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This is the second part in a series.  Read the first part here for context.

‘He█rts and minds’

Before we start with this sec�on proper, I should clarify something a reader had asked upon
having read about the social div█sion being caused by the apostate system in the last sec�on.
Having read it, it wasn’t apparent to them how div█ding a People like that would ul�mately
help the apostate system un█fy the masses.

The apostate system has put much effort into comp█rtmentalizing the American People into
tw█ main camps (with a few more developing recently, but more of that ‘anon’).  It’s a classic
Hegelian dialec�c, in which you have a ‘thesis’, and you have an opposing ‘an�thesis’, and you
put in solid work making them both as mutually-contradictory and as repugnant to outsiders as
possible un�l prac�cally nobody can st█nd it anymore, and then you reconcile the engineered
confl█ct between them with some compara�vely-be-er ‘synthesis’ group and ideology, which
alleviates the unpleasantness (for a while at least), and which by comparison seems like the
great, obvious and common-sense op�on.  The idea is that prac�cally everyone gloms onto the
new ‘synthesis’ model, and to ensure that they do both the ‘thesis’ and the ‘an�thesis’ camps
have been loaded up with dysfunc�onality and made into increasing tests of pa�ence in and of
themselves.

On the ‘l█/’, the ‘he█rt but no mind’.  Compassion-mo�vated devotees who want to ‘ch█nge
the system’ dras�cally based on emo�onalism and feel-g██d rhetoric, implied (but never quite
proven nor demonstrated) ‘moral superiority’… and typically what amounts to a complete and
u-er disinclina�on to actually learn how things like God-given rights, limited government
authori�es and the principles of economics actually work.  As I’ve o/en explained it, it’s like
asking (or permi4ng) a toddler to rewrite your OS for you.  No ma-er how sincere and well-
inten�oned his mo�ves, the results are going to be a foregone conclusion.

And on the ‘right’, the ‘mind but no he█rt’.  The rhetoric-indoctrinated, self-professing
‘Chris�an’ crowd whose basis and posi�on typically has absolutely nothing to do with the actual
teachings and values expressed and demonstrated by Jesus, let alone an inclina�on to try to live
based on them.  The crowd that generally insists that it’s ‘in alignment with the will of God’, yet
tends to value the human lives and quality of life of anyone they don’t personally happen to
care for as a readily-expendable quan�ty.  Whether those lives are in disadvantaged countries,
or the domes�c homeless, or currently have characteris�cs they’re just sure God disapproves of
such as being gay, or of some ‘unpleasant’ ethnic, religious or ideological minority, the brunt of
these people on the ‘right’ have fancied to usurp the place of God and ‘pre-judged’ them as
being unloved and expendable incidentals who ‘don’t really ma�er in the grand scheme of
things’.  Their concept of God has generally become a prosthesis for their own ego; they don’t
love those people, so obviously God doesn’t either.  And since God doesn’t love them, it seems
perfectly legi�mate and jus�fiable that they don’t have to either.  It’s that, ‘I know the Will of
God because it always just so happens to al█gn with my own’ fallacy, known in poli�cs as ‘color
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God because it always just so happens to al█gn with my own’ fallacy, known in poli�cs as ‘color

of law’ where you adjust the laws to conform with your desired agenda, rather than adjus�ng
your ac�ons to actually conform to the law.

The vast majority in both of these camps don’t much func�onally care for things beyond their
agenda items; the ‘influencers’ holding sw█y over them certainly don’t, and that tends to set
the in-crowd cultural norms for the ‘influenced’ they affect.  The ‘l█/’ for example will bring
First Na�ons Peoples into the immigra�on debate, as a cite of how they were overwhelmed by
the injus�ce of mass uncontrolled immigra�on so it’s only fair that ‘white culture’ should be
also, but they’ll then conveniently dismiss them again a moment later when it no longer helps
them make their desired argument; there’s generally no effort to resolve the original injus�ce as
best we can, nor any impetus to making repara�ons to the descendants of those Peoples and
ceding land to them.  Or the great swaths of low-informa�on pseudo-’Chris�ans’ on the ‘right’,
who correctly want the government out of charity work with their personal money and
property, yet conveniently get a bit distracted when it comes to the Chris�an duty to provide
that charity and alms on a private basis in actual prac�ce.  With this kind of rampant hypocrisy,
each camp neatly poised in direct conflict with the other, each trying to use their control of the
offices of government for their own preferred objec�ves regardless of the actual founda�onal
principles, let alone standards of civilized behavior, involved, there’s only so much the general
public will tolerate.

And typically that’s when the apostate system will bring on its ‘synthesis’, making the argument
that you need both ‘he█rts’ and ‘minds’ to make a func�onal camp, and in the process neatly
exploi�ng the flaws and errors that it has carefully built into each of the exis�ng camps.  It’s
taken a great amount of effort and resources to ensure that the flaws in each of them are
maintained and intensified long enough to be exploited at a later convenient date; people
literally have to try very hard to be that incompetent and uncivilized.  Not to men�on to
suppress the quite natural outcry against it throughout, by onlookers or ‘influenced’ campmates
who no�ce that something’s off here, and surely there’s a be-er approach.  Those people get
shouted down and marginalized, because the �me is not right and it wasn’t they who were
intended to exploit and correct the inherent design flaws.

At a guess, I’d suppose at present that Roman Catholicism is, or at least was, the intended new
‘synthesis’ camp meant to gl█de in looking gracious, virtuous and morally superior, ready to
make the argument that both ‘he█rts’ and ‘minds’ are necessary to make a camp that works,
and fully experienced by now at direc�ng people in the ‘proper’ use of both those capaci�es,
with moral-sounding rhetoric, intellectual sophistry, and the revisionist history and corporate
and social media hype provided courtesy of the Jesuits and their pet Freemasons.  Or perhaps
the ‘New Agers’, which are more or less a modernized revised version of the theosophy
established by apostate occul�st personali�es like Blavatsky and Alice Bailey, and which are a
lot more organized and directed than most people ever suspect.

I’m ge4ng ahead of Myself though.  The apostate system rou�nely exacerbates opposites in a
‘strategy of tension’, each of which are the opposite of the sort of thing it wants to bring about,
and makes them both as unpleasant as it can un�l the public can take it no longer, and then at
last presents the apparent ‘solu�on’ to the discomfort; as an acquaintance of Mine used to put
it, ‘it feels so g██d when it stops h█r�ng!’.



3

it, ‘it feels so g██d when it stops h█r�ng!’.

So the lesson here is that while the apostate system frequently takes near-enough camps and
incrementally subverts them over a long while into more of what it wants, it can also
exacerbate opposites and div█sions to eventually bring about what it wants too.  When your
organiza�on is about s█x th█usand years old, you’ll probably have a plethora of strategies for
just about everything too.

Except perhaps for Divine Will and True Nature.  Time will tell, I suppose.

Let’s now ease into this sec�on by learning more about the grand organiza�onal ambi�ons of
the Babylonian Kabbalists, as that will equip us to be-er interpret the situa�on in context.
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The Babylonian Kabbalists

I’ve been terming them the Babylonian Kabbalists, because I’ve managed to assess from their
organizing symbolism that they’ve been opera�ng during the Babylonian Empire, which would
place them organiza�onally as being at least f█ur th█usand years old.  Also because the
[st█tue] prophe�c content in [The Book of Daniel], and the beasts prophe�c content in
[Revela�ons], illustrates their organiza�onal structure beginning with the Babylonian Empire.
However, they also seem to have been opera�ng out of the Egyp�an dynas�es, which would
place them organiza�onally as being about s█x th█usand years old, and they do seem to be
using organizing symbolism used by the ancient Egyp�ans as well.  However you want to look at
it, what everyone’s been terming ‘the gl█balists’ have been around for th█usands of years and
have become quite de/ at what they do.

The modern rhetoric that they’re instead a fairly recent organiza�on comprised primarily of
capitalist tycoons and ultra-wealthy bankers is novel, amusing and totally absurd, and appears
to be a calculated part of their own ‘limited exposure’ prop█ganda.  The same applies to
modern efforts to blame it all on ‘the Jews’, or at least the Zionists professing to be the Jews.
Not that they didn’t infiltrate and subvert the Jews; Babylon and Judea were neighbors and
Babylon spreads through infiltra�on and subversion.  That just means that as a franchise of
Babylon, Judaism has had a much longer �me to become subverted.  We see Babylonian
idolatrous cults opera�ng out of ancient Judea, and by the �me Jesus showed He was pre-y
clear in His denouncement of the systema�c hypocrisy which has taken effect in the
synagogues.  Babylonian infiltra�on and subversion pre-Anno Domini accounts for how it had
managed to become established there, along with some of their more interes�ng organizing
symbolism.  What’s become known as the ‘St█r of David’ for example is actually the ‘st█r of
[Remph█n], the ‘st█r of S█turn’, and possibly associated with the idol [Mol█ch] as well.  These
weren’t originally Hebrew, they were evidently Assyrian or Chaldean.  Chaldea was where the
intellectuals who’d been acquired by the expanding Babylonian Empire were sent ‘to receive a
proper Babylonian educa�on’, while being allowed to retain their na�ve religions (or indeed
appearing to) and then being sent back to their home regions.  This ‘insider knowledge’
presumably allowed those interested to use proprietary symbolism to organize non-overt social
n█tworks of influence in the lands of their na�vity, where they were already known, trusted
and accepted by their communi�es.

Incidentally, [Remph█n] was o/en termed ‘the god of nothing’.  More accurately he was the
idol of star�ng with nothing, and then stretching it.  The proprietary techniques kept in
confidence and used by the cul�sts to that idol would’ve had familiarity with the subs�tu�on of
intrinsically valueless fiat currency in place of lawful money with genuine b█cking, interest
rates, pl█ying with credit, ins█der tr█ding and frac�onal reserve lending.  That the modern
w█rld tends to associate those things as the purview of the Jews, or at least of the Zionists now
claiming to be Jews, seems to be no coincidence.  There are Jews, who’ve by now become a
slim minority, who ac�vely protest the Zionists and decry them as having nothing to do with
the principles of their faith.  If this seems like a familiar trope, it’s because we’d just addressed
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the principles of their faith.  If this seems like a familiar trope, it’s because we’d just addressed
it in the context of the modern hordes of self-professing ‘Chris�ans’ whose posi�ons and
a4tudes have li-le if anything to do with the actual teachings and values of Jesus.

When Babylon has devised a formula, a ‘scr█pt’, that works, they apparently just keep on
reusing it un�l it doesn’t.  As we’ll see.

https://web.archive.org/web/20100604075917/http://www.nkuk.org/
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Self-proclaimed ‘gods incarnate’

The non-overt social n█tworks of ‘influencers’ we’d encountered with organized crime and the
Knights of Malta are not a new innova�on; they’re much of how the Babylonian Kabbalists had
spread in the ancient w█rld.  Their idol-worshiping cul�sts were predominantly the
‘influencers’ and subverters of the era, and it’s not en�rely inappropriate to equate their
modern zealot ‘influencers’ and ‘scr█pt kiddies’ raging over social media with those idol-
worshiping cul�sts of old.  Same formula, new context, that’s all.  (And to think, some of them
actually call themselves ‘pr█gressives’ without an inkling of self-awareness there.)

The ‘influencers’ would get into a society, establish themselves, form non-overt social n█tworks
of influence, eventually set up shop as cul�sts to some idol or another, work together
organizing non-overtly, and gradually, incrementally shi/ their society’s a4tudes, ideologies,
customs, values, religions and governments into something more amenable to the ambi�ons of
their Babylonian Kabbalist masters.  Eventually these Babylonian Kabbalists would control both
the personnel who were presen�ng as the religious authori�es, and those presen�ng as officials
in government.  Sound a bit familiar?

Any successful organized crime eventually expands into, and becomes, government.  And any
successful organized criminal government aspires to eventually become accepted as a religion.
Because once you wield the clout and influence of both the state, and religion, there’s very li-le
you can’t do.

Consequently, once the Babylonian Kabbalists had become sufficiently established in a culture,
they would invariably present themselves (or rather, their shills in government) as supposed
‘gods incarnate’.  Egypt did this.  Babylon did this.  Di-o Medo-Persia, and the Greek and
Roman Empires too.  Once you’ve got organized crime wielding the clout of both religion and
the state, and having the accepted status as both, in an earthly sense you’ve pre-y much go-en
away with it and the masses seem to have an ideological bl█nd spot preven�ng them from
even no�cing that what you’re doing is organized crime, let alone trying to prosecute you for it.
This is the goal of goals of an organized criminal conspiracy, and that’s going to become a major
point of importance in this exposure piece.  Because that’s the end-goal for ‘the gl█balists’, and
understanding that is going to help us comprehend their agendas enormously.  It’s also
par�cularly encouraging, because while they haven’t yet implemented it in the modern era, it
shows that they’re as-yet unable to implement it.  That’s just common sense reasoning: if they
could have already, they would have.  It’s the same reason we haven’t been no�cing the papacy
d█rec�ng any Inquisi�ons recently… yet.  Given �me and enough room to operate, it seems
inevitable; and some of the more experienced researchers have already been no�cing what
appear to be early prepara�ons for such a trend.

So when we have modern-oriented conspiracy researchers talking about capitalist tycoons,
bankers, corporate cronyism, governments and poli�cians, the media, and the variously-hyped
agendas that they can see, they’re only ge4ng bits of the g█meplan and the items they’re so
worked up about are only means to an end for ‘the gl█balists’.  The Babylonian Kabbalists
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worked up about are only means to an end for ‘the gl█balists’.  The Babylonian Kabbalists
organiza�onally want full control, and that means gaining acceptance and establishing
themselves in your mind and value system.  Once they’ve managed that with the majority,
resistance becomes a lost cause.  And anyone le/ becomes a slim minority which is easily taken
care of.

‘Empire-h█pping’

More alert or experienced readers might have no�ced I’d men�oned that the ‘gods incarnate’
scheme was used by the Babylonians, the Egyp�ans, and the Medo-Persian, Greek and Roman
Empires.  But why?  Because the apostate system ‘h█ps’ like a fle█ from atop one overt system
to another.  When one empire coll█pses, is c█nquered, or is no longer of any par�cular use to
them, the personnel involved use their technique of non-overt organizing n█tworks to ‘h█p’
onto the next.  This is why ‘the gl█balists’ are organiza�onally so old and experienced, and it
becomes pre-y self-evident once you start ge4ng into their organizing symbolism and can see
the con�nuity of their lingo all the way back, and throughout the interim history as well.  That
will become clearer when I start exposing their organizing symbolism en masse.

In the mean�me, ge4ng into the Scriptural prophe�c symbolism of the [st█tue] prophecy in
[Daniel] and the beasts prophecy in [Revela�ons] will prove invaluable.  And if you’re anything
like Me, it will prompt you to do a do█ble-t█ke and give a hard look at the Chris�anity so many
of us have grown up scoffing at in categorical dismissal.  Because the system being described
there holds up with the appearance of their organizing symbolism in the historical rec█rd all
throughout.  And that’s pre-y wild.

