowd, saying, "I am
innocent of this Man's blood; see to that yourselves."
And all the people said, "His blood shall be on us and on
our children!" Then he released Barabbas for them; but
after having Jesus scourged, he handed Him over to be
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cr uci f(Matlew 27:24-26)

Another maniacally brilliant aspect of the Pauline passion
drama is its diversion of attention from the true architect of
this audacious false flag onto the perfect patsy. A perfect
patsy is one you can use over and over again without
diminishing effectiveness. We have already seen Paul use
the Jews used as a patsy by having the false charge of the
Galatians returning to Jewish legalism pinned on them when
the Galatians were in fact going back to their original pagan
religion. Now we see Paul use them again as patsies for his
crucifixion false flag.

This is not said to completely absolve the Jewish people.
They certainly have plenty of blood on their own Abrahamic
hands from their own activities throughout history. However,
this does not rightly include the blood from Paul's crucified

patsy.
AWhen Piw thatdée wsasa accomplishing nothing,
but rather that a riot was starting, he took water and

washed his hands in front of the crowd, saying, "I am
innocent of this Man's blood; see to that yourselves."

Knowing now that the event described above either did not
happen at all or that Pilate was declaring that he knew the
man they were crucifying was not Yeshua and that he would
have no part in this blatant deception, the next statement is
nothing short of diabolical.

AAnd al l t he peopl e beaoindsand
on our children!" Then he released Barabbas for them;
but after having Jesus scourged, he handed Him over to
be crucified. o

AAnd all the people saido

All the people that is, gathered at Jerusalem for Passover. In
other words:

Al Il t Baeai dews
"His blood shall be on us and on our children!"

Hi
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In a single sentence Paul branded an entire people as
murderers and supplied the justification that has been used
by despots throughout history to subject millions to horrific
torture and to launch multiple attempts at total ethnic
eradication. All from a charge that is completely bogus!
The blood of Christ cannot be placed upon the Jews because
there wasn't any shed! The Jews did not crucify Yeshua
because He was not crucified!

Paul did not care about what might happen to the Jews. He
just needed them to divert attention from his plot to co-opt
the Yeshua Movement and transform its Leader from a
Deliverer and bringer of spiritual freedom into a dancing bear
for his new Roman faith.
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Paul and the Baby Jesus

ABut when the fullness of the t
forth his Son, made of a woman, made under the law, to

redeem them that were under the law that we might
receive the ado@tlatansdde5) sons. 0

Having clearly seen that the story of the resurrection was
invented by the false apostle Paul, we will now see that he
was also the inventor of the Bethlehem lied at least as it
regards the figure commonly known as Jesus.

NfGod sent forth his Son, made of

Paul says Jesus was sent form from the LORD and born of
awoman. Six years later Luke wrote that John the Baptist

was the greatest of all men born from women. He
certainly must have been aware
Galatians and of the stir his assertion regarding the Baptist

would create. With a few strokes of a pen Luke destroys the
Pauline baby Jesus scenari o. P
born of a woman cannot be possible if John the Baptist is the

greatest of all prophets born of women! John was the
forerunner of Yeshua. By his own words the Baptist declared

Yeshua greater than him:

AThere cometh one mightier than
of whose shoes | am not worthy to stoop down and
unl oo &ark 1n7)

Luke clearly shows that Paul 6s
false. John is the greatest prophet born form a woman,
clearly showing that Yeshua was not born of a woman.

With this he joins the Apostle John and his teaching that
Yeshua came into our world as a fully grown man apart from

the human birth process.

Paul was inventing his own doctrine here. And he was just
getting started.

fiMade under the | awo
AUnder the authority ofo (G5259)
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ifnThe | awo
fThe LORD sent forth his Son, m:
the authority of the | aw. 0

This is crucial. The false apostle paints Yeshua as being
born of a woman and under authority of something Paul calls
the law. What is Paul getting at here? The next verse tells
us.

ATo redeem them that were wunder
ATo ransom backo (G1805)
ATo ransom back theoslayesfuhder

Paul is saying that all humans are under this thing he calls

the law. He is saying that we are hostages or slaves of this

lawz®€ The wor d means, ATo ransom ba
Notice that Paul also explicitly states that Jesus was born

under this same law. Paul is saying that Jesus was born of

a woman, under the law, so that he could ransom us slaves

back from the captivity of this law.

