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“A man searching for paradise lost can seem a fool to those who never sought the other world.”

James Douglas Morrison

GHOST SONG


Is everybody in? Is everybody in? Is everybody in?

The ceremony is about to begin.



WAKE UP!

Awake.

Shake dreams from your hair

My pretty child, my sweet one.

Choose the day and choose the sign of your day The day's divinity

First thing you see

A vast radiant beach and cooled jeweled moon Couples naked race down by its quiet side And we laugh like soft, mad children

Smug in the wooly cotton brains of infancy

The music and voices are all around us.

Choose they croon the Ancient Ones

The time has come again Choose now, they croon Beneath the moon

Beside an ancient lake Enter again the sweet forest Enter the hot dream


Come with us Everything is broken up and dances.



Wake up!

You can’t remember where it was.

Had this dream stopped? The snake was pale gold Glazed & shrunken.

We were afraid to touch it.

The sheets were hot dead prisons.
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CHEAP LOVE: HEAVEN OR HELL
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Welcome to the forensic autopsy of the American Dream. Although the decaying and rotting corpse still appears to be alive (it writhes and hisses), we are now, exceptionally, performing both the mercy killing and the autopsy at the same time! When Satan had first very kindly helped Judas to betray Jesus, so that mankind might be saved, Jesus had, before his death on March 27, 33 AD, exhorted us to ”Love thy neighbour as thyself” (Matt. 19:19). But we sinners did not understand that, first and foremost, loving oneself is an absolute prerequisite for being able to love others, and that ”neighbour” does not mean a few of your closest friends or fami-ly, but the word neighbour means a person close to you, a member of your own people, a friend, but just as well any other person you happen to encounter – a stranger, even a distant stranger. The opposite of ”near” is ”distant” and the op-posite of ”stranger” is ”acquaintance.” My neighbour is, therefore, the one who is next to me right now, or the one I encounter by chance on my journey, in my work, or in my spare time – be they a stranger or an acquaintance, a brother or an unk-nown, a distant foreigner! And love by no means ever requires a safety distance! In other words, if you expect love from people, you must give love yourself!

And love certainly does not mean fornicating with someone, nor does loving your neighbour mean ”shagging” everyone who comes near, just as little as loving one-self would mean ”wanking” one’s own genitals!

But what did one of the greatest role models for Christians, Peter, do when he lost the keys to the gates of heaven immediately after Pentecost on May 10, 33 AD?

After the ”spirit of error” (1 John 4:6), accompanied by darkness, descended upon Peter in Jerusalem as a rushing mighty wind (Acts 2:2), (the OT is full of descripti-ons of the spirit of the Lord Yahweh or an evil spirit sent by the Lord descending upon someone, either to kill and destroy or, if necessary, just to torment - Judg. 3:10, Judg. 11:29, Judg. 14:19, Judg. 15:14, 1 Sam. 10:6, 1 Sam. 15:14, 1 Sam. 18:19, 2 Sam.

2:32, 1 Kings 23:21, 2 Chron. 24:20, Isa. 11:2, Ezek. 1:12, Ezek. 2:2j Ezek. 18:31) the 1,993-year-long ”your money or your life” parlour game played by Christians was ready to begin – Christian brotherly love burst into its most ”wonderful” bloom for the first time:

But a certain man named Ananias, with Sapphira his wife, sold a possession, and kept back part of the price, his wife also being privy to it, and brought a certain part, and laid it at the apostles’ feet. But Peter said, ”Ananias, why hath Satan filled thine heart to lie to the Holy Ghost, and to keep back part of the price of the land? Whiles it remained, was it not thine own? and after it was sold, was it not in thine own power?
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why hath thou conceived this thing in thine heart? thou hath not lied unto men, but unto God.” And Ananias hearing these words fell down, and gave up the ghost: and great fear came on all them that heard these things. And the young men arose, wound him up, and carried him out, and buried him. And it was about the space of three hours after, when his wife, not knowing what was done, came in. And Peter answered unto her, Tell me whether ye sold the land for so much? And she said, Yea, for so much. Then Peter said unto her, How is it that ye have agreed together to tempt the Spirit of the Lord? behold, the feet of them which have buried thy husband are at the door, and shall carry thee out. Then fell she down straightway at his feet, and yielded up the ghost: and the young men came in, and found her dead, and, carrying her forth, buried her by her husband. And great fear came upon all the church, and upon as many as heard these things. (Acts 5:1–11).