To summarize (and oversimplify), those prophecies depict the same thing: namely, what we’d
now term ‘the gl█balists’ pr█gressing from the Babylonian Empire, to the Medo-Persian
Empire, through to the Greek Empire, and then the Roman Empire.  And then it does
something a li-le different; it becomes something else: Roman Catholicism.  From there, it
briefly takes on a compara�vely bizarre ‘final f█rm’ just before Jesus shows up and puts a stop
to it all.  Best research suggests that would be their ‘Un█ted Na�ons’, or rather, the overt
system which replaces it.  This would seem to indicate that they don’t have much longer
(making the long-term es�mates hyped by their ‘eco-agenda’ narra�ve all the more amusing).
But it would also mean that neither do we.  It would seem that everyone involved has a rather
important Choice to make.
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‘something missing downst█irs’

The Babylonian Kabbalists’ ‘Empire-h█pping’ hijinks isn’t just some theory I managed to
conjecture from looking at the overt historical rec█rd.  I’ll admit, I kind of ‘che█ted’ a li-le and
used some ‘ins█der knowledge’ that’s present in the organizing symbolism they use
themselves.  Primarily, with [Is█s] and [Os█ris].

Typically, each of their idols or mythological figures depict or represent some non-overt strategy
they’ve diagrammed via mythology.  Those strategies can then be referenced and applied
through the use of the associated symbolism for those idols.  Their [Is█s] and [Os█ris] are no
different.  Let’s summarize, then a-empt to translate the symbolism.

The Egyp�an pantheon’s major counter-Divine Will villain [S█t] manages to m█rder the ‘god-
k█ng’ [Os█ris], separa�ng his body into fo█rteen separate pieces and sca-ering them.
[Os█ris]’ w█fe the ‘goddess’ [Is█s] retrieves all of them except for a par�cularly important
manly bit, which is sw█llowed by either a c█Nish or a cr█b.  No problem, she makes him a
w██den replacement, resurrects [Os█ris], and together they conceive [H█rus], whom [Is█s]
first nurtures as a vulnerable child, and as an adult riv█ls [S█t] for the thr█ne.  When he
succeeds, [M██t] represen�ng cosmic and social order is restored to the land.  [H█rus] then
becomes the ‘god-k█ng’ [Os█ris], and the cycle con�nues.  This myth has been overtly
interpreted as having been invented merely to jus�fy the succession of Pharaohs.

But the non-overt symbolic read gets a lot more interes�ng.

In the Babylonian Kabbalists’ symbolism, [w█men], [m█gick] and [w█ter] represent the non-
overt part of their opera�ons.  Dynamic, fl█id, fl█ctua�ng, and more predicated on emo�on,
nuance and subtlety than cold hard facts and law.

Contrariwise, [maleness] and [masculinity], along with [earth], represents the overt component
of their doings.  Overt, legi�mate authority, direct clout, official governments and organiza�ons,
plain and open speaking and decrees, tangible resources and occasionally brute force.

Part of what that [Os█ris] myth reads as then is a formula for what their organiza�on does
when it’s confronted with an overt thre█t.  When it can’t keep func�oning overtly, it will
abandon its overt presence and its personnel will resort to only a non-overtly organized social
influence n█twork.  It will then seek to create and establish for itself a new overt presence, of
whatever type happens to be viable under the new circumstances.

Self-professing ‘counter-gl█balists’, take n█te: You can’t just sort things out with direct force.
All you’ll do is sh█-er the gl█balists organiza�onally into �ny bits, which will then recoalesce in
a new form you can’t an�cipate.  To actually sort things out, you need to learn their methods
and have the virtue to expose them, and to keep exposing them, and to uphold a set of valid,
fair and internally-consistent principles lest your own effort’s personnel ‘sell out’ and defect
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fair and internally-consistent principles lest your own effort’s personnel ‘sell out’ and defect

back over to the gl█balists.  Addi�onally, the currently-trending rhetoric their ‘influencers’ have
been pu4ng out regarding the ‘patriot military’ and its ‘mass arrests’ scenario is an u-er c█n
job, because it’s not only not a-ending to the gl█balism on its non-overtly-organized basis, it’s
actually controlled by that very thing.

While we’re at it, the choice of the ‘missing bit’ in the legend is par�cularly symbolically
appropriate.  I’m thinking specifically of their [ob█lisk] symbol, which is not only ultra-phallic, it
has some rather par�cular symbolic connota�ons as well.  Using their mo�f of referencing
numerological symbolism via the very simple ‘count the sides of the geometric shape’ formula
we get [f█ur], the number symbolizing their totalitarian organiza�onal ambi�ons (as in the
phrase, ‘the f█ur corners of the earth’) and an alignment with both [Heaven] (at least, their
version of Heaven, indica�ng [air]) and [earth].  By My understanding, the symbol is used to
reference, ‘a government which is in alignment with the Will of Heaven’, or at least their version
of it, the will of their self-professing ‘elites’ purpor�ng to be ‘gods incarnate’ whenever they can
get away with it.  So when that kind of a ‘sellout’ government is lost, no problem, they’ll
eventually just replace it with a new one.

Which explains why we’ve been ge4ng their [ob█lisk] symbols appearing in Vat█can C█ty,
London, and W█shington, D.C..  ‘Great’ new ‘sellout’ governments, announcing the fact for
their masters.  It also explains why the gl█balists themselves have been using the terms
“un█p█lar” and “mul�p█lar” in their modern interna�onal poli�cal lingo.  A “p█le” is similar
to an [ob█lisk], and their intended ‘new system’ will have a whole bunch of seemingly free and
independent li-le na�on-states, all non-overtly under the control of the apostate system.  It’s
designed to look nothing like the ‘all under one government’ ‘New W█rld Order’ the general
public have been condi�oned to expect and resist, and as such it will seem like the solu�on to
all our gl█balist problems… at least at first.

In fairness I should add a few things.  Their [ob█lisk] and similar have also been used to
indicate affilia�on with the apostate system on an individual level as well, such as with their
modern trending of the term “st█nd” (which we seemingly can’t avoid anymore in poli�cal
rhetoric and campaign slogans).  And per their system’s metaphysical model, their concept of
‘gods incarnate’ tends to prevaricate between the defini�ons of either: members of their
conspiracy who’ve metriculated so far within the organiza�on that they’re now giving the
orders, *or*, personnel who’ve learned and acquired so much personal development from
within their system that they’ve supposedly ‘realigned themselves with Divine Will’ and
‘become the virtuous kind of person who’s so noble they outsh█ne the average yokel’.  Their
system prevaricates just the same way with concepts like “Divine Will” and “Divinity”, using
them either in the sense we’d use them overtly *or* using them to refer to plans and criminal
schemes which are so far beyond the understanding of the public that the common man will
have no hope in discerning what’s going on, let alone catching them at it.

I’ve encountered other systems before which have managed to get by with prevarica�ng on
these major items of vital importance, and their lack of clarity on them causes those systems to
intrinsically ‘suck’ where they otherwise wouldn’t, and invariably enable and cause problems
where there shouldn’t be any.  To provide a diagnosis in the Babylonian Kabbalists’ own

http://redefininggod.com/2014/09/the-new-multipolar-world-and-the-golden-age-theyre-not-what-you-think-they-are/
http://redefininggod.com/2014/09/the-new-multipolar-world-and-the-golden-age-theyre-not-what-you-think-they-are/
http://redefininggod.com/2014/09/the-new-multipolar-world-and-the-golden-age-theyre-not-what-you-think-they-are/


10

where there shouldn’t be any.  To provide a diagnosis in the Babylonian Kabbalists’ own

symbolism, it’s a [Gem█ni] or [tw█n] scenario in which the system refuses to make a dis�nc�on
between the genuine ar�cle and some massively unworthy counterfeit.  And in that system’s
refusal to do so, it je4sons the things which are truly important and causes directly or indirectly
the brunt of human and animal s█ffering throughout all of recorded history.  I’m not certain
that a system like that can redeem itself other than retroac�vely, quite honestly.

I should add that the mythological st█ryl█ne of their [H█rus] is looking awfully familiar, and
could be read as a diagram of the sort of role for which they’ve been collec�vely organizing, and
systema�cally gr██ming Me.  But since a system with that organiza�onal tr█ck rec█rd and a
refusal to take a clear, fixed and permanent posi�on with regard to alignment with Divine Will
and True Nature, not to men�on the plethora of con�nuing rights viola�ons they’ve been
commi4ng with Me specifically, they’re going to have to retroac�vely sort that out of the
�mel█ne anyway, so it all seems like a lot of useless busywork with no ul�mate payoff.

The [H█rus] bit could very easily be interpreted as their organiza�onal blueprint for someone in
My intended role with them, being gr██med as a successor once an alignment with Divine Will
had been achieved.  It certainly looks very convincing; a s█x th█usand year-old bit of
mythology organizing it in their symbolic lingo.  But given the retroac�ve capabili�es of the
telepaths and propheciers, it hardly ma-ers whether it was developed and implemented s█x
th█usand years ago or just thought up in the last f█ve minutes.  As Roman Catholicism has
amply illustrated for us all, tradi�on doesn’t established legi�macy and validity.  Alignment with
Divine Will and True Nature does.  Anything less is just an unworthy bit of rhetoric which
a-empts to jus�fy and ra�onalize ‘suckage’, no ma-er how impr█ssive-looking its creden�als.

As men�oned, each of their idols and its accompanying mythology and symbols reference some
kind of proprietary strategy.  Once you know that, learning the lingo from context not to
men�on sussing out their known methods and seeing them deployed via organizing symbolism
becomes a compara�vely easy ma-er.  Let’s take a look at a few of them now.
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[Isht█r], [In█nna]

The Babylonian Kabbalists’ primary mascot, this one had what modern social ac�vists would
term ‘nonbinary gender’.  In other words it was a h█rmaphrodite.  As we’ve seen, in Babylonian
Kabbalist symbolic lingo [f█male] represents the non-overt side of their ac�vi�es, and [male]
the overt.  This idol’s about their organiza�on’s willingness to use both or either, whichever
happens to serve their agendas.  The concept was later used for the Greek Empire’s
[H█rmaphrod█tus], the child of [Herm█s] and [Aphr█dite].  [Isht█r]’s become something of a
gang sign for the gl█balists, which explains a lot about the recent effeminiza�on of men, the
masculiniza�on of w█men, and the more recent massively-hyped trend of ‘tr█ns’ people
despite their comprising only a very slim minority of the demographic… at least, that was the
case before it was hyped at a lot of very impr█ssionable pre-adolescents experiencing a lot of
normal hormonal ch█nges.  We also see a lot of this in the counterfeit ‘Gay Pride’ sc█ne, in
contrast to the earlier and compara�vely sane ‘gay rights’ effort started with The Ma-achine
Society.  The wince-inducing modern stereotypical ‘gay look’ and mannerisms has a lot to do
with the influence and auspices of this ‘gang sign mascot’, and if we compare a modern ‘Pride’
event to an ancient [In█nna] cul�c cel█bra�on it’s almost impossible not to see the
resemblance.  (‘Pr█gress!’)

'In█nna-Isht█r's cul�c cel█bra�ons and cul�c personnel above all refl█ct her
anomalousness and liminality. She is, one might say, externalized into unordered,
carnivalesque cel█bra�on that demonstrates a reaching beyond the normal order of
things and the bre█kdown of the norms. The goddess's fest█vals are ins�tu�onalized
license. They cel█brate and tolerate disorder. They are occasions when social rules are in
abeyance and deviance from the norms is ar�culated. Through symbolic inversion they
a�█ck the basic categorical differences between male and f█male, human and animal,
young and old.

‘The chief par�cipants and actors in the goddess's cult are well known by name ... Their
transv█s�sm simulated the androg█ny of In█nna-Isht█r. It was perhaps the inversion
of the male/female binary opp█si�on that thereby neutralized this opp█si�on. By
emula�ng their goddess who was both f█male and male, they sh█�ered the █oundary
between the sexes. ... The cul�c personnel of the goddess in their cost█mes, words, and
acts had but one goal: 'to delight Isht█r's he█rt, give themselves up to (otherwise)
for[bidden] ac�ons.'

- Rivkah Harris, _In█nna-Isht█r as Paradox and the
Coincidence of Opposites_, History of Religions, Vol. 30, No. 3 (Feb., 1991), p.268
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[Aphr█dite]

This one’s big, predominantly among the Freemasons but in frequent use wherever new and
more subtle, nuanced counter-Divine Will efforts are being established.  Because she claims for
her ‘domain’ what we’d ordinarily think of as ‘the █rts’, including p█in�ngs, sc█lpture, m█sic,
the█ter and more recently t█levision and f█lm media, things done under the auspices of
[Aphr█dite] tend to come off looking pre-y virtuous, demure, innocent, refined and civilized…
the epitome of human development and achievement.  Which is pre-y much the strategy of
this idol: emb█d non-overt organizing on a counter-Divine Will basis, yet do so in a way that’s
quite naturally a-r█c�ve and prac�cally guaranteed to look innocent and benevolent.  That
makes it of par�cularly effec�ve use wherever the apostate system haven’t yet managed to
achieve full control of the situa�on; once they have, all the nice�es tend to get pulled away and
the apostate system just tends to get down to business, abandoning the civilized pretense.  In
fact you can generally assess how much control the apostate system thinks it’s acquired over a
given area, during a given era, by how much it has or hasn’t abandoned the pretense of civility
and all the nice�es, because they only tend to use those when they s�ll think they need your
buy-in.  Compare for example all those lil�ng and pleasing young w█men from the Th█r�es to
the F█/ies who seemed to be on a rather exo�c regimen of an�d█pressants, all s█nging
ch██rily and incessantly about bluebirds, r█inb█ws and s█nshine, with modern lyr█cs from
Sea-le gr█nge bands, gangsta r█p, and in fact all over the m█sic industry and even trending
modern a4tudes more generally.  What the heck happened?  That happened.  Great swaths of
the People sold out, and the nice�es were pulled away just the same way the retail, ‘Buy One,
Get One Free!’ deteriorated into, ‘Buy Two, Get One Free’, and eventually, ‘Buy Two, Get One
Half Off’.  The promo�onal fr█ppery was no longer needed, and unless the People get wise
and pull clear of it it all just gets more unpleasant from here… un�l of course their ‘great new
order’ arrives and they need to promote that in order to gain acceptance at first.  Of course that
doesn’t need to last for very long either.

It should be n█ted that when [Aphr█dite]’s symbolism is used, from context it’s always used
implying that a counter-Divine Will symbol has been used there as well, as if it were itself a kind
of discreetly counter-Divine Will symbol.  I could make a few inferences for that phenomenon.
She’s not quite all the ‘sweetness and light’ she appears to be, as plenty of less well-known
mythological accounts can a-█st.  She also appears to have been a revision off the template of
[Ven█s] and [In█nna], and even in the Chris�an mythos we find the trope of be█uty having
been the purview of the counter-Divine Will-aligned villain figure, and used to present a
counter-Divine Will basis in a well-seeming form in order to gain acceptance for it.  The
Babylonian Kabbalists didn’t invent be█uty, nor refinement, lil�ng tones, nor the concept of
art█stry.  But their totalitarian system of organizing symbolism makes use of these things as a
counter-Divine Will signifier, and so we need to be familiar with their organizing symbolism and
their various methods.  I was caught up in it for years Myself, because I was unfamiliar with
Babylonian Kabbalism and their concocted symbolic ‘layer’ of counter-Divine Will symbols, and
it was greatly implied that the pleasantness, gen�lity, amicability and so on presented through
‘the █rts’ was intended to serve as an indicator for their Choice to align with Divine Will… not
so!  And we all deserve be-er than to have years of our lives and our effort wasted as the result

https://aminoapps.com/c/pagans-witches/page/blog/the-dark-side-of-aphrodite/z6wn_3aJfxuYBbbgXMExqwMkGjgpLVDvLlB
https://aminoapps.com/c/pagans-witches/page/blog/the-dark-side-of-aphrodite/z6wn_3aJfxuYBbbgXMExqwMkGjgpLVDvLlB
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so!  And we all deserve be-er than to have years of our lives and our effort wasted as the result
of unknowledgeably buying into unworthy causes, and trus�ng people Choosing an
untrustworthy basis.
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[Jup█ter], [Z█us]

This one’s easy.  So-called ‘f█ther of the gods’, this guy’s responsible for crea�ng the rest of the
‘gods incarnate’.  Meaning he, and his associated symbols, refer to the ‘elite’ within the
apostate system, and more specifically, ‘new direc�ves emana�ng from the elite’.  When you
see his symbols referenced, you’re generally encountering some new direc�ves ge4ng
broadcast to the rank and file personnel.