AThat we might receive the adopt
ARGet backo (G618)

ALegal adopti ¢@208)nd sonshipo
AThat we might get back our son:
Let's put that all together and then break it down.

AThe LORD sent forth his Son, m:
the authority of the law, to ransom back the slaves under the
authority of the law, that we mightgetback our sonshi

Here we see the birth of the Bethlehem lie and the reason for
its creation. Paul ties this new fiction directly to his other
great fiction; the Jesus resurrection. Here we have the pillars
of Roman Catholicism and Protestantism.

What is this law Paul is talking about? All mankind is under
its authority. All mankind are slaves to it. The Jesus
character was invented to save us from it. With that
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information, | searched the writings of Paul to see what law
he was talking about. Here is what | found.

AfFor the LORD his own son in
and Christ has made me free from the LAW OF SIN AND
DEATH. o

(Romans 8:1-3, emphasis mine)

For the LORD his own son

First thing to realize is that this was a son sent by the LORD.
In the likeness

Athe same aso (G3667)

Sinful flesh

ASinfulo (G266) MAhuman natureo

t

he

(

AThe LORD sent his own son <cl o
human nature. o

Paul is clearly teaching that Jesus was born with sinful

human flesh! Before you explode on me, allow the rest of

the text to speak.

And Christ has made me free

ATo | i berate meo

Free from the LAW OF SIN AND DEATH

AFrom the authority of sinful ne:
AAnd spiritual deatho (G2288)
ATo | iberate me from the author|
death. o

Let us put that all together to keep Paul in proper context.

AThe LORD sent his own son in

nature to liberate me from the authority of sinfulness and
spiritual death. o

Paul is laying a strong foundation for his lie of Original Sin.
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Mankind is under the slavery of sinl We have lost our
sonship! We need a redeemer. Paul invented the
Bethlehem lie to sure up the Original Sin lie. The only reason
we would need a baby Jesus savior is if we were born with
Original Sin.

Who is Jesus?

Jesus is a straw man. He is a construct of Paul and the
LORD. He is merely a cardboard cut-out, a place-holder to
justify and verify the lies of the false religion the LORD used
Paul to invent and grow. | call him Plastic Jesus. He is not
real. He exists only in the perverted pages of the New
Testament and in the minds of those deluded by the Roman
Catholic and Roman Protestant deception.

When | was a kid my dad used to joke with me about a figure
he called oO0Yahoody Dnkfekteewas her .
t he man t hat Jesasssnyahbody Dirkfeather.
He was never there. Baby Jesus was created to support
Original Sin and to provide a base around which an
ET/UFO/Alien agenda and imagery could be built. Jesus on
the cross provided a graphic display of the supposed wages
of the Original sin Paul invented. Resurrected Jesus
supplied Paul with a miracle to build a new religion upon.
Second Coming Jesus will provide the foundation for an epic
false flag we are likely to live to see. Most of all, Jesus was
invented to replace and supplant Yeshua and His message.
He was invented to eventually replace Yeshua and cause
even his name to fade from memory.

Now we are able to understand a
statements that believing in the Bethlehem lie is entertaining
the spirit of antichrist. Now we can we see why John said not
even to bless those that believe it. We have clearly seen that
Paul invented the resurrection story. The apostles of Yeshua
never heard of it. We also have seen how Paul invented the
lie of Original Sin which necessitated Paul's other great lie:
the crucifixion! We now see the foursquare foundation of
Pauline Christianity: Original Sin, Bethlehem, the
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Crucifixion, and the Resurrection. We have now seen
John conclusively prove that all four are lies, frauds,
inventions and deceptions.
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THE LORD,
THE ALIEN AGENDA,
AND THE REVELATION
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When last we saw the LORD, he had just attempted to
destroy the earth for the second timed this time by drought.
Why would he want to destroy the Earth? Perhaps the
simplest answer is that it is in the LORD's very nature to
destroy, and like the old story of the frog and the scorpion
trying to cross the river, in the end, we all must be true to our
natures.