It seems that the only sin Ananias might have been guilty of was claiming to Peter that he was donating the entire sale price to the church, while keeping part of it for himself and his wife. But the wages of sin, even if it is only a lie, is death – is it not? And as the verses reveal, after this magnificent opening act of Christian love, a great fear seized all those who heard of the incident.

Let us imagine again for a moment: if some religious cult today, under the guidance of its Holy Spirit, were guilty of a similar double murder as the first “Christians,” would the members of the cult be regarded as warm-hearted and lovable children of God? Or would the consequences of the “execution” be exactly the same as they were 1,993 years ago in Jerusalem – a great fear likewise seized the “church” and all those who heard about it.

And of the rest durst no man join himself to them: but the people magnified them. And believers were the more added to the Lord, multitudes both of men and women (Acts 5:13,14)

But are Peter and his gang not guilty of exactly the same thing as, for example, all kinds of biker gangs today? First, they commit crimes alone and together, and then the loot is distributed to each according to their “needs.” Except that biker gangs rarely commit robbery-murder or blinding, as Peter and Paul did with the Spirit of Holy Deception.

In these consecutive Bible verses, one finds exactly the same distortion of truth by using the word “honour” instead of the word “fear,” as in the context of Moses in Egypt (Ex. 3:21, 11:3, 12:36, and 28:38).

In other words, the picture-perfect truth we have been led to believe regarding the mutual harmony of the early Christians, their consideration for others, and their gentle kindness was, in fact, physical and mental terror directed at dissenters. And what were these apostles actually collecting money for – for the Holy Spirit or for
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themselves? Regarding the reasons for the aforementioned murder, the Bible tells us:

the man kept back part of the price (of the farm), his wife also being privy to it, and brought a certain part, and laid it at the apostles’ feet (Acts 5:2)

And money, again, was needed, as it appears from the Bible, for each according to their need:

Neither was there any among them that lacked: for as many as were possessors of lands or houses sold them, and brought the prices of the things that were sold, and laid them down at the apostles’ feet: and distribution was made unto every man according as he had need. (Acts 4:34,35)

On the other hand, a little later, the Acts of the Apostles, written by Luke, tells us

that Peter said to Simon, who appeared as a sorcerer in the city of Samaria:

But Peter said unto him, “Thy money perish with thee, because thou hast thought that the

gift of God may be purchased with money” (Acts 8:20)

This event is apparently either just a lucky detail or a deliberate narrative plot by which the writer cleverly and successfully conceals Peter’s greed, which had just come to light, and secondly, the hospitality required for the apostles’ holy “parasi-tic lifestyle” shown by the members of the congregation being shepherded – a free dinner for the man.

Distributing to the necessity of saints; given to hospitality (Rom. 12:13)

The Bible tells of a very similar sleight of hand in Exodus chapter 12, verse 35, whe-re the supposedly enslaved Israelites, on the morning after the mass murder of the firstborn of Egypt, use the word “ask” instead of the word “plunder”:

And the children of Israel did according to the word of Moses: and they borrowed of the Egyptians jewels of silver, and jewels of gold, and raiment (Ex. 12:35)

Or does someone actually assume that the Holy Spirit really provided drink, food, clothing, and lodging for decades for the Lord’s messengers wandering from congregation to congregation through the Middle East, Asia Minor, and the Balkan Peninsula? And what about Jesus – did he murder his rivals to distribute money to each according to their needs, or did he beg for mammon from onlookers in exchange for his miracles? These vagabonds, on the other hand, boast – alongsi-
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de the nuisance they caused, the “pestilent plague” (e.g., Acts 24:5) – in Ephesus

through the mouth of Paul:

I have coveted no man’s silver, or gold, or apparel. Yea, ye yourselves know, that these hands have ministered unto my necessities, and to them that were with me. I have shewed you all things, how that so labouring ye ought to support the weak, and to remember the words of the Lord Jesus, how he said, ‘It is more blessed to give than to receive.’ (Acts 20:33–35)

Neither did we eat any man’s bread for nought; but wrought with labour and tra-vail night and day, that we might not be chargeable to any of you (2 Thess. 3:8)

Paul thus appeals to Jesus, claiming that the Nazarene had sanctified the begging required for missionary work. Well, firstly, Luke was his travelling companion, so it was easy for them to weave a watertight plot together for the undoing of their hosts, to justify the hospitality they demanded:

Give, and it shall be given unto you (Luke 6:38)

On the other hand, Paul likely had no knowledge of the verses in Matthew chapter 10, verses 7–14, where the entire practice of begging culminates again, of course with the words of Jesus:

Freely ye have received, freely give (Matt. 10:8)

And intensifies into an exhortation to search upon arriving in a village or town:

And into whatsoever city or town ye shall enter, enquire who in it is worthy; and there abide till ye go thence (Matt. 10:11)

“Worthy” is an old high-style expression meaning valuable enough, good, and sui-table – that is, in plain language and referring to Matthew’s text, “worthy” means scouting for a host family good enough to lodge and feed them!