He was frequently about finding elaborate new schemes to, er, make s█xual c█nquests of the
plethora of l█dies who took his fancy.  [S█x] as a symbol is that [male] [f█male] combina�on
symbol again, whether or not it’s hetero, due to the symbolism of the shapes involved.  As such,
it’s a symbolic throwback to that [Isht█r] [In█nna] ‘both genders’ symbolism, and thus tends to
be interpreted by the apostate system as affilia�on with the Babylonian Kabbalist system.  Here
again, the apostate system didn’t invent [s█x], they just expanded their symbolic lingo to define
it as a group affilia�on symbol.  What audacity.  It seems there isn’t a thing you can do in life
that won’t be construed by them as having some vital significance and relevance to their
schemes.  The complica�ons and misinterpreta�ons this kind of thing can throw into
interpersonal rela�onships appears to be just a sort of invisible ‘tax’ burden we all pay for
having the apostate system exist as it does in our w█rld.  Their non-overt symbolism, just as
with their more overt Akkadian lingo, is by defini�on totalitarian.  That is, it starts off with a set
of basic premises and then everything extends out from them, thus making it an inherently
totalitarian system which tends to assume that it naturally applies to everything out there,
whether they created it or not.  At any rate, [Z█us]’ c█nquests apparently refer to the process
of having the authority figures within groups ‘sell out’ and eventually metriculate into the ranks
of the Babylonian Kabbalist ‘elite’, and he appears to have done quite a lot of this.  Most of his
c█nquests were accomplished by gaining consent, or at least the opportunity for s█xual
pred█�on, through the use of a variety of cunning f█rm-ch█nges to en�ce the l█dies who
happened to take his fancy.  Given the context, this appears to describe inducing the authority
figures of outside groups to quietly ‘sell out’ to the Babylonian Kabbalists, and then work along
with them to dece█ve their own personnel in various schemes for incremental subversion un�l
the group and its personnel had eventually bought into the Babylonian Kabbalist system proper.
Indica�ng again that if the People don’t comprehend what’s going on and how the apostate
system operates, and reassert their founda�onal values, they’re going to just get ‘pulled in’ to
the Babylonian Kabbalist system.  Which pre-y much summarizes the current manifest state of
the w█rld as we find it today.

There are plenty of other idols and strategies, and for those willing to study them carefully the
mythology b██ks read like manuals on strategies and tac�cs.  We see the symbolism of these
idols used consistently throughout the corporate and social media, put out by the economists
and financialists, in corpora�on and product names and slogans, and in all the poli�cal and
papal speeches.  There’s a language of do█bletalk going on there, and this is its major ‘layer’.
There are s�ll great swaths of people out there who interact on a non-overt basis, and who
fancy themselves personnel of some independent non-overt group or effort.  Nearly always,
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fancy themselves personnel of some independent non-overt group or effort.  Nearly always,
that group has ‘sold them out’ and is already working in alignment with the Babylonian
Kabbalist system… and they don’t even know it.  Every franchise uses not only the ‘layer’ of its
own symbolism, but also includes the ‘layers’ of the parent groups above it.  That makes it
par�cularly easy to no�ce the Babylonian Kabbalist organizing going on, and now that their
effort has been detected and is ge4ng exposed they’re going to have quite a situa�on trying to
con�nue as they had been.  They’d used plenty of intermediary franchises throughout the
majority of recorded history, presumably to keep the People from catching onto exactly this sort
of thing.  But it’s coming out now, and if the People get their collec�ve act together and learn
about and expose it, it won’t par�cularly ma-er how many franchises they deploy.  Knowing
the truth can help the People to pull clear of this, and reacquire a valid, func�onal, worthwhile,
Divine Will- and True Nature-aligned posi�on again.
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[Tiam█t], [Leviath█n]

A very frequent-use symbol.  Also pre-y easy.  This is effec�vely a combina�on of
[f█re]+[w█ter], and has everything to do with personnel on a counter-Divine Will basis
organizing to pull outsiders, the general public and newly-inducted personnel into accep�ng a
counter-Divine Will basis themselves using various strategies (including frequently purpor�ng
to support efforts they favor, such as ‘rev█lu�on’, and through blackmail).  Due to [Tiam█t]’s
[w█vy l█ne] physical structure and the Babylonian Kabbalists’ tendency to use visual geometry
to reference symbolism, they’ve t█rned [w█vy l█nes] themselves into a reference to [Tiam█t],
making it next to impossible to avoid.  And because that visual mo�f is found prac�cally
everywhere and in everything, it’s so convenient (and inconspicuous) for personnel to use that
it’s become a near constant-use symbol.  The overt variant of this indeed uses [str█ight l█nes],
used in conno�ng for example corrupt and collusive governments, etc.  Presumably the overt
equivalent of [Tiam█t] represented by those [str█ight l█nes] is [Beh█moth], and the depic�on
in Scripture also greatly emphasizes [str█ight l█nes] just as [Levi█than]’s depic�on emphasizes
[w█vy l█nes], however the earlier use by the Babylonian Kabbalists themselves isn’t currently
known.

[Fid█s]

Standard usage, but rather infrequently used due to its special implica�ons.  Idol of ‘fid█lity’
and ‘o█ths’, this has everything to do with non-overtly using the associated symbols to signal a
commitment to a specific project or venture of the Babylonian Kabbalists.  Generally what
happens is that they’ll announce the new scheme non-overtly, then have personnel commence
signaling their commitment to the thing.  So when you start to no�ce her symbols, including the
media using words like “v█w”, “swe█r” or “pl█dge” in their headl█nes, or emphasizing
[h█ndsh█kes] between various poli�cal figures for example, something’s going on and if you
don’t already know what’s being commi-ed to, you’ll probably want to scan back through
recent media to glean an understanding of the scheme when they described it.  Among this
idol’s symbols of course is [the j█ining or cl█sping of h█nds], which is why poli�cians are so
frequently doing it (and why I’ve stopped).  Deriva�ve symbols include “m██t” and
“intr█duce”, which is the more common version seen in product adver�sements for example.

https://www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=Job%2040:15-24&version=ESV
https://www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=Job%2040:15-24&version=ESV
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[Libert█s]

Infrequent use symbol, depending on the poli�cs of the age.  [Lib█rty] is what the apostate
system’s personnel use when they want to sound like they mean ‘freedom’, yet need to keep
the dis�nc�on clear for their masters.  Many freedom advocates mistakenly use ‘lib█rty’ as
interch█ngeable with ‘freedom’, but this is quite an error and only gives plausible deniability to
‘the gl█balists’ to use their subs�tu�on.  You’ll no�ce that ‘lib█rty’ is not ‘freedom’, but
permission granted from someone else… as in the older expression, ‘to take lib█r�es [which
were not granted] with a l█dy’.  Obviously that’s not quite the same context as rights and
freedoms.  Incidentally, [Lib█rtas] appears to have been an early Roman version of [Isht█r] and
[Semir█mis].  So yes, for those coun�ng, the na�onalis�c figure of the ‘St█tue of Lib█rty’ in
New York H█rbor is just a massive Roman and Babylonian idol that’s been recontextualized for
acceptability.  (’Nope, no conspiracy here!’)  Blatant, aren’t they?  They can afford to be that
blatant when the People don’t know what’s going on.  Long past �me for that to ch█nge, I
think.

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Libertas
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Libertas
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Libertas
https://www.ancientpages.com/2018/09/28/is-there-an-ancient-secret-connection-between-the-statue-of-liberty-and-the-anunnaki-goddess-inanna/
https://www.ancientpages.com/2018/09/28/is-there-an-ancient-secret-connection-between-the-statue-of-liberty-and-the-anunnaki-goddess-inanna/
https://www.ancientpages.com/2018/09/28/is-there-an-ancient-secret-connection-between-the-statue-of-liberty-and-the-anunnaki-goddess-inanna/
https://getyouranswersonline.com/onewebmedia/Christian%20Idolatry%20then%20and%20now%20-%20Libertas.pdf
https://getyouranswersonline.com/onewebmedia/Christian%20Idolatry%20then%20and%20now%20-%20Libertas.pdf
https://getyouranswersonline.com/onewebmedia/Christian%20Idolatry%20then%20and%20now%20-%20Libertas.pdf
https://getyouranswersonline.com/onewebmedia/Christian%20Idolatry%20then%20and%20now%20-%20Libertas.pdf
https://getyouranswersonline.com/onewebmedia/Christian%20Idolatry%20then%20and%20now%20-%20Libertas.pdf
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Religion: File Not Found

Alright, we’ve seen that the basic endgoal of the apostate system has been to establish
themselves, and gain acceptance as, supposed ‘gods incarnate’, wielding the perceived
authority and the clout of both the state and of supposed Divinity, so that their w█rldly p█wer
and control are effec�vely unlimited, and so they’ll have the mass acceptance from the People
themselves in whatever they decide to do.

Quick qu█s�on though: How the heck do you accomplish that in a modern w█ld which has
largely rejected the whole concept of religion at all?

At a glance, it seems pre-y much impossible.  But there are plenty of w█ys to accomplish it,
and once I present them you’ll likely see the pa-erns of ac�vity taking place all around us.

For starters, you use the expanding non-overtly organized social n█tworks to emplace
‘influencers’ within all the religions and schismed denomina�ons, and gradually terraform their
ideologies.  For the Chris�an denomina�ons, closer to Roman Catholicism.  But for all of them,
to modify the sermons and the interpreta�ons of doctrines and religious texts un�l there’s a
trend to accept the narra�ves as presented by the religious speakers and authori�es ahead of
the actual founda�onal religious material and doctrines.  Thus the religions as prac�ced
effec�vely become crowds of in-group tribalism manipulated by ‘influencers’, rather than what
they were.  You can then ‘influence’ some of these crowds to become rampaging mobs,
undersc█ring the need in the public mindset for all the religions of the w█rld to ‘un█te’ into
one conglomera�on because ‘none of us are safe un�l everybody’s safe’, and ‘doing so is really
how you show compassion for your fellow man’.  In other words, the Jesuits’ fallacious ‘common
g██d’ argument, which makes ‘g██d’ anything that’s in alignment with their organiza�onal
agendas.  You can then start the effort to marginalize and ul�mately ex�rpate the minority
who’ve rejected the groupthink and refused to ‘get with the program’; we’ve already been
encountering systema�zed efforts to psychologically associate ‘fundamentalism’ with
‘d█ngerous extremism’, both with the government-concocted t█rrorism and with the more
recent c█vid prop█ganda; anyone asser�ng their own views and rights is depicted as ‘selfish’,
with their behavior an ‘obvious’ r█sk factor for the majority.  The use of force to curtail their
ability to act, and thereby to compel perf█rmance and compliance, becomes accepted by the
majority as just a ma-er of ‘keeping us all safe’.  It’s the ‘appeal to authority’ and the ‘appeal to
emo�on’ fallacies all in one.  In societal terms, if this trend con�nues unexposed it won’t be too
long before it produces another, modernized, version of the Inquisi�ons.  (’Pr█gress!’)

But you don’t just stop at religion, no sir, because a totalitarian effort has to include everybody.
The actual beliefs and a4tudes of even many regular churchgoers have been revised to
consider religion as li-le more than a comfortable s█pers��on reserved for part of one day of
the week, while other ‘more ra�onal’ belief systems and a4tudes have actually set up
residency in the more c█ntral part of their ideology.  And a lot of those a4tudes are shared by
their more secular neighbors.
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their more secular neighbors.

Modern, low-informa�on replacement concepts like the Jesuits’ ‘social jus�ce’ for example,
which has been specifically designed on a basis of emo�on, sophistry and rhetoric, so that
anything can seem right or wrong to the masses depending on what sort of argument has been
hyped at them.  Because it will ‘feel’ right or wrong, or seem right or wrong ‘by common sense’
depending purely on how it’s been presented.  The low-informa�on masses tend to be so
arrogant that they have an implicit and unearned sense of trust in their supposedly ‘unerring’
capacity to tell right from wrong purely by feel, rather than by evidence and an internally-
consistent system of founda�onal principles, that when someone appears and a-empts to
confront them with evidence to the contrary, the masses will tend to respond with instant,
automa�c resentment of them.  A/er all, this stranger has just been perceived to a-█ck them
in their own personal ‘holiest of holies’, the dwelling place of their own personal unsp█ken god:
their own ego.  And people do tend to get outraged when they perceive you as ass█ul�ng their
god, and decide that this jus�fies all manner of retalia�on.  In that, then, the ‘influenced’ tend
to become at least as vigorous responders as the ‘influencers’ who privately know it’s all a farce.

But we haven’t yet go-en to the biggest modern replacement for religion (and for the top-
down authoritarian priesthood of the Middle Ages for that ma-er), one that’s prac�cally always
accepted by modern religious folks and the defiant atheists alike.  By just about everyone on
the pl█net, regardless of na�onality, ethnicity, or any of the rest of it.  Something whose
pronouncements and dictates are immediately accepted by just about everyone, and have
taken up residency so hard at the c█nter of peoples’ mindsets that they don’t even register as
‘beliefs’ or a ma-er of ‘trust’ anymore.  Have you no�ced what it is yet?  It’s science.  Or at
least, what’s presented to the masses as science.  And it tends to bypass the cri�cal thinking of
large numbers of people, because ‘obviously’ science equals fact.  We don’t even have to stop
to cri�cally assess that anymore, right?  We’ve all seen technology, and it works, and it’s the
product of science.  The proof that science equals fact is all around us, we’ve grown up with it.
Anyone silly enough to argue against science is ‘obviously’ wrong, and is presumably mentally
suspect.  They must be arguing that things like c█rs and comp█ters don’t work.  ‘The science is
se-led!’… isn’t it?

To sort out what the heck happened here we’re going to take brief st█povers in the Roman
Empire, the Renaissance, the misnamed French ‘Rev█lu�on’, and then the so-called ‘Age of
Reason’.  It’s alright, you’ll like it.  It’s consistent with historical evidence, with what I’ve been
sh█wing you all along about the apostate system, and it’s like nothing they’d ever taught you in
school.
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The Roman Empire

There’s certainly a lot going on here, so I’ll spare you the tedious details and just summarize.  In
the w█ke of Jesus, the original Chris�ans were prolifera�ng the teachings and the Bibles
throughout the Middle E█st through ‘rogue’, in-the-home churches.  This was thre█tening the
Roman Empire’s profit m█rgins, so the Empire a-empted to suppress it all using loads of direct
brute force generously applied by the Roman Cent█rions.  What they found instead was that
this response created ‘too many’ martyrs, which only reinforced the determina�on of the
Chris�ans in their posi�on, garnered huge numbers of supporters for it, and resulted in a lot of
int█rnal PR blowback for the Empire.