Here are some things the Old Testament tells us about the
nature of the LORD.

AFor the LORD your God is a jeal
(Deuteronomy 6:14)

AFor the LORD your God is a con
G o d (Deuteronomy 4:24)

Al, the LORD yjoaeal &Gwsd, Gado a
(Deuteronomy 5:9)

Al, the LORD your God, am a | eal
(Exodus 20:5)

AThe LORD. He is a holy God; he
(Joshua 24:19)

AFor you shall not worship any
whose name is Jealous, is a |jeal
(Exodus 34:14)

AThe LORD will go forth |ike a \
j eal ousyo

(Isaiah 42:13)

AA jeal ous and avenging God is t

avenging and wrathful. The LORD takes vengeance on
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His adversaries, And He reserves wrath for His enemie s 0 .

(Nahum 1:2)

| could go on and on listing verses of this nature until this
book is 500 pages long. | think we have seen enough to
know that the LORD is consistently shown to be jealous,
furious, angry and fearsome. These are certainly not the
characteristics of the good Gods of the Bible. The LORD is
not the god of the Bible.

AAnd there appeared a great
clothed with the sun, and the moon under her feet, and
upon her head a crown of twelve stars: And she being
with child cried, travailing in birth, and pained to be
del i v e r(Redadation 12:1-2)

AA womano
This great sign of a woman represents the progenitor of
humanity. This imagery is replete in epic literature and helps

lend credence to the beliefs that there was a strong feminine
presence at the creation of mankind.

ACl othed with the suno:
AEnshr oude dGaQli6arnd G2246) ht o

This is the light and glory of the Elohim that humanity was
endowed with in Genesis 1:26 when we were created in
their image. It is clear imagery of divinity.

AAnd upon her head a crowno

AWreath o(G473r | ando

This is not a crown in the traditional sense. lItis a wreath like
the victors in the old Olympics used to be given. The

wo nd
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significance will become clear in the next few verses so keep
this in mind.

AAnd she being with child cried
pained to be deliveredo

This is a picture of the Gods and their original, perfect
creation of humanity in their own image. This shows us a
glimpse behind the great drama of our own creation. It was
not the simple, direct act we see in Genesis. This verse
shows us that the process of our own genesis was a
painstaking task that was perfected only after much effort on
the part of the Elohim.

AA great S | ig the hregvenkesa. r Aevdoman, the
mother of humanity. She was enshrouded with the light and
glory of the Elohim. On her head she wore a wreath woven
from the earth. She was about

AAnd there appeared another WO r
beholdagr eat red (&sr3agono

This is best rendered fAa huge fi
G1404) . It is often transl ated
sense of a serpent breathing out fire through its nostrils.

AA huge fiery serpent dragon ap|

Where else in our review of John's writings have we seen
this exact same symbolism?

Al beheld the earth, and, | o, it
the heavens, and they had no light. | beheld the mountains,
and, lo, they trembled, and all the hills moved lightly. | beheld,
and, lo, there was no man, and all the birds of the heavens
were fled. | beheld, and, lo, the fruitful place was a wilderness,
and all the cities thereof were broken down at the presence
of the LORD, and by his fierce



234

(Jeremiah 4:23-26)

The | iteral rendering of this i
downo (Strong's H5422) with fAfie
anger bl asted t {H200, 5689).hCedaintyo st r i
fiery anger blasted through nostrils sounds exactly like what

we would associate with a dragon.

Could this angry, fiery dragon be the LORD? The actions of
the LORD in Jeremiah 4 are presented in exactly the same
language as those of the dragon of Revelation 12. A dragon
is nothing more than a huge serpent after all. The LORD is
consistently and repeatedly described in reptilian terms and
with and brutal intent. Is there anything else that could point
to the LORD as the dragon and tie him even more closely to
Revelation 127?