In other words, Paul does not want anyone’s silver, gold, or clothing without con-sideration – for free! Instead, silver, gold, clothing, and lodging are the wages, the consideration for his work and the effort he perceives as working night and day with his hands (manual labour) while “caring for the weak.” And these weak ones are by no means, not even close, the elderly or the sick, but sinful heathens in whom, like a devilish wheel, first the apostles’ fire-and-brimstone speeches based on threats of eternal perdition awaiting sinners have ignited a fear of death, and secondly, whose distress born of fear of death and perdition the disciples are sup-
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posedly commanded to nurture – Jesus! In addition to everything else, Paul cons-tantly appeals in his begging letters found in the Bible to the warm-heartedness of the “givers” with words placed in the mouth of the highest possible authority, Jesus, sanctifying his begging.

Thus, in 1 Corinthians chapter 9, Paul complains that he and Barnabas have not been allowed to reap any material good from their verbal sowing among the church members, unlike the other apostles:

Have we not power to eat and to drink? Have we not power to lead about a sister, a wife, as well as other apostles, and as the brethren of the Lord, and Cephas? Or I only and Barnabas, have not we power to forbear working? Who goeth a warfare any time at his own charges? who planteth a vineyard, and eateth not of the fruit thereof? or who feedeth a flock, and eateth not of the milk of the flock? Say I these things as a man? or saith not the law the same also? (1 Cor. 9:4–8)

This appears to be a dispute in Corinth over the hospitality ordained by the Lord that supposedly “belongs” automatically to Paul for spreading the good news. And, for example, also in his begging letter to the Thessalonians (2 Thess. 3:8), Paul unreservedly defends his right to hospitality and even pleads for assistance for the “saints” suffering from want:

And God is able to make all grace abound toward you; that ye, always having all sufficiency in all things, may abound to every good work: (As it is written, “He hath dispersed abroad; he hath given to the poor: his righteousness remaineth for ever.”) Now he that ministereth seed to the sower both minister bread for your food, and multiply your seed sown, and increase the fruits of your righteousness; Being enriched in every thing to all bountifulness, which causeth through us thanksgiving to God. For the administration of this service not only supplieth the want of the saints, but is abundant also by many thank-sgivings unto God (2 Cor. 9:8–12)

In these verses, Paul again appeals to the Highest Almighty himself, the Lord (Ps. 112:9), to give his sponging some brazen extra momentum. Corinth is revealed to the reader as a bitter pay dispute at the latest when Paul writes:

Have I committed an offence in abasing myself that ye might be exalted, because I have preached to you the gospel of God freely? I robbed other churches, taking wages of them, to do you service. And when I was present with you, and wanted, I was char-geable to no man: for that which was lacking to me the brethren which came from Macedonia supplied: and in all things I have kept myself from being burdensome unto you, and so will I keep myself. (2 Cor. 11:7–9)
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So, for some reason, the Corinthians did not host Paul, but the Macedonian brot-hers who arrived on the scene provided drink and food for this cuckoo. Paul’s pride was apparently so wounded by the incident that he continues to chew on it in the next chapter, chapter 12. From the Galatians, Paul begs:

Let him that is taught in the word communicate unto him that teacheth in all good

things. (Gal. 6:6)

The Philippians, on the other hand, Paul thanks for the abundant “offering” pro-duced by his begging:

For even in Thessalonica ye sent once and again unto my necessity. Not because I desire a gift: but I desire fruit that may abound to your account. But I have all, and abound: I am full, having received of Epaphroditus the things which were sent from you, an odour of a sweet smell, a sacrifice acceptable, wellpleasing to God. (Phil. 4:16–18)

And he fatherly instructs Timothy on the honour due to a bishop of the church and the hospitality included in it, and the automatic right of rabbis to a share of the distribution as follows:

Let the elders that rule well be counted worthy of double honour, especially they who labour in the word and doctrine. For the scripture saith, “Thou shalt not muzzle the ox that treadeth out the corn,” and, “The labourer is worthy of his reward.” (1 Tim. 5:17,18)

Charge them that are rich in this world, that they be not highminded, nor trust in uncertain riches, but in the living God, who giveth us richly all things to enjoy; That they do good, that they be rich in good works, ready to distribute, willing to communicate; Laying up in store for themselves a good foundation against the time to come, that they may lay hold on eternal life. (1 Tim. 6:17–19)

For instance, the entire Gospel of Luke and the Acts of the Apostles are written for posterity like diaries, in such a way that they tell idealistically of the constant beg-ging for “hospitality” practiced by these holy bums as supposedly selfless messen-gers of goodwill who do “physical” work. Gyllenberg & Kivekäs testify:

The purpose of the Gospel of Luke was to build the church and win souls for the

new faith.