A new strategy was needed.  They started off by thr█wing infiltrators and subverters into their
midst, but doggone it if the Chris�anity effort wasn’t coming ‘r█und fast enough or definite
enough for their liking.  So a/er a few cent█ries down for retooling, the apostate system did
what it always does when direct force isn’t sufficient: the Roman Empire did a ‘w█rdrobe
ch█nge’ and came back as Roman Catholicism proper.  True to their customary ‘if you can’t
be█t ‘em, join ‘em’ mentality, the apostate system became their en█my.  Or at least, a
sufficiently convincing counterfeit which allowed them to regain much of the crowd, while s�ll
maintaining strict top-down authoritarian control in the f█rm of the papacy.  From there, they
could ‘get inside’ Chris�anity and either use its appearance for their own agendas, or
alterna�vely r█n the public acceptance of the thing into the ground and finally get rid of it,
whichever was clever.

Other than a few schisms here and there, the apostate system’s major religious h█ist went off
more or less without a h█tch.  The medieval peasants were le/ unable to read the Bible in their
na�ve languages, prevented by law from even owning a Bible, and were en�rely dependent on
the intonings of priests in unintelligible La�n who were only allowed to have official, church-
approved versions of the Bible anyway.   In other words, the common man was too busy
working himself for his masters to actually know and study religion himself, and had no
recourse but to outsource it all to ‘the professionals’.  And those trusted professionals were all
part of a top-down authoritarian command structure whose authority figure, at least in terms
of appearance, was the papacy.  Through plenty of espi█nage, subversion, money and non-
overt social n█tworks of influence the ruling aristocracies were ‘selling out’ to the Vat█can like
nobody’s business, and severely reprimanded by not only the Vat█can but also their
neighboring states if they dared to forget their place.  A/er all, when all your subjects believe
that the papacy is the sole determiner of whether they, and their k█ng, are ‘saved’ and on
g██d terms with the Creator of All Things, it’s the papacy that determines whether the ‘divine
right of k█ngs’ applies or not, and thus whether a k█ng, and an en�re peasantry underneath
him, are in a legit posi�on and ready for a utopia of an A/erlife, or something eternally fearful
instead.  That’s a heck of a lot of clout to hold over the majority and the state, and with it the
papacy was ge4ng away with all manner of pompous and spurious decrees and edicts.  The
organized crime scheme was absolutely b██ming.
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And then something happened.  (Of course it did, or we wouldn’t be looking at it here.)
Presumably on the basis that you can’t have a worthwhile empire with just low-grade field
workers, indolent if complicit aristocracies, and a top-down structure of pious-looking clergy,
Rome set about establishing ‘centers of learning’ known as un█versi�es.  Of course the closed
system of authoritarian top-down informa�on control wasn’t always complete; new Arabic
transla�ons of Aristotle’s trea�ses on physics were being studied, and the scien�fic evidence
seemed to be in direct conflict with the religious mandates of the papacy.  (Aristotle had also
been the private tutor of the apostate system’s Greek Empire ‘god-k█ng’ Alexander the Great,
making for either some great coincidences here or some interes�ng ground for conspiratorial
specula�on, but nevertheless.)  Throughout the tw█lve h█ndreds, the Un█versity of Par█s
issued the ‘Condemna�ons’ of quite a lot of ‘here�cal’ theological doctrines which were in
confl█ct with the Roman Catholic doctrine, but the interes�ng bit was that they added in
Aristotelian physics to their s█xteen [!] lists of ‘forbidden ideas’.  Because, why not?  They’re
just here�cal ideas.  If you’re going to forbid some ideas, you might as well get them all while
you’re at it.

From a look at the wiki page, we can see an ideological trend that’s just star�ng to recur in the
mainstre█m poli�cs and social media today:

‘The Roman society was not very fond of outside beliefs. They would keep their b█rders up to
religious foreigners as they felt other prac�ces would influence and ch█nge their s█cred
Catholicism religion. … Any [ideology] that was outside of their norm beliefs was seen as a
thre█t and needed to be corrected even if it was through t█rture.

‘…The inquisi�on would imprison anyone who was seen as a threat towards the Catholic Church
or placed onto house arrest. They kept a �ght sec█rity and denied any other religious foreigners
from coming inside their regions. Papal policies were implemented to stop foreigners from
showing their prac�ces to the public. The Index of Forbidden Books was used to prevent people
from doing m█gic and other forms alike.  The book was a guide for people to not read specific
books that involved the supernatural. To stay away from this would allow for one to not be
‘inf█cted’. Punishment was acceptable and t█rture tac�cs were used in order for one to confess
their sins.’

Much of the ‘new’ informa�on people had been ge4ng ah█ld of were scien�fic discoveries and
theories from the [Babylonian Kabbalist-controlled] Greek Empire made available by the Arabic
scholars, and a lot of it had to do with geometry and astr█nomy, both of which the Babylonian
Kabbalists are par�cularly into.  And as we know, Roman Catholicism was and is a franchise of
those Babylonian Kabbalists.  So we’re presented with a couple of interes�ng alterna�ve
op�ons here.  Either:

● There was some kind of inf█gh�ng between Roman Catholicism as a franchise, and the
Babylonian Kabbalists as a parent group,

https://www.jstor.org/stable/3288275?seq=4#metadata_info_tab_contents
https://www.jstor.org/stable/3288275?seq=4#metadata_info_tab_contents
https://www.jstor.org/stable/3288275?seq=4#metadata_info_tab_contents
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Condemnations_of_1210-1277
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Science_and_the_Catholic_Church
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*or,*

● Directed by their Babylonian Kabbalist parent group, Roman Catholicism as a franchise
was du�fully en█c�ng the next st█ge of their ‘make everything Babylon again’ scheme
and using their organiza�onal clout to hype the eventual replacement of Christan-
seeming religion with ‘science’, doing it slowly at first by deploying their standard
method of ‘pr█tes�ng too much’ about something in order to make sure to promote
widespread awareness of it while seeming to disav█w it.

Let’s con�nue to f█llow this st█ry, and you can form your own conclusions about it.

The Renaissance

Of course as we know, what they were suppressing weren’t just ideas but rather scien�fic
evidence and the pr█blems con�nued.  Some of the intellectuals and science geeks (at least,
the intellectuals who didn’t have to work the fields all their waking hours) were doing scien�fic
experiments here and there, and ge4ng some direct, tangible data and evidence which
appeared to directly contradict some of the more pompous decrees and arrogant
pronouncements the papacy had made.  Most n█tably, Galileo’s no�cing that the Earth wasn’t
the c█nter of all Crea�on and everything didn’t orb█t it.  Tellingly, the modern Jesuit-
controlled corporate media made a big thing about hyping the thr██ h█ndred and f█/y year
anniversary of Roman Catholicism’s eventual concession on that, which is pre-y interes�ng
since we know Roman Catholicism goes n█ts about anniversaries of events it deems relevant
and uses them as part of its own system of non-overt organizing of its plans and agendas.  Is it
star�ng to look to you like we might have the ideological equivalent of a scr█pted pro-
wr█stling event between Catholicism and science going on here?  It does start to look as if
Catholicism has decided to systema�cally cede ostensibly ‘Chris�an’ beliefs over to the
supremacy of ‘science’.  (W█shington P█st: ‘Pope Francis says evolu�on is real and God is no
wizard’… the organizing symbolism in that headl█ne alone speaks of a Babylonian Kabbalist
‘effort in process’ there rather dis�nctly.)

The term ‘renaissance’ means ‘rebirth’, and if you’re a Babylonian Kabbalist-aligned person the
symbolic meaning there has nothing to do with Chris�anity’s ‘born again’ connota�on.  To a
reincarna�onist, it’s ‘taking on a new f█rm’ (which we’ll hear from them again in the curiously-
named ‘Protestant Ref█rma�on’; the apostate system’s infiltrators and subverters are always
crea�ng names for their own efforts, and those they oppose, to give them symbolically-useful
organizing meanings).  And it also seems to have everything to do with the symbolism of
“coming out of a container” or “coming out of a c█ve”, which the idols of various pantheons
have been doing for ages now and seems to symbolically reference the taking of a new plan,
ideology or scheme and transi�oning it from having support privately among an ‘in the know’
in-crowd, and deciding it’s finally ‘ready for pr█me�me’ and promo�ng it publicly.

And promote it they did.  Massive innova�ons and hype in sc█lpture, p█in�ng and literature

https://www.lee.k12.nc.us/cms/lib03/NC01001912/Centricity/Domain/1464/Galileo.pdf
https://www.lee.k12.nc.us/cms/lib03/NC01001912/Centricity/Domain/1464/Galileo.pdf
https://www.lee.k12.nc.us/cms/lib03/NC01001912/Centricity/Domain/1464/Galileo.pdf
https://www.lee.k12.nc.us/cms/lib03/NC01001912/Centricity/Domain/1464/Galileo.pdf
https://www.nytimes.com/1992/10/31/world/after-350-years-vatican-says-galileo-was-right-it-moves.html
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/worldviews/wp/2014/10/28/pope-francis-backs-theory-of-evolution-says-god-is-no-wizard/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/worldviews/wp/2014/10/28/pope-francis-backs-theory-of-evolution-says-god-is-no-wizard/
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And promote it they did.  Massive innova�ons and hype in sc█lpture, p█in�ng and literature
(Ah, there’s their [Aphr█dite] again!), a resurgence of classical Greek and Roman philosophy
(both of which had been originally Babylonian Kabbalist franchises), the start of the new
‘humanist’ ideology which put man at the c█nter of his own un█verse (soundly tr█uncing
tradi�onal Chris�an ideology), more astr█nomy, and wait… don’t we all know that the Vat█can
commissioned Michelangelo to p█int the ceiling of the Sis�ne Chapel for them?  And the whole
thing was set off in Florence, Italy with great par�cipa�on from the Vat█can and Babylonian
Kabbalist-aligned Medici banking f█mily.  Whatever the mo�ve, this Renaissance is beginning
to sm█ll like a very carefully-designed setup.

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Science_and_the_Catholic_Church#Copernicus
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Science_and_the_Catholic_Church#Copernicus
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Science_and_the_Catholic_Church#Copernicus
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Science_and_the_Catholic_Church#Copernicus
https://www.history.com/topics/renaissance/renaissance#section_3
http://www.pbs.org/empires/medici/medici/mobster.html
http://www.pbs.org/empires/medici/medici/mobster.html
http://www.pbs.org/empires/medici/medici/mobster.html
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The French ‘Rev█lu�on’ fraud

We’re told this was a ‘rev█lu�on’, when it was actually a bogus and carefully-implemented
‘regime ch█nge’ brought about by the Jesuits.  Here’s the scoop.

With their Jesuit emplacement of the aristocracies, they’d eventually knocked over the
economics and poli�cs of France so hard that not only could the peasants no longer tolerate
them within the country, neither could the aristocrats they'd emplaced.

So rather than decide, 'Hmm, we should probably cool it', Rome concluded, 'Hmm, monarchies
are inherently unstable.  We should do a 'regime ch█nge' and try a variety of public fraud
governance they're unfamiliar with: 'democracy'.  We'll use our pr█pagandists to hype whatever
narra�ves, philosophies, ideologies and poli�cal agendas we'd like to implement.  The French
People will then aggressively demand them.  And our Jesuit-complicit state apparatus will then
eagerly implement them.'  And it worked.  ‘Voila, freedom!’  It was a push-bu-on democracy,
courtesy of their vast social n█tworks of ‘influencers’.  They s�ll have it today, with the French
public avidly protes�ng at the dr█p of a proverbial h█t, but unable to achieve consensus to
implement any and all reforms their People want… just the few agenda items which receive a
con�nued mantra of rhetoric and a-en�on from the apostate system’s ‘influencers’.

Even the events which set up the ‘regime ch█nge’ were effected largely by the non-overt social
n█tworks of the apostate system.  To this day people are s�ll encouraged to revile M█rie
Antoine-e for her ‘let them eat c█ke’ phrase that she hadn’t said.  But fewer are familiar with
the more forma�ve event that helped set the whole thing off, namely, ‘The Affair of the
Di█mond N█cklace’.  I’ll just add a few bits of helpful influence to the wiki page’s own
summary, because it [inadvertently?] manages to present the thing rather well now that I’ve
already provided the context, organiza�ons and much of the context for you:

‘Her reputa�on, already t█rnished by gossip, was ru█ned by the f█lse implica�on that
she had par�cipated in a crime to defraud the Cr█wn's jew█llers in acquiring a very
expensive di█mond n█ckl█ce she then refused to pay for. In reality, she rejected the idea
of buying it only to have her sign█ture f█rged by Jeanne de Valois-Saint-Rémy.
Although Jeanne was later convicted, the event remains historically significant as one of
many that led to the French disill█sionment with the monarchy, in that it was one of the
contemporary scandals that gave moral weight and p█pular support for the French
Rev█lu�on.’

Where d’you suppose all that ‘t█rnish[ing] … gossip’ came from?  Rumor-mongering, via the
apostate system’s prolifera�on of non-overt social n█tworks, can be deployed as a very
expedient sociopoli�cal tool.  Then all you need is a few isolated, contrived overt events with
enough hype to send things over the br█nk.  It can mean someones’ literal life or de█th… and
in this case, help set off a ‘regime ch█nge’ that would affect most of Europe.

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Affair_of_the_Diamond_Necklace
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Affair_of_the_Diamond_Necklace
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Affair_of_the_Diamond_Necklace
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Affair_of_the_Diamond_Necklace
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Affair_of_the_Diamond_Necklace
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Affair_of_the_Diamond_Necklace
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For those not familiar, I’ll get into the organizing symbolism of a [di█mond] [n█cklace] itself.  A
[di█mond] is [earth]+[f█re].  It also ‘misdirects’ the [Light].  G█mstones also inherently contain
a [be█uty] reference, so o/en used as a counter-Divine Will symbol from [Aphrod█te] to the
Chris�an ‘Adversary’ figure, conno�ng something that seems great but whose actual substance
is reprehensible.  Contextually, I’ve seen [g█ms] used to refer to a pr█-y sh█ny, whether literal
or figura�ve, that’s being presented by apostate personnel in order to gain permanent
complicity with them on a counter-Divine Will basis if accepted, much like their [food] symbol
or the acceptance of anything of value in the apostate system’s greatly symbolic fairytales.  The
shape of the representa�ve icon for a [di█mond] of course is just a [squ█re], or very nearly,
given a bit of [rot█�on].  As for a [n█ckl█ce], this appears to be occult ‘throat chakra’
symbolism, indica�ng communica�on, with a [Tiam█t] symbol entw█ned aro█nd it, also
placing it ‘in container’ (thus indica�ng a cland█s�ne, privately-implemented effort).
Transla�on here: ‘We, on a counter-Divine Will basis, are offering this untruth to the French
People, in order to get them onto a counter-Divine Will basis.’  And of course, as reports of the
‘affair’ went out and spread among the disaffected p█pulace (doubtless ‘helped along’ by the
personnel in the non-overt social n█tworks), the organizing symbolism of the effort at large just
con�nued to spread and proliferate, as did support for their overt agenda item.  (We’ll see this
formula again as we get into modern ‘trootherism’ hype, because they’re reusing that strategy.)