ANow t he s emgresnltiltivaa any beast of the
field which the LORD God had made. And he said unto
the woman, Yea, hath God said, Ye shall not eat of every
tree of the garden?o

ANow the serpent was more subtil

This word subtil means fichataft y @
Paul writing in 2 Corinthians 12:16 boasts;

ABeing crafty, | caught you witt

Paul takes pride in claiming the same crafty nature of the

serpent of Eden and boasts that he lied to the believers to

con them, whi ch i s whartltefathyui | e 0
translatesi f r a(G1388). There againis our first antichrist,

patting himself on the back for his duplicity. It also is a

stunning glimpse of the common mindset of the LORD, the

Serpent and Paul.
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AThe serpento

The word serpent also trans| ates to #Athe cré
Aenemy o and 0 dDrivergBoigys). A(stBongocasa

can be made connecting the fiery serpent dragon of
Revelation 12 with this crafty-tempter-enemy-dragon. |

believe he could well have been the being that we now know

as the LORD.

AWhich the LORD God had madeo

Genesis chapter 1 clearly showed us that it was the Elohim
that created everything in view in Genesis, not the LORD
himself. He is weaving his lies into the narrative here. The
LORD has never been shown to have the ability to create
life independently.

This has huge implications regarding Jesus. If the LORD
does not have the power of independent creation then
he certainly could not have impregnated Mary with ason
of his own making.

AAl 1T t hi mads bywienr and without him was not
any thing made t(dobAntl:3was made. 0

The final message of the last apostle contains a clear
statement that nothing has ever been created apart from
the actions of Yeshua. Therefore, the LORD could not
have impregnated Mary to create a son of his own
making. The entire Jesus story from start to finish is a
fabrication. A lie. Jesus is not real and never was. He is
only a fake personage. He is truly Plastic Jesus!

=]
~

AYea, hat h God s aideveryteee sfha
garden?o0

It is interesting to note that even the LORD admits to the
woman that it was originally the Elohim that instructed her. It
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is also evident from the woman's response that this is not
what the Gods told her.

AANnd t hen savbbunt the serpent, We may eat of
the fruit of the trees of the garden: But of the fruit of the
tree which is in the midst of the garden, God hath said,
Ye shall not eat of it, neither

She caught the LORD in his first attempt to trick her. She
tells him what the Gods actually said. There was no
limitation placed by the Elohim on what trees they could eat
of. The Elohim did create a tree, plant it in the garden and
then tell them not to eat from it. That is foolish. That is why
the concept has so long confused us. It simply did not
happen that way. They were given freedom to eat of any and
every tree in the garden. This is perfectly clear. So where
did the idea of the prohibition of a certain tree and its fruit
come from? It arose out of faulty understanding and outright
slanted translations. We have to read and understand the
original, literal language and intent of all relevant verses to
get the full and true idea.

ABut of the tree of trdevilkhow wl ed
shalt not eat. For in the day that you eat of it you will
surely (dir)e. o

So did the El ohim say feat from
and say in their next breath Adec
course not. That makes no sense. To have done so would

have been capricious and contradictory. A closer look at the

original language makes their words and meaning clear.

AOf every tree in the garden yol
AOf every and all o (H3605)

They were clearly told they could eat from every tree.
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i But of the tree of the knowl ed

shalt not eat. For in the day that you eat of it you will
surely die. o

They had just told them they could eat from any tree. So
something other than a tree has to be in view here. A
comparison with parallel verses will make this clear to us.

NnBut of the fruit of the tree th

the gods have said, you shall not eat of it, don't even
touch (33} . 0

NnBut of the fruito

AEarnings, oféspktag,oprirewardo

AFi gurative fruit of action

S

Fruit of arrogance; arrogant

Driver, Briggs)

firhe earnings, offspring, price, results, or reward; the
figurative fruit of actions and their consequences. The fruit
of arrogance, even the arrogant speech and fruit of a tongueo

This is clearly not literal fruit being discussed! This is the
price the woman would pay for listening to the arrogant
words coming from a tongue. What tongue? Well, who was
she talking to? The Serpent! The fruit being discussed
here is the fruit of the words of the Serpent. There is no
textual doubt.

i oOf the tree that i's the mi

d

i Of t hat whi ch i s in the mi

(H8432)

Whet her of a space or p

A |l ac
ARnOf a person present in the

e
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Let's put this all together so we can clearly see what is said
in this verse:

AThe earnings, of fspring,
figurative fruit of actions and their consequences. The fruit

pric

of arrogance, even the arrogant speech and fruit of the

tongue of a person present

So what the Elohim told the woman was that she could eat
the fruit of any of the physical trees of the garden; but that
she should beware of the fruit of the words of the arrogant
tongue of someone dwelling in the garden. Who was that
person? Again, the one she was talking to. The Serpent. It
is clear that the Elohim were fully aware of the program of
deceit being attempted by the LORD. They warned her to
stay clear.