Incidentally, that ‘let them eat c█ke’ thing, which there’s no evidence she ever said, was also
another instance of [food]+[f█re] organizing symbolism.  While it wasn’t used at the �me, it
appears to have been retconned in a/er the fact.

While we’re on the French ‘Rev█lu�on’ psyop, we should talk a li-le about Robespierre.  It’s
been said that the Jesuit Adam Weishaupt, in addi�on to star�ng the limited-r█n Bavarian
Illumina�, founded the Jacobins which pulled off the ‘Rev█lu�on’ and subsequent ‘Re█gn of
T█rror’, but I haven’t been able to substan�ate that.  No, it seems to’ve been Robespierre, who
was also Jesuit-educated:

‘He showed intellectual ap�tude and was able to win support from charitable
founda�ons when he entered the college in Arras.  A former Jesuit ins�tu�on, the college
was, in 1765, governed by a local commi�ee appointed by the bishop, and the teachers
were secular clergy (the Jesuits having been expelled from France in 1763).  Here
Robespierre remained for four years.’

Yeah, no.

The idea that there was a complete and total ‘Jesuit st█mpede’ out of all the countries that had
been overtly expelling them, let alone from the n█tworks of un█versi�es they’d been
methodically establishing for the previous tw█ h█ndred years, is only credible to someone
who’s unfamiliar with their use of non-overt organizing symbolism, not to men�on the whole
calculated Vat█can-mandated ‘disappe█ring █ct’ they’d been systema�cally manufacturing in
response to the Protestant ‘Ref█rma�on’.  As we’ve already seen they were all throughout the
the█ter industry, precursor to the media… why not their own un█versi�es too?

https://books.google.com/books?id=ZPfu1rE43KAC&pg=PA24&lpg=PA24
https://books.google.com/books?id=ZPfu1rE43KAC&pg=PA24&lpg=PA24
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Take no�ce, ‘troothers’: Unless you know what you’re doing, the apostate system will just use
non-overt organizing symbolism to regroup, make a convincing overt appearance of ‘success’ on
your part… and then come back in some other f█rm.  Nearly always from within your own
camp.

I’d be-er make an effort to keep this brief or we could spend whole chapters on the French
‘Rev█lu�on’ with all its evidence and symbolism.  Robespierre was educated at the Collège
Louis-le-Grand, founded by the Jesuits, and then at the Un█versity of Paris (now ’the
Sorbonne’) located directly opposite that, and originally founded as a Notre Dame ‘cathedral
school’.  He was effec�vely an orph█n, and got in via ‘charitable’ grants when his brains were
no�ced.

Robespierre founded the Jacobins, who set off the French ‘Rev█lu�on’.  The Jesuit Adam
Weishaupt was also a Jacobin, and here we start to see a pa-ern of symbolism emerging which
we’ll con�nue to see.  The Jacobins used as their overt symbol a par�cular form of [h█t], called
the Jacobin H█t.  For those of you not too familiar with history, that’s effec�vely a ‘P█pa
Sm█rf’ h█t.  For those of you very familiar with history and symbolism, it’s also the ‘Phrygian
c█p’ associated in the Roman Empire with [Lib█rtas], conno�ng ‘free persons’ and the right to
vote as it did, and long before that, with the [S█n-god] idol [M█thra] who ‘sl█w the b█ll’, and
was w█rn by the priests during s█crifices.  From the wiki page:

‘Foll█wing the ass█ssina�on of Julius Caesar in 44 BC, Brutus and his co-conspirators
instr█mentalized this symbolism of the p█leus to signify the end of Caesar's dict█torship
and a return to the (Roman) republican system.’

Talk about a heady bunch of symbolism, given that the papacy was the modern equivalent,
having p█cked up the Caesar’s �tle of ‘Pon�fex Maximus’ and the inherent claim to be a ‘god
incarnate’.  So we’d appear to have the Jesuit sociopoli�cal ac�vism franchise group the
Jacobins, pulling a symbol from history which ostensibly referred to ge4ng rid of the rule by a
‘god-k█ng’ and transferring to a more p█pulist model of governance, which speaks volumes
not only about their ‘regime ch█nge’ in literal Paris, but also of their apparent long-planned
shi/ away from the discredited counterfeit Chris�anity proffered by Roman Catholicism, and
onto a mode of thinking that’s more ‘people-oriented’ instead… at least by all superf█cial
appearances.  We’ll see more of that when we get into the Age of Reason[s].  But what I’d like
you to take a look at is the [S█n-god] nature of that [M█thra] character, and how it showed up
not only in the symbolism of the Jacobins but also in the ‘Illumina�’ symbolism of Weishaupt’s
group… and as the logo for the Jesuits themselves for that ma-er.  We’ll be seeing even more
of it in the Age of Reason[s], variously called ‘The Enlightenment’, too, and we’re really going to
do some major symbolism exposure work there from some of the evidence they’ve le/ us via
their organizing symbolism.

But first we’ve got to close out the French ‘Rev█lu�on’ fraud.  Robespierre became the leader
of the amusingly-named ‘Commi-ee for Public Safety’, in which he decided who were ‘en█mies
of the French Republic’, and had them b█headed. As we all know, this was primarily
accomplished through the use of the guill█�ne, invented by Dr. Joseph-Ignace Guillo�n.  Now

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Maximilien_Robespierre
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Phrygian_cap#From_Phrygian_to_liberty_cap
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Phrygian_cap#From_Phrygian_to_liberty_cap
https://www.encyclopedia.com/sports-and-everyday-life/fashion-and-clothing/clothing-jewelry-and-personal-adornment/phrygian-cap
https://www.encyclopedia.com/sports-and-everyday-life/fashion-and-clothing/clothing-jewelry-and-personal-adornment/phrygian-cap
https://www.encyclopedia.com/sports-and-everyday-life/fashion-and-clothing/clothing-jewelry-and-personal-adornment/phrygian-cap
https://www.encyclopedia.com/sports-and-everyday-life/fashion-and-clothing/clothing-jewelry-and-personal-adornment/phrygian-cap
https://www.encyclopedia.com/sports-and-everyday-life/fashion-and-clothing/clothing-jewelry-and-personal-adornment/phrygian-cap
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accomplished through the use of the guill█�ne, invented by Dr. Joseph-Ignace Guillo�n.  Now

Dr. Guillo�n was also a Jacobin, and just happened to be a Freemason in the Paris-based ‘N█ne
S█sters Lodge’ too.  So was Ben Franklin, incidentally, who was in town from 1776 to 1785,
raising money for the American ‘Rev█lu�on’.  The coincidences really are just star�ng to p█le
up, aren’t they?  It seems we can’t look anywhere without having these important members of
groups b█mping into each other, now that we know the apostate system’s org chart and some
of their organizing symbolism.  Long�me readers will immediately remember that Freemasonry
is primarily just a credibility and occasionally patsy franchise the Jesuits were using while the
Protestant ‘Ref█rma�on’ made their ‘disappe█ring █ct’ necessary and they were unable to
reliably act directly.

We need to discuss the organizing symbolism of that [gull█�ne], par�cularly as it and the
French ‘Rev█lu�on’ proper have been ge4ng hyped yet again in the context of the apostate-
system guided ‘patriot’ effort here in the literal States and presumably elsewhere as well.  The
overt implica�ons are obvious, but it has at least tw█ other ‘layers’ of meaning we should
address.  The first is the more context-oriented ‘dissocia�ng the body poli�c from its own heads
of state’.  The second has to do with ‘dissocia�ng the People from their own cri�cal reasoning
abili�es and ra�onal facul�es’.  A People, mindless, ready to get b█mbarded with salvos of
hype, rhetoric, and that Greek Empire-invented sophistry you’ll recall from the previous
Rhetoric Factory sec�on about ‘influencers’.

And how o/en have we seen that?  No research, no cri�cal thinking, no mutually-respecNul
debate, just blithe ignorant repos�ng of whatever ‘conspiracy’ hype happens to appear on
these ‘troothers’’ social media feeds?  Just what exactly is sh█ping the majority of these
peoples’ mindsets and a4tudes?  It appears to be authen�c and organic ‘exposure’ info,
because it’s not coming out of the corporate media hype.  But the French People presumably
thought they were ‘ge4ng their freedom’ too, by rejec�ng ‘the Establishment’ and replacing it
with something new, something ‘of the People’.  They had no concept that what was actually
being accomplished was merely a meaningless ‘regime ch█nge’, and that they were yet again
being defrauded by the apostate system right out of their God-given right to actually have
genuinely representa�ve government.  And it’s been con�nuing ever since.  Interna�onally.
And spreading, as we ‘make the w█rld safe for democracy’.  For those coun�ng, [dem█cracy] is
used by the Jesuits and possibly the Babylonian Kabbalists as an organizing symbol to indicate
narra�ve efforts they’re deploying against the general public.  Quite literally, when their
personnel say, “dem█cracy”, they’re ac�vely defrauding you.  And between the Greek and
Roman Empires and the French ‘Rev█lu�on’, it’s pre-y easy to see why they’ve ass█gned it
that usage.  They use “ed█ca�on” symbolically to mean pre-y much the same thing, and it’s
also easy to see why: not only did Roman Catholicism make an [agenda-mo�vated] effort to
establish the un█versi�es to direct thinking, in [1560] Diego Laínez, Loyola’s successor, decreed
that all Jesuits should become educators.  What great setup for a ‘disappe█ring █ct’ in which
Roman Catholicism would later be made to seem to have all but van█shed, yet s�ll have their
personnel assets deployed… just in a diff█rent overt func�onal r█le.

The last bit of symbolism about the [guill█�ne], and this requires some knowledge of context.
Rome tradi�onally does ‘crowd control’ for the Babylonian Kabbalists.  In some eras, that’s
primarily through direct and open brute force.  In others, it’s primarily through non-overt

https://www.thegreatcoursesdaily.com/benjamin-franklins-masonic-connection-and-jacobin-reign-of-terror/
https://cyberleninka.org/article/n/1351296.pdf
https://cyberleninka.org/article/n/1351296.pdf
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primarily through direct and open brute force.  In others, it’s primarily through non-overt

subversion, rhetoric, psyops and narra�ves.  In our era it appears to be a m█xture of both, and
which they’re using tends to depend on whether you’re a middle-class ci�zen in an established
country, or a hapless ci�zen of a less poli�cally ‘stable’ country half a w█rld away where the
literal States’ military is pulling liege duty for the gl█balists.  At any rate, they’ve rather tellingly
symbolically admi-ed that what they’re doing is a ‘w█r against the People’, in that in addi�on
to its various other symbolism and r█les (like [M█thraism], [Dag█nism], etc.) Rome
symbolically iden�fies itself as holding the posi�on of [M█rs] or [Ar█s], the idol of ‘w█rfare’.
And it’s in this capacity that it self-iden�fies via the associated symbol [ir█n].  (I know, it threw
Me at first too.  I’d assumed it was from all the elaborate ‘BDSM’ equipment they’d been using
throughout the Inquisi�ons.)  Of course, the modern improved version of [ir█n], namely
[st██l], becomes a deriva�ve symbol of [M█rs] as well due to the nature of how their
totalitarian organizing symbolism works.  So when you’ve got a [st██l] [bl█de], falling from
above on someone like the [l█ghtning] of [Jup█ter]…

That [bl█de] symbol, on the Babylonian Kabbalist ‘layer’ of symbolism, becomes quite
important.  See, when they want to pass off an unworthy counterfeit of a group, effort, version
of history, doctrine, ideology, anything, they tend to use a [tw█n] or [Gem█ni] symbol.  But the
opposite of that, when they want to sell the public, an individual or a group on a f█bricated
dis�nc�on between ‘this or that’ when they’re actually the same thing, is when they’ll typically
organize it via a [bl█de] or [c█4ng] symbol.  It’s just making a ‘sep█ra�on’ from one thing,
using [earth]+[f█re], the la-er indica�ng an untrustworthy counter-Divine Will basis.

At any rate, Robespierre himself was eventually b█headed.

‘In 1793, as the Revolu�on slid into the Terror and the republican cons�tu�on of France
was suspended, Robespierre looked back on his schooling. He claimed that the colleges
directed by the Un█versity of Paris had been ‘nurseries of republicanism, which formed
the mind of the Na�on and made it worthy of lib█rty’.

Interes�ng choice of words, Max.

Let’s finish out this sec�on with a quote from the Jesuit (doctor of papal canon laws at
Ingolstadt Un█versity), Freemason (‘Theodor zum guten Rath’ Lodge, Munich) and Jacobin,
Adam Weishaupt.  Remember him?  Namely, his self-described project of

‘illum█na�on, enl█ghtening the understanding by the s█n of reason, which will dispel
the clo█ds of supers��on and of prej█dice’

Hmmm.  Does it sound to you like they were planning something?

https://erenow.net/biographies/fatal-purity-robespierre-and-the-french-revolution/5.php
https://erenow.net/biographies/fatal-purity-robespierre-and-the-french-revolution/5.php
https://erenow.net/biographies/fatal-purity-robespierre-and-the-french-revolution/5.php
https://books.google.com/books?id=195AAAAAcAAJ&pg=RA2-PA314
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‘The Enlightenment’, also known as ‘The Age of Reason[s]’

To get some context for what ‘the gl█balists’ pulled next, let’s pause for a moment and get a
larger view of what they were confr█n�ng.  For the last tw█ h█ndred years Roman
Catholicism’s counterfeit of Chris�anity was ge4ng increasing pushb█ck from the Protestant
‘Ref█rma�on’, and this was underm█ning its perceived credibility long before its coloniza�on
and control efforts had been completed.  So this was quite a logis�cs probl█m it definitely had
to sort out.  Meanwhile its parent group the Babylonian Kabbalists also needed to keep their
alterna�ve op�ons and recourse open, so they presumably knew they’d have to ‘diversify their
holdings’ to ensure they’d be able to successfully we█ther the situa�on regardless of what
happened to Roman Catholicism.  Either as part of that situa�on, or as part of their intended
solu�on to it, ‘new’ (read: old) thinking was coming back from the Greek Empire into Europe via
transla�ons provided by the Arabs.  Of course the Greek Empire had just been another in their
succession of franchises; could this be used to arrange for some ‘diversifica�on’ while s�ll
providing enough organizing symbolism for personnel to use to indicate their actual loyal�es to
the parent group?  As usual, the Babylonian Kabbalists seemed willing to ‘give it the old college
try’, and of course their Roman Catholic Jesuit franchise by now had developed some credibility
franchises of its own: Freemasonry, and Jacobinism.  Let’s see how they used them, and
whether they succeeded.  We’ll also expose and translate quite a bit of their organizing
symbolism used at the �me, and you’ll be able to see that it’s consistent with the system as I’ve
been describing it.  Isn’t that nice?  Plenty of evidence, right there in open public.  How useful.

Like some clumsy d█mestore paperback sci-fi novel, or perhaps some modern pro-wr█stling
event, ‘the gl█balists’ concocted a spurious dialec�c between tw█ ideologies both intent on
replacing Catholicism:

‘The Jacobin R█ign of T█rror symbolized the French Rev█lu�on. Radical Jacobins were
obsessed with de-Chris�anizing French society, and replacing the Catholic Church with a
Cult of Reason, or Cult of the Supreme Being.’