ALest ye dieo
ABecome wooden, as a corpse

The Elohim warned that if they did partake of the words of
the LORD they would reap the fruit of them, becoming,
literall yhdswsoodepo®evo. The
their naiveté and impatience here. He promised that if they
would partake of the fruit of his words, his arrogant wisdom,
and follow his advice that
sense smel |l , t a-®tiver-Brigyspjustdikedhe
Elohim. The only thing that makes sense here is that the
serpent was telling her that by partaking she could inhabit a
body that would allow her experience all the senses.

The woman had no doubt seen the Elohim appear in physical
form many times. We are directly told that the Elohim
sometimes walked in the garden in the cool of the evening
(3:8). They were no doubt awed by the bodily manifestation
and, naturally, wanted that same experience for themselves.

o (H:

L ORELC

t he
( Br o\
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This was certainly something the Elohim were going to show

them how to do but they were not far enough along in their
development.  This realization now gives us a perfect
explanation and understanding of how Yeshuad who was an

Elohimd was able to disappear at will. This was evidenced

in the many times he fipassed t
trying to apprehend and kill him.  Yeshua could clearly
become incorporeal at will because He was an Elohim and

had mastered the ability to manipulate physical form. It was

this lust in the woman that the LORD took advantage of.

AFor God doth know that in the
your eyes shall be opened, and ye shall be as gods,
knowing good and evil 0.

The LORD convinced the woman that this experience was
the only thing keeping them from gaining full Elohim status.
He positioned himself as a helper. The truth was that she
still had many things to learn. Certainly the Elohim had told
them that there was a lot of work left to be done before they
could reach the level needed before mastering the use of
physical bodies. And now here was the LORD offering a
short cut. A good rule of thumb is that most spiritual short
cuts are deceptions of the LORD.

Remember, we are talking about spiritual beings created in
the image of the Gods here. The woman had no doubt seen
the Gods appear in physical form at times and wanted that
same experience for herself. Itis interesting to note that the
Anunnaki would fall prey to the very same temptation.
Created in their image we certainly were! Is this a
metaphorical picture of that very event? Is this a picture of
the Elohim in training falling prey to the LORD and his mud
body traps? The former is possible and the latter is almost
certainly true.

AAnd when the woman sagoodfbrat t h
food, and that it was pleasant to the eyes, and a tree to
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be desired to make one wise,
Stuck in the Mud

They gave in to the temptation to enter in the wood/tree. This
was nothing more than a metaphor for a body. The LORD
promised them a body like the Elohim had but that is not what
he delivered and not what they found themselves in. They
wound up in crude mud counterfeits. Such a realization now
gives us a perfect explanation and also explains the one
verse, that, after reading the Bible from cover to cover more
than 100 times, | have found to be among the oddest of them
all:

AAnd he took the blind man by

of the town; and when he had spit on his eyes, and put
his hands upon him, he asked him if he saw ought. And
he looked up, and said, | see men as trees, walking. After
that he put his hands again upon his eyes, and made him
look up: and he was restored, and saw every man
cl ear |(Matk8:23-25)

| cannot even count the many pastors and teachers | have
asked for an explanation of this mysterious verse. The most
common response is that this is an example of something
they want to call 'a progressive healing'. | just call that
progressive nonsense! The thought of the supposed
Christian learned is that this is a case of Yeshua not getting
a healing right the first time. We are asked to believe that He
made a mistake.

This ridiculous proposition of course never occurred before
or after this and it did not happen here. | believe the only
logical and textually accurate belief is that Yeshua actually
healed him too well the first time.

Remember, the Bible tells us this was a man born blind. He

she

t h