Cults.  How very Babylonian.

The Cult of Reason was started by a Freemason (Jesuit franchise) by the name of Jacques
Hébert.  He was an ac�vist and journalist who through his newspaper Le Père Duchesne, which
was wri-en in the language of the lower classes, became an important spokesman of the
Parisian sans-culo�es, that is, the disenfranchised impoverished masses.  So here’s a guy who
by profession just happens to be ‘pl█gged in’ to the Jesuit’s non-overtly organized prop█ganda
n█tworks, pu4ng out some new ac�vist ideology for the French People.  Once the gu█llo�ning
of the French aristocracy had been completed,

‘nothing remained to the Revolu�onists but to direct their venge█nce against Heaven
itself.  Paché, Hébert and Chaume�e, the leaders of the Municipality, publicly expressed
their determina�on ‘to dethr█ne the K█ng of Heaven, as well as the monarchs of the
earth’.  To accomplish this design, they prevailed on … the apostate Cons�tu�onal
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earth’.  To accomplish this design, they prevailed on … the apostate Cons�tu�onal
Bishop of Paris, to appear at the b█r of the Assembly, accompanied by some of the
clergy of his diocese, and there abjure the Chris�an faith.  He declared, ‘that no other
na�onal religion was now required but that of lib█rty, equality and morality.’  Many
of the Cons�tu�onal bishops and clergy in the Conven�on jo█ned in the prop█si�on.’
[cite]

They then promptly set about illustra�ng this morality, with dr█nken cra/workers and
prost█tutes rushing the Catholic churches en masse, tr█mpling the delicates, m█l�ng down
the valuables for the Mint, tr█mpling st█tues of Jesus and M█ry and “elev█�ng” b█sts of
Marat and Lepelle�er to resounding cheers from the crowd.  This was f█llowed by public
█rgies in the cathedrals, and s█nging parodies of the Hall█lujah.  Effec�vely, the place was
taken over by prost█tutes and dr█nken irreverent revelry.

Hébert, Chaume-e, etc. appeared again,

‘and declared that, ‘God did not exist, and that the worship of Reason was to be
subs�tuted in His stead.’ ‘

An interes�ng w█y of presen�ng atheism, indeed.  This format recurs:

‘A ve█led f█male, arrayed in blue dr█pery, was brought into the Assembly; and
Chaume�e, t█king her by the h█nd, ‘Mort█ls,’ said he, ‘cease to tr█mble before the
p█werless th█nders of a God, whom your fe█rs have created.  Henceforth acknowledge
no divinity but Reason.  I offer you its noblest and purest image; if you must have idols,
sacr█fice only to such as this.’ - When, leRng fall the ve█l, he exclaimed, ‘Fall before the
august Senate of Freedom, oh! Ve█l of Reason!’

Interes�ngly, “t█king her by the h█nd” would have been a public demonstra�on of that [Fid█s]
organizing symbolism I’d men�oned back when I was describing various idols.  It would’ve
meant a public commitment to this non-overtly organized effort.

The “blue dr█pery” has some interes�ng symbolic connota�ons too.  The [dr█pery] would be
an [in fr█nt of] symbol, not unlike a [m█sk], referencing a rejec�on of their True Nature and
the knowing adop�on of a f█lse persona or character.  The [blue] generally means effec�vely,
‘Just kidding!’, ‘Just for funsies!’, or rather significantly, a temporary effort designed for only a
limited dura�on, usually to contend with some undesired developments.  You’ll see it for
example in the American fl█g, where [r█d] and [white] (a counter-Divine Will posi�on and
supposed purity) are co-m█ngled (though both are [str█pes] which indicate a counter-Divine
Will posi�on overtly implemented), with a [blue] fi█ld to indicate that this state of affairs is
purely temporary.

Con�nuing, they took a local prost█tute and had her present as ‘the goddess of Reason’:

‘The goddess, aSer being embr█ced by the president, was mounted on a magnificent
c█r, and conducted, amidst an immense crowd, to the cathedral of Notre-Dame, to

https://books.google.ca/books?id=bmkIAAAAQAAJ&pg=RA2-PA46#v=onepage&q&f=false
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c█r, and conducted, amidst an immense crowd, to the cathedral of Notre-Dame, to

take the place of the Deity.  There she was elev█ted on the h█gh altar, and received
the adora�on of all present, while the young women, her a�endants, [who were also
prost█tutes, commenced to having █rgies in the chapels]. … Thencef█rward that
ancient edifice was called the Temple of Reason.’

A [c█r], [c█rriage], [mot█rbike] or any other [tr█vel] apparatus is a symbolic reference to an
‘effort-in-process’ symbol, probably best illustrated by “The Chari█t” Tarot c█rd.  It maintains a
dis�nc�on between the situa�on as currently manifest, and references instead that what
they’re describing is what they’d like to manifest.  It’s an occult concept that helps reassure the
prac��oner that what they want to happen is totally valid and normal, and indeed conceptually
it ‘already exists… we’re just not seeing it yet.  We have to get there, and then we’ll see it
happen.’  So regardless of all the overt pageantry, what they’re describing here symbolically is a
situa�on they were s�ll trying to bring about.  The replacement of God in the minds of the
public with ‘Reason’.

Notre-Dame is thus n█table in modern history as having received the �tle ‘the Temple of
Reason’.  Didn’t we all just hear something in the interna�onal n█ws about it being l██ted and
p█llaged again, this �me in a f█re?  And wasn’t that a co█ple of years prior to the new rhetoric
they’ve been pu4ng out with the c█vid ‘ep█demic’, where we’re all supposedly reliant upon
the Establishment ‘science’ of the new priesthood, because we lack the equipment and training
to assess the physical evidence for ourselves and are thus necessarily le/ to outsourcing all that
to the ‘trusted experts’, just as we have with law and governance for the past umpteen years?
And isn’t, based on ‘the science’, the rhetoric being put out now about how, ‘None of us is safe
unless we’re all safe’, to legi�ma�ze forced mass compliance with whatever ‘the science’ tells us
is so?  And isn’t that just a rem█x of the rhetoric the Jesuits have been pu4ng out for
cent█ries about how, rather than being God-given and sacrosanct, rights are mere permissions
and privileges which must be revised away whenever it’s for ‘the common g██d’… and they’ll
be sure to let you know what that is?

It appears we can now see why Notre-Dame made the headl█nes in a big w█y a couple of
years ago; they were symbolically organizing their p█sh for the new deifica�on of ‘Reason’, by
which they mean corr█pt Establishment ‘science’ and Greek Empire-derived sophistry and
rhetoric, over all things.  This appears to be their big p█sh for overt narra�ve control.  Or it
could just be a big empha�c presenta�on that’s [blue], or not intended to last.  Let’s see how
the historical events pl█yed out.

All this was emphasized by the massive deplaN█rming, er, b█rning, of plenty of books including
the Bibles, just in case nobody was paying a-en�on to all the rest of it.

‘This was followed, not long aSerward, by the public b█rning of the Bible.  On one
occasion, ‘the P█pular Society of the Museum’ entered the hall of the municipality
exclaiming, ‘Vive la Raison!’ and carrying on the top of a p█le the half-b█rned remains
of several books, among others breviaries, missals, and the Old and New Testaments,
which ‘expiated in a great f█re,’ said the president, ‘all the fooleries which they have
made the human race commit.’ - Journal of Paris, 1793, No. 318.  Quoted in Buchez-
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made the human race commit.’ - Journal of Paris, 1793, No. 318.  Quoted in Buchez-

Rous, Collec�on of Parliamentary History, vol. 30, pp. 200, 201.

Let’s have a look at some hard evidence in the form of a pa█n�ng and an engr█ving of the
effort, because they illustrate not only the formula at work there but also the system of
organizing symbolism I’ve been describing throughout, and it remains quite consistent.

Here’s "The Triumph of the Goddess Reason" by Pierre-Nicolas Legrand de Lerant.  The
‘goddess’ is “el█vated” (that is, “up” and “air” indica�ng a ‘cause to be promoted’) on a
“chari█t”, with the fl█g (a modernized version of a [b█nner], symbol of [Jup█ter], indica�ng ‘a
new direc�ve’ for the rank and file to obey).  She’s [we█ring] [r█d] and [white], indica�ng an
adm█xture of sin and supposed purity (though [white] can also refer to the apostate system’s
designated bogus ‘h█roes’ meant to gain the support of the People).  Next to her are stone
tablets which you’d assume represent the Ten Commandments, but appear instead to refer to
their usurper version, the ‘Declara�on of the Rights of Man and of the Ci�zen’, which itself
contain so much organizing symbolism and overt strategic import that we’ll have to get into that
later.

To the right is a supposed angel in [gr██n] (indica�ng ‘under the control of Rome and
Babylon’) [her█lding] (that is, hyping) her cause to the masses.  It’s right by the Roman [d█me]
of what looks vaguely like the modern U.S. Cap█tol building, and [d█mes] are another visual
representa�on of the Babylonian Kabbalist [z█ro] numerology, being [circ█lar], and are
typically used to indicate a non-overtly organized situa�on which is therefore sufficiently under
the control of Rome and Babylon.

At the l█/ we can see a dude in [blue] who’s [kn██ling] in supplica�on to ‘Reason’, offering
[fl█wers] in adora�on.  Beneath the [chari█t] are religious valuables presumably referencing
those l██ted from the cathedrals.  Among them is a [sn█ke], indica�ng a counter-Divine Will
basis.  On the [wh██ls] of the [Chari█t] we can just about make out the [M█thra]ic symbol of
the [S█n], and of course this ‘goddess’ appears to not only be emana�ng [Light] with plenty of
[stra█ght l█ne] [r█ys] coming out of it, but [st█rs] in the number of [seven].  And she’s also got
the Roman [laur█ls] going on, emblem of the Roman ‘god-k█ngs’ the Caesars, the publicly-
accepted rulers.

Absurdly, her [chari█t] is led by a couple of supposed [angels] in [or█nge], the color of [f█re]
(and the apostate system’s designated color of Protestan�sm for that reason) having a casual
chat, making a total of thr██ supposed ‘angels’ presented in the thing (and one miscellaneous
flo█�ng l█dy off to the l█/, ve█led in [blue]).  Seems like a lot of ‘angels’ for what’s supposed
to be a depic�on of ‘hooray for atheism!’, but whatever.

The next is a more str█ighN█rward, if amusingly-named, engr█ving called, ‘Lib█rty, armed
with the sc█pter of Reason, str█kes ignor█nce and Fan█�cism’ by Jean-Bap�ste Chapuy.
There’s an example of it here giving its bona fid█s, although this is probably clearer.

So there’s the ‘goddess’ Lib█rty, again “elev█ted” and again “se█ted” (which is a counter-
Divine Will “post█rior” reference that’s o/en used for supposedly ‘reb█llious’ efforts).  She’s
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Divine Will “post█rior” reference that’s o/en used for supposedly ‘reb█llious’ efforts).  She’s

chosen to accent her look with the [Phrygian c█p] associated with the ‘s█n-god’ [M█thra],
assigned a supposed ‘new meaning’ of ‘lib█rty’ via the Jesuit franchise the Jacobins.

She’s “ra█sing al█/” (that is, promo�ng) a [sc█pter] (which is both a sort of mini-[obel█sk]
and, as a [str█ight l█ne], a counter-Divine Will symbol that’s specific to an overt ma-er), which
here supposedly indicates the “[t█rch] of Reason”, which just takes the more tradi�onal
[sc█pter] and adds another counter-Divine Will [f█re] symbol to it, thus incidentally making it
acceptable among the lower-rung personnel as a supposed ‘res█stance’ symbol.  And indeed it
does seem to emanate light, though it could just be the result of that freaky ‘Illumina�’ [ey█].
(If you don’t know what that [ey█] symbolizes, ask your local Egyptologist.)

It also emanates [r█ys] of light which become [l█ghtning], a symbol that’s specific to their
[Jup█ter] and which indicates ‘new orders or direc�ves’.  This then ‘str█kes ign█rance and
Fan█�cism’, both of which make absurdly com█dic use of the now-all-too-familiar [Tiam█t]
symbol via their accessorizing.

Let’s freezefr█me on that concept a sec; there’s something there I want to show you.

Ever since ancient whenever, the Babylonian Kabbalists would use concepts like ‘banishing
rituals’ as socially-acceptable means to express organizing symbolism that would’ve been
unacceptable otherwise.  For example, nobody likes ‘w█r’ and few people like ‘cr█me’, but a
‘w█r on cr█me’ suddenly becomes acceptable to the majority of people.  Why not just say
‘jus�ce’?  Because what they’re organizing absolutely isn’t ‘jus�ce’.  So for a ‘banishing ritual’, if
you were genuinely trying your best to get rid of an en�ty, what on earth would cause you to
name it in its every �tle, aspect and par�cular?  That’s not a ‘banishing’, that’s a ‘summoning
ritual’!

It’s the same here.  It would’ve been socially unacceptable, and caught some odd looks, if
they’d said, ‘We’re using the pretext of reason to bring on the actual ign█rance and
fan█�cism!’.  So they don’t say that.  They instead tell you all about how they’re supposedly
going to get rid of those things.

But that’s exactly what they brought on.  Human livestock tr█mpling the religious objects they
didn’t understand (and didn’t care to) in the ch█rches and r█4ng in the chapels.  Weishaupt
even reiterated it; what was that stuff he’d said about the [S█n] of reason dispelling ‘the clo█ds
of supers��on and of prej█dice’?

These same people would’ve been outraged to no end if some cul�sh religious sect had done
the equivalent in their secular buildings, say, the offices of government.  But give that same kind
of rampaging zealotry, ign█rance, fan█�cism, supers��on and prej█dice a secular look, and
suddenly it looks great to them because it’s in-group.  It’s ‘of their tribe’.  Once you’ve got
people cheering on their ‘team’ like it’s some kind of pro sp█r�ng event rather than the
genuine substance of actual reason and principles, it tends to become a lot more acceptable to
each ‘side’.  And we’re seeing it all again, not only in poli�cs and Establishment ‘science’
mandates but now gaining acceptance among the People themselves, so long as it appears to
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mandates but now gaining acceptance among the People themselves, so long as it appears to

be suppor�ng the efforts of their ‘home team’.  And when it doesn’t, the ‘obvious’ response
from your own ‘team’ is to do even more than that in retalia�on, so you ‘win’.  That kind of a
formula, with hypocrisy on both ‘sides’, is called ‘a r█ce to the bo�om’.  Nobody truly ‘wins’.

I’m pre-y sure that’s not what anyone who hasn’t ‘sold out’ to their non-overt social n█tworks
actually wants, so I’m aler�ng the People about it.

We’re now at a point where we can almost successfully establish who’s on the side of
civiliza�on by assessing who in fact remains civilized.  Who con�nues to uphold God-given
rights, limited government with only the authori�es it’s been legi�mately delegated by the
People, courtesy, the actual substance of reason, and mutually-respecNul debate.  That’s nearly
all you need.  Add in a standard of behavior which chucks out the apostate system’s organizing
symbolism, and a bit of civic duty, and we as a People have got this.  It’s all become such a farce
that all we have to do is keep clear of it, maintain be-er standards, organize and do a bit of
assembling together, and let the apostate system personnel look like the barbarians and loons
they’ve been manifestly Choosing to behave like.  Sor�ng all this out is a lot easier than the
average person tends to think.

Finishing up with that engr█ving, have a look on the l█/.  The figure’s got a [li█n], tradi�onal
symbol of Rome and Babylon, docilely [le█shed] with a symbol of [Tiam█t].  The overt
interpreta�on of this had everything to do with Rome’s inten�on to seem like it was ‘under
control’ and ‘no longer a viable concern’ temporarily, because the People ‘had got this all sorted
out’ with their newfound secular ‘it’s not a religion!’ of ‘scien�sm’ and alleged ‘reason’.  And
what need for Rome to str█t about on the rampage again, when the People themselves could
be induced to wreak all the hav█c themselves?  They were h█gh on arrogance and ego, and
pre-y much s�ll are.

The symbolism gets more interes�ng when we indulge the apostate system’s heavily-implied
prac�ce, at least among the lower-rung rank and file, of using their counter-Divine Will symbols
as supposed ‘inversion’ symbols and interpre�ng it that w█y.  Interpreted like so, it would
instead describe Rome and Babylon as having the People neatly on a le█sh and fully under
control, through the use of all the rest of the formula depicted in the thing.  Pre-y apt,
considering.  When the People are going to behave like animals, you’ve pre-y much got them
on a le█sh provided you’re not worried about all the collateral dam█ge they cause.  And who
could possibly know enough to call you to account for that?  Everybody who knows what’s
going on at that �me is generally complicit.

Not in our era though.  I know.  You know.  Spread this informa�on, and the majority will know.

It’ll certainly be interes�ng to see how much of this ‘scien�sm’ they can get away with amidst
open public exposure of their scheme.

And it’s so blatant though, par�cularly once you get familiar with their organizing symbolism.
Here’s an example; one from the ‘Cult of Reason’, the other from the ‘Cult of the Supreme
Being’ that Robespierre founded in supposed ‘response’ to it, thus affording Roman Catholicism
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Being’ that Robespierre founded in supposed ‘response’ to it, thus affording Roman Catholicism

a new inc█rna�on in the midst of all that ‘reason’.

‘At the Notre-Dame Cathedral in Paris, on November 10, 1793, a special ritual was held
for the “Feast of Reason": the nave had an improvised mo█ntain on which st██d a
Greek temple dedicated to Philosophy and decorated with busts of philosophers. At the
base of the m█untain was located an alt█r dedicated to Reason, in fr█nt of which was
located a t█rch of Truth. The ceremony included the crowd paying homage to an op█ra
s█nger dr█ssed in blue, white, r█d (the colours of the Republic), personifying the
Goddess of Lib█rty.’ [wiki]

So there we have the effort for the ‘Cult of Reason’, accompanied by plenty of [Aphr█dite]
symbolism in the form of the b█sts and the op█ra s█nger.  We’ve got a [mo█ntain], which is
[earth]+[air] and represents an effort done on an overt basis that’s intended to be promoted.
We’ve got plenty of Greek Empire imagery going on, so o/en used by the Freemasons but
actually Babylonian Kabbalist since Babylon was using the Greek Empire as a mere temporary
franchise.  And we’ve got the [t█rch], a [f█re] symbol indica�ng a counter-Divine Will basis,
which purportedly dispenses ‘Truth’.  Except of course you can’t trust anything on a counter-
Divine Will basis, since it’s not a reliable basis.  This is a familiar symbolic trope Roman
Catholicism uses, when it wants to overtly sound ‘Divinely-aligned’ yet needs to keep the
dis�nc�on clear for its masters.  It’ll use some ‘holy’ symbolism, and then add in a counter-
Divine Will symbol to discreetly invalidate that.

Next, Robespierre’s pomp for the ‘Cult of the Supreme Being’.

‘It began with speeches and a symbolic ceremony in the Tuileries garden, where a st█tue
represen�ng atheism was set al█ght.

‘The par�cipants and crowd then proc██ded to the Champ de M█rs. There they found
an enormous mo█ntain, skilfully constructed by David out of �mber and plaster,
bedecked with rocks, shrubs and fl█wers, and illuminated with lights and m█rrors. The
mountain itself was a symbol of collec�ve str█ngth, of natural p█wer, of mankind’s
asc█ndancy and elev█�on toward Heaven – and, of course, the Montagnard fac�on of
the Conven�on. 

‘Robespierre, dr█ssed in a grand blue coat and g█ld trousers, then l█d the depu�es of
the Conven�on to the top of the ar�ficial mountain while the crowd looked on from
below. Overlooked by a st█tue of Herc█les atop a Doric col█mn, the depu�es recited
o█ths and sang v█rses of Le Marseillaise and other revolu�onary anth█ms.’

‘Robespierre’s cri�cs watched the Fes�val scornfully, no�ng how the ‘Incorrup�ble’ had
placed himself in posi�ons of great prominence. Jacques-Alexis Thuriot, an ageing
poli�cian once allied with Georges Danton, was not impressed by Robespierre’s speeches
and histrionics. “Look at the b█gger,” said Thuriot. “It’s not enough for him to be in
ch█rge, he has to be God”.’ [cite]

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Temple_of_Reason
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36

When I read that, I had to make sure I wasn’t reading two diff█rent accounts of the same
event.

The same [mo█ntain] symbol.

The same [Aphrod█te] symbolism, this �me with st█tues and more s█nging.

More [asc█ndancy] and [elev█�on] symbolism, as in ‘promote this cause, ideology or effort’.

A [col█mn], which is effec�vely an [obel█sk] in Greek Empire-era disgu█se.

More Greek imagery for the bo-om-rung Freemasons to enjoy, thinking it was all somehow
dissociated from the same Babylonian Kabbalism.

[O█ths], a symbol for that idol [Fid█s], signifying commitment to some new cause, plan,
strategy or effort.

The crowd was below the [mo█ntain], indica�ng the unaware masses who weren’t in on the
scheme organized by those ‘in the know’ ‘at the top’.

[Light] and [m█rrors], the la-er indica�ng a counter-Divine Will basis.  Same with the
symbolism of Robespierre’s [g█ld].

It’s also interes�ng how all of this pageantry in ostensible support of God had absolutely
nothing to do with Him.  No Bibles.  No Scripture reading.  Just a lot of Babylonian Kabbalist
paganism meant to vaguely invoke the overt concept without actually presen�ng it as such.
How be-er to chuck out the past, than to replace it with a bunch of impressive-looking
pageantry?  (The evangelical ch█rches are s�ll at it, incidentally.  And prac�cally every
denomina�on has displaced some amount of actual Bible study with s█nging, and the apostate
system’s non-overt organizing symbolism it contains.  When you take away the substance,
you’ve got to replace it with some amount of appearance at least at first, or people no�ce the
subtrac�on.)

Alright, that’s the evidence.  How did it all end, and what were the long-term effects of it?

The Roman idol [Lib█rtas] was na�onalized into [M█rrianne] in France and [Col█mbia] in the
States.  Roman Catholicism symbolically iden�fies itself as M█ry, rather than Jesus, and
incrementally subverts her into near-deity status (with the same �tles as the Babylonian
[Isht█r], ‘Qu██n of Heaven’, incidentally) while incrementally depreca�ng Jesus.  Here she is
with the Roman [f█sces] (yes, the symbol from which we get the word ‘f█scism’), which
indicates accepted poli�cal control by Rome.

Robespierre had Hébert, etc. b█headed, and was later b█headed himself.

Master-degree Freemason Napoleon banned the ‘Cult of the Supreme Being’ and the ‘Cult of

https://fr.wikipedia.org/wiki/Grand_sceau_de_France
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Master-degree Freemason Napoleon banned the ‘Cult of the Supreme Being’ and the ‘Cult of

Reason’ both.  Why?  Because the ‘w█rdrobe ch█nge’ was designed to thwart the Protestant
‘Ref█rma�on’, and the Protestants weren’t buying into all the cheap pageantry designed for
the masses because the Protestants were sincere in their convic�ons and thus weren’t going to
live like human livestock.  The apostate system is always lowb█lling outside groups with regards
to its responses; if they’re sufficient, there’s no reason to do more.  That’s just basic economy of
effort.  In this case it wasn’t sufficient, and Napoleon was used to temporarily remove publicly-
accepted poli�cal sovereignty from the Vat█can so it could ‘lay low’ for a while as the Jesuits
did their subversion rou�ne on the ‘Ref█rma�on’; they’d later have Mussol█ni restore that
statehood.  This appears to be the Scriptural prophe�c ‘m█rtal wo█nd’ that one of the Beasts
of [Revela�ons] was said to have, or rather to appear to have, and which was later ‘healed’.

Babylonian Kabbalism has ul�mately been seeking a return to its customary worship of idol
cults, but a compara�vely sudden and dras�c implementa�on is quite naturally going to look
rather conspicuous and be intensely short-lived.  They knew that at the �me, of course, and
hadn’t planned on anything long-term; it was only necessary to contend with Protestan�sm,
and they’d even said it was temporary themselves via their [blue] symbol.  But what’s more,
cults overtly worshiping idols isn’t quite what they’re a/er.  Each idol represents a par�cular
subdivision of their opera�ons, and its accompanying symbolism is used to non-overtly organize
their efforts.  In ages in which those idols aren’t worshipped overtly, they can use those as
organizing symbolism.  In fact it’s more effec�ve for that informa�on not to be common public
knowledge; if everybody’s familiar with your organizing symbolism, it’s not par�cularly
effec�ve.  You can s�ll con�nue to use it non-overtly without all that overt presenta�on and
pageantry, and if you’re se4ng about to create an overt age in which everyone replaces religion
with reason, or has managed to convince themselves that what they’ve got instead is actually
reason, then overt idol-worshipping cults are not only going to look a li-le out of place, they’re
going to make the masses stop and ask themselves what the heck happened.  Credibility u-erly
cr█shes, and when it does the c█ver is usually bl█wn right along with it.

Suppose we’d had an alternate version of history, in which the Protestants weren’t the sincere
and devout Bible-studiers they were, and instead they’d actually gone in for all that superf█cial
pageantry with the Cults of Reason and the Supreme Being.  What if they’d sufficed?  The
apostate system would’ve presumably kept them deployed, because they’d’ve been all that
were needed.  It was the diligence and integrity of the Protestant ‘Ref█rma�onists’ which
made a response that was a li-le more heavy duty necessary.  That h█llow, principles-free
cheering on of what amounted to poli�cal and ideological pro sp█rts teams just wouldn’t have
been enough.  Now consider: are we collec�vely, as a People, interna�onally, s�ll at that same
place of diligence, integrity, an insistence on founda�onal principles, or would those same kinds
of cults now pass muster today?  Not in so many words, of course.  Not out-and-out temples
and cults proper; that would just look silly.  But the formula, the spread of ideology, the rab█d
zealotry on both ‘sides’ and the willingness on the part of the masses to buy into it and to
oppress their ‘wrong-thinking’ neighbors because of it, the same way the hyperliberal crowds
have been on about ‘p█nching N█zis’ and ‘a�█cking people who aren’t we█ring their m█sk’.
Or depl█Norming people who don’t get with the currently-trending groupthink.  So here’s the
thing: The original effort in literal France was [blue]; it was a temporary ‘try and see if it works’
response to a countereffort by the People.  And it’s the same thing today.  If it’s ineffec�ve, if
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response to a countereffort by the People.  And it’s the same thing today.  If it’s ineffec�ve, if

there’s sufficient pushb█ck against these trends, the apostate system will definitely have to
revise its strategies.  It all depends on what our character as a People is, and what behavioral
standards a significant propor�on of the People Choose to adopt and maintain.  We’re so o/en
encouraged to put all the blame on ‘the poli�cians’, ‘the media’, or even a not-yet-fully-
understood ‘They’ of conspiracies.  But that kind of thinking just disregards the clout that we as
a People have, and instead a-ributes it all to ‘those people over there’.  If only ‘those people
over there’ would just do the right thing, all our problems would be solved.  It’s not us, no sir.
We don’t have any influence over the situa�on.  That means we don’t have to ch█nge a thing
about ourselves, and our stand█rds.  All this modern commo�on about ‘the poli�cians’ and the
People s�ll don’t restore the Common Law courts, juries and state mili�as to keep them
accountable.  Isn’t that curious?  I know, ‘that’s too big for me to accomplish!’.  S�ll, they
wouldn’t con�nue to do it if we didn’t keep paying them.  The People have been r█ging at the
poli�cians, from both ‘sides’, and yet we s�ll don’t hear a lot of talk about a full income tax
boyco- un�l full Cons�tu�onality.  Isn’t that interes�ng?  It seems, alas! that there’s not a thing
we as a People can do, and the outcome of the situa�on is completely dependent on what
‘those people over there’ decide to do.  Excuse Me, but isn’t that just giving them all the
p█wer?  Sounds like defea�st talk to Me.

Of course when there’s absolutely nothing we can do ourselves, and it’s all dependent on
‘Them’, the next logical thing is to find ways to force others to ‘do the right thing’, which of
course is always ‘the thing we want them to do’.  Convenient, no?  That’s how the apostate
system manages to sell the People on the idea that the solu�on for everything is to oppress
your neighbor in order to get what you want.  It’s outcome-oriented, rather than principles-
oriented.  It’s just ‘the ends jus�fy the means’ all over again, and of course they never do.  But
it’s an easy, near-instant gra�fica�on solu�on which has the benefit of not having to educate
ourselves, improve our stand█rds, do much self-evalua�on at all, and live based on solid, fair,
internally-consistent principles.  It’s basically selling the commodity of hypocrisy, and that’s the
appeal.  The apostate system has been selling it to people for about s█x tho█sand years now,
and has become an interna�onal organiza�onal ‘success’ (if you can call what it does ‘success’)
because of it.  That’s its product: convenience, and hypocrisy.  Not having to self-assess and
resolve moral incongrui�es.  Supposed ‘limited liability’.  This is why Scripture refers to Rome
and Babylon as ‘the beast system’.  It ‘allows’ you to chuck out all genuine morality and just
have the mentality of the animals.  Eventually of course it’ll herd you up, make you its farm
animal and impose its will, authority, and faux-morality upon you.  And past that it can dispense
with even the pretense of morality, once it’s gained full control.

Before we finish up with the ‘Age of Reason[s]’, let’s take a look at tw█ things which it produced
as ‘le/overs’ for later use: ‘human rights’ and ‘secular humanism’, both of which are very much
relevant today.
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‘Human Rights’

You’ll recall that the apostate system was fending off increasing Protestan�sm at the �me.  Now
when people start rediscovering God and rejec�ng the ‘Establishment’ claims about what God
and religion are, they eventually start remembering the precept in law that rights are ‘God-
given’, not mere permissions and privileges that come, for some unspecified reason, from the
state or the majority as some kind of ‘mag█ck authority factory’.  And that generally means
that support for Common Law increases once again.  So as the People start clamoring for ‘their
rights’, though the majority usually s�ll don’t know what they are or how they work, by the
apostate system’s reckoning it’s �me to give them a pac█fier to keep them quiet for the
moment.  And per usual they’ll lowb█ll it of course, presen�ng an unworthy counterfeit.

This is what they produced, in [1789] at the end of ‘The Enlightenment’.  That ‘Declara�on of
the Rights of Man and of the Ci�zen’ I was talking about.

How official.  How impr█ssive.  Any peasant could see that they meant it, and it was implied,
though never quite stated, that these rights come from God and were the ‘God-given rights’
they were looking for.  Look, there’s an ‘angel’ there, a big glowing ‘Illumina�’ [ey█] flo█�ng up
top, and even what at first glance appears to be tw█ stone tablets represen�ng the Ten
Commandments.  It’s all there, surely.  Along with plenty of ‘gl█balist’ non-overt organizing
symbolism, a bit of which many will immediately recognize today.

We’ve got the [ey█-in-the pyr█mid], with the [tri█ngle] represen�ng the Babylonian Kabbalist
geometric symbol for [f█re], indica�ng a counter-Divine Will basis.  Not a cause for a whole lot
of confidence, because rights given from a system that’s on a counter-Divine Will basis aren’t
going to be reliable constants that are s�ll there tomorrow.

We’ve got the [garl█nds] and [cha█ns], both represen�ng the Babylonian Kabbalist [Tiam█t]
scheme we should all be familiar with by now.

We’ve got the [f█sces] in the middle of the thing, represen�ng the supposed poli�cal authority
of Rome and Babylon.  They were incidentally placed on both ‘sides’ of the Lincoln Memorial
and at the base of the st█ps to it, which is rather curious for a People who’d been trying to part
company with Rome.  As men�oned, the [f█sces] were from where we get the modern term
‘f█scism’; an altogether counter-intui�ve source from which to get your rights.

And the stone tablets referencing the Ten Commandments?  Waitasec, didn’t they just get done
b█rning loads of Bibles over there?  And this was the result: the same tablets, with something
else wr█-en on them instead.  A ‘Declara�on’, not by the authority of Divine Will, but rather by
the People.  As in, ‘We declare that we’ve got these rights, described here, because we say we
do’.  More correctly, given the symbolism presented on the thing, it’s by the authority of the
apostate system, Rome and Babylon.  So to translate more accurately, ‘You have these rights,
described here, because we say you do.’  Not a cause for a lot of confidence, given the
aforemen�oned counter-Divine Will basis of the apostate system, and what’s more those are

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Declaration_of_the_Rights_of_Man_and_of_the_Citizen
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Declaration_of_the_Rights_of_Man_and_of_the_Citizen
https://www.nps.gov/nama/blogs/secret-symbol-of-the-lincoln-memorial.htm
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aforemen�oned counter-Divine Will basis of the apostate system, and what’s more those are

just permissions and privileges which have been given, can be revoked later, given back, and
taken away again at whim.  That’s not exactly ‘hard currency’ in morals nor law.

They later pulled the exact same formula here in the States with the ‘Civil Rights Act’.  ‘Civil
rights’ certainly sound impr█ssive, but they’re legally just permissions and privileges granted by
the federal government.  That means they’re not the ‘God-given rights’ we’d naturally expect
under Natural Law or Common Law; they’re counterfeits.

‘Ancient peoples did not have the same modern-day concep�on of universal human
rights. The true f█rer█nner of human-rights discourse was the concept of natural
rights which appeared as part of the medieval natural law tradi�on that became
prominent during the European Enlightenment. From this founda�on, the modern
human rights arguments emerged over the la�er half of the 20th century.’  [wiki]

‘Human rights’ (that is, top-down authority-granted permissions which misrepresent as rights)
are thus a fraudulently-termed bast█rdized counterfeit of Natural Law rights.  They were the
ideological precursor to the (Roman and Babylonian-r█n) ‘Un█ted Na�ons’’ ‘Un█versal
Declara�on of Human Rights’.

But they sure look convincing to the majority of modern peasants who don’t learn enough to
no�ce the dis�nc�on!

‘Secular humanism’

‘Historical use of the term humanism (refl█cted in some current academic usage), is
related to the wri�ngs of pre-Socra�c philosophers. These wri�ngs were lost to
European socie�es un�l Renaissance scholars rediscovered them through Muslim
sources and translated them from Arabic into European languages. Thus the term
humanist can mean a humani�es scholar, as well as refer to The Enlightenment/
Renaissance intellectuals, and those who have agreement with the pre-Socra�cs, as
dis�nct from secular humanists.’

‘Richard Congreve visited Paris shortly aSer the French Revolu�on of 1848 where he
m█t Auguste Comte and was heavily influenced by his posi�vist system. He founded the
London Posi�vist Society in 1867…’ [wiki]

So its origins are early Greek Empire, which reappeared when their content was translated and
brought over to Europe.  Congreve then p█cked up the stuff and was urged by Comte, who
derived from Catholics and mon█rchists, to wr█te and publish about it.  Comte just couldn’t
share the ideologies of his loyalist parents, which was either a natural ‘sign of the �mes’ back
then or a suspiciously agenda-mo�vated career decision.  Best case, that makes him influenced.
Worst case, an ‘influencer’ and Congreve’s handler.  Comte published the humbly-�tled ‘Plan de
travaux scien�fiques nécessaires pour réorganiser la société’ (’Plan of studies in science
necessary for the reorganiza�on of society’) in [1822].

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Human_rights#History
https://www.un.org/en/universal-declaration-human-rights/
https://www.un.org/en/universal-declaration-human-rights/
https://www.un.org/en/universal-declaration-human-rights/
https://www.un.org/en/universal-declaration-human-rights/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Secular_humanism#History
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Auguste_Comte
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Auguste_Comte
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Auguste_Comte
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Auguste_Comte
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Congreve was an influen�al █xford-trained scholarship recipient who gained a fellowship there,
and you don’t do that without ge4ng with the in-crowd in the Jesuit-established un█versity
system.  He visits Paris, encounters Comte there, con�nues their associa�on and is quite
influenced by it, adop�ng the en�re posi�vist system and joining its religious cult.  He then
resigns from █xford to found the Posi�vist Society in London.

That’s a pre-y daring m█ve for someone to make, unless they’re either genuine subscribers to
an ideology or ‘sellouts’ to the organiza�on promo�ng it.  He’s considered forma�ve with
secular humanism, and we wouldn’t be hearing about it if his work weren’t directly congruent
with the apostate system’s effort.

With secular humanism, you chuck out any basis of a Creator en�rely.  It’s just us, we humans
and our morality.  All very ra�onal.  Conveniently, it also means you chuck out the concept of
God-given rights, thus allevia�ng the risk that occurs from the Protestant ‘Ref█rma�on’.
Remember that, ‘We declare, by our authority, that we have such-and-such rights because we
say we do’ stuff I’d men�oned a moment ago?  When you chuck out religion completely, all that
sort of thing tends to sound eminently prac�cal, sensible and acceptable.  ‘Rights’ are perceived
by the majority as whatever the state or the majority claim they are.  And those claims can then
be shi/ed by sophistry and rhetoric, un�l the result is that the system itself becomes master,
presuming to usurp the authority of the Creator who gave you the rights in the first place.

It’s a bit like the idea of ‘physics by consent’.  Suppose you’ve got an aeronau�cs firm which has
decided to chuck out the basic principles of physics, and that from now on those principles are
whatever they say they are.  Would you willingly bo█rd any pl█ne that firm produces?  What’s
more, would you knowingly want to be anywhere near their fl█ght p█th?  And suppose they all
started doing it.  You’d have to avoid them all, and even on terra firma you wouldn’t be safe
from the things.

That’s gl█balism.  And their ‘secular humanism’ is a means to bring the mentality that would
find it acceptable, about.
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‘Pulling up the ladder behind them’

We’ve seen the longer-term organiza�onal ambi�ons of the apostate system.  And we’ve seen
them organizing carefully all along the w█y to bring it about, with their short-term franchises
and their ideological and sociopoli�cal engineering.  Understanding what they’re doing is also
going to be quite a bit easier now that we’ve exposed a bit of their organizing symbolism; let
Me show you something involving their [air] symbol that will help this make a lot more sense.

In prac�cally every culture on the pl█net, ‘the gods’ (or in some case, ‘the ancestors’) are
depicted as abiding in the [air] or “on high”, whether that’s supposed ‘gods’ and ‘goddesses’
flo█�ng on clo█ds throughout Asia, the Greek pantheon chilling on ‘Mo█nt Olympus’, or the
Catholic representa�ons of ‘the Creator’ and ‘the Saints’ as being ‘in Heaven’.  Symbolically [air]
has everything to do with their self-professing ‘elites’ having established a situa�on which is
‘over the heads’ of the common man, and in large part this references their strategic advantage
in the ability to organize ‘beyond the ken’ of the average person because once you’ve managed
to accomplish that, as an organized crime group you’ve more or less got it made and there’s
almost no earthly situa�on that doesn’t become resolvable with a diligent applica�on of �me,
effort and resources.  In fairness, [air] is purported or greatly implied by their system to also, or
perhaps alternately, have to do with ‘a superior alignment with Divine Will’, but of course we’ve
seen throughout recorded history that their organiza�onal claims to that are pre-y, er,
unfounded.  Addi�onally, their own system with its [Gem█ni] and [tw█n] symbolism appears to
admit that a system which uses [air] as either ‘Divine Will alignment’ or ‘calculated strategic
organiza�onal advantage’ and prevaricates freely between them, hasn’t Chosen for itself a
par�cularly solid, reliable, clear or trustworthy premise, but instead an unworthy counterfeit
which has ignored, to its own expedient convenience, a vital dis�nc�on which needs to be
made there.

So let’s translate their symbolism back into plain language and get a be-er assessment of it.  If
you’re the principals within an organized criminal group trying to establish yourselves as
‘securely beyond the understanding of the general public’, as “flo█�ng on [air]”, how do you set
about accomplishing that?  First, you’d “climb up high”.  And next, you’d “pull up the ladder
behind you”, removing the evidence tra█l that would expose how you got there, so that the
general public couldn’t find out about it.  And then you’d be all set, because your system would
have become so incomprehensible to the average person, and the disparity between your
‘elevated’ posi�on and the context familiar to the general public, that the only people who
could appreciate it would be your own ‘insider’ personnel.  The s█x th█usand year-long
ac�vi�es of the apostate system have been a massive crime spree, and this is merely the
prac�cal ac�vity of doing your utmost to remove the evidence you’ve le/ behind you in the
process.  That’s just common sense and basic logis�cs.

It’s also a necessary prerequisite to being able to convincingly pass yourselves off as “gods
incarnate, who abide in the [air]”.
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How do you accomplish this?  It’s a big job, but you’re a large organiza�on with plenty of
personnel to accomplish it.  Revisionist history and prevalent miseduca�on makes for an
effec�ve start, and the Jesuits and Freemasons pre-y much have this taken care of.  Each year
more books are published and hyped which present new reinterpreta�ons of historical events,
figures, and perhaps more importantly contexts of why the events happened; to get a
moderately accurate read of history anymore, you pre-y much need to have physical
possession of increasingly m█ldy old books which won’t last much longer.  Digital archives are
some�mes available, but the thing about digital media is that it’s so prone to being
surrep��ously altered or just plain ‘depl█Normed’.  Meaning that if the apostate system can
keep the majority of the People preoccupied with their own lives and personal concerns rather
than with history for enough consecu�ve genera�ons, eventually all meaningful access to
integrous accounts of the history of everything that’s gone on up ‘�l that point will have
become permanently lost to them.  Even more unse-lingly, they won’t even know it because
the counterfeit revisionist history will have incrementally replaced it, un�l the effect has
become so complete that there will no longer exist any credible historical evidence to support a
view of historical events which doesn’t support the posi�ons and agendas of the apostate
system… and certainly not promulgated among the ‘trusted, well educated authori�es’ coming
out of their un█versi�es, to whom we so o/en look in explaining specialist knowledge.  That
means a society in which the public’s understanding of the past becomes as malle█ble as the
corporate media constantly manages to produce in our understanding of the present.

Then there’s the use by their ‘influencers’ to disperse more short-term agenda-mo�vated
rhetoric which has been designed to produce ideological shi/s in the context and the a4tudes
of the general public.  What we think of, say, Chris�anity today is quite dis�nct from what we
thought about it a cent█ry ago, and it’s held in much less high regard.  What’s more, the
common man has accepted that new valua�on as ‘obvious’ and ‘right-thinking’, and it’s seen as
‘silly’ of him to try to contextualize it any other way.  Or with our Common Law heritage, which
has been held for some very solid and worthwhile reasons for h█ndreds of years; we’ve got
large swaths of ‘the influenced’ who are avid zealots for the replacement ideologies they’ve
been sold, whether that’s ‘anarcho-capitalism’, ‘voluntaryism’, or out-and-out socialism, yet
have never actually learned about the Common Law system which they’ve pre-judged as having
li-le or no value.  On just what basis they’ve made their assessment, it’s not quite clear.  I
generally like to understand a thing before Choosing to dismiss it; that’s just basic cri�cal
reasoning and fairness.

Then we have what appears to be a medium-term effort on the part of the apostate system to
produce a shi/ from blithe acceptance of the narra�ves as presented to them by apostate
corporate media, in favor of blithe acceptance of the new and next-itera�on narra�ves being
presented to them by the apostate system’s ‘influencers’ via social media.  The social media
rhetoric appears, to the unfamiliar, to be ‘decentralized’, and the informa�on more ‘organic’ and
therefore ‘authen�c’.  And when of course Joe Average encounters the same claims being made
about the same topics from all sorts of seemingly ‘independent’ people, each of those accounts
corroborates the others and a new credible narra�ve is manufactured.

But as we’ve seen, this is just a reuse of the very strategy they’d applied with great success to



44

But as we’ve seen, this is just a reuse of the very strategy they’d applied with great success to

bring about the massive public fraud known as the French ‘Rev█lu�on’.  Now that you know
how the ‘ill█sionist’ managed to produce it the first �me, you’ll be much be-er equipped to
catch them at it this �me.

And that’s where ‘troothers’ come into it.

To some extent, most of the rest of this has just been a lead-up necessary to equip you with the
context and knowledge to expose their efforts with the ‘troothers’, their next-itera�on strategy.

I’m s�ll adding more content to that sec�on; it should release on the 12th.

In the mean�me I’ll leave readers with this thought: Just how ‘scien�fic’ is it to dismiss an
en�re category of ‘conspiracy theories’, or indeed any theories, merely on the basis that people
find them uncomfortable, or that they resent them, dislike them or find them unfamiliar?  That
clearly isn’t scien�fic method.  It’s hypocri�cal to Choose to side with ‘science’ only when you
want to; when it happens to support posi�ons that you yourself personally find preferable.  Just
as it’s also not scien�fic method to accept hype about a ‘conspiracy theory’ purely on the basis
that it’s being hyped prevalently, that it’s something you personally find preferable, sans hard
evidence.

It’s �me we removed the ego from all the rhetoric and ideologies, and replaced it with hard
evidence.

It seems fairly self-evident that we’re not going to get at ‘the truth’ without removing our
personal or collec�ve bias from the rhetoric, and evalua�ng what’s actually there.

Anything less just isn’t ‘the truth’.  I’d rather be accurate than have My own ego ‘vindicated’
through ge4ng to be pronounced ‘right’, and I’d hope that the majority of humanity would
share that priori�za�on too.  If not, if we just Choose to collec�vely be zealots then perhaps,
collec�vely at least, we deserve what we get.  We’d get the personal sa�sfac�on of ge4ng to be
‘right’, without actually being correct… and we’d get everything that brings with it.
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