From the content of the aforementioned narrative and Paul’s letters, it can easily be

observed that these Holy Spirit bums, who call themselves servants of Jesus, did
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not behave kindly (John 15:14) even toward dissenters (Matt. 5:47) or even their own brothers in faith (Matt. 23:8), contrary to Jesus’ instructions. The early church-es that emerged as a result of missionary work were, from time to time, actual hot-beds of strife, envy, hatred, plots, slanders, gossips, arrogance, and disorder (e.g., 2 Cor. 12:20). G&K state:

The changes in the office system did not proceed without difficulties. Especially in Rome, deacons (caregivers for the poor and sick) and presbyters (leaders of local Christian con-gregations) competed for ranking. On one hand, bishops and deacons, in another context presbyters and widows, sought to establish their position on the hierarchy of the system.

Arola, Kouki, and the Ruokanen brothers, who teach religion to children, reveal:

The congregation was also troubled by spiritual division because some taught ethical liber-

alism, others asceticism, and others boasted of their spiritual gifts. (AKRR, Um)

And Jesus had at no point instructed the founding of a new religion or the building of a church, but instead urged the practice of charity hidden from view and pray-ing behind closed doors in solitude – in secret:

“Take heed that ye do not your alms before men, to be seen of them: otherwise ye have no reward of your Father which is in heaven. Therefore when thou doest thine alms, do not sound a trumpet before thee, as the hypocrites do in the synagogues and in the streets, that they may have glory of men. Verily I say unto you, They have their reward. But when thou doest alms, let not thy left hand know what thy right hand doeth: That thine alms may be in secret: and thy Father which seeth in secret himself shall reward thee openly. And when thou prayest, thou shalt not be as the hypocrites are: for they love to pray standing in the synagogues and in the corners of the streets, that they may be seen of men. Verily I say unto you, They have their reward. But thou, when thou prayest, enter into thy closet, and when thou hast shut thy door, pray to thy Father which is in secret; and thy Father which seeth in secret shall reward thee openly. (Matt. 6:1–6)

“The scribes and the Pharisees sit in Moses’ seat: All therefore whatsoever they bid you observe, that observe and do; but do not ye after their works: for they say, and do not. For they bind heavy burdens and grievous to be borne, and lay them on men’s shoul-ders; but they themselves will not move them with one of their fingers. But all their works they do for to be seen of men: they make broad their phylacteries, and enlarge the borders of their garments, And love the uppermost rooms at feasts, and the chief seats in the syna-gogues, And greetings in the markets, and to be called of men, ‘Rabbi, Rabbi.’ But be not ye called Rabbi: for one is your Master, even Christ; and all ye are brethren. (Matt. 23:2–8)
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Did you know why Orthodox Jews, even to this day, have tassels decorated with

blue and red threads at the corners of their cloaks?

And it shall be unto you for a fringe, that ye may look upon it, and remember all the commandments of the Lord, and do them; and that ye seek not after your own heart and your own eyes, after which ye use to go a whoring (Num. 15:39)

It is worth remembering that the Nazarene did not wear a red-blue thread in his cloak, nor did he give his apostles any program to proclaim, nor did he advise them from where or what they should teach. But Paul, who moreover even calls himself a teacher, i.e., a rabbi, in both letters to Timothy, had not heard of such a thing:

...whereunto I am appointed a preacher, and an apostle, and a teacher (rabbi) of the Gen-tiles (2 Tim. 1:11)

The Great Commission found in the Gospels of the Bible is undoubtedly deri-ved from the imaginations of the Gospel writers themselves, such as Mark (1:1,2) and Matthew (28:19,20), or other persons who continued to copy them. For these “Christian scribes,” the Great Commission was a necessary self-interest, a letter of recommendation given by Jesus, as it guaranteed distinguished guests visi-ting congregations on their travels hospitality and free maintenance, along with rewards received for “manual” work performed. The “official” Great Commission also brought these Holy Spirit bums honour, fame, a significant rise in their own social status, a feeling that wonderfully stroked their self-esteem, and a “halo” that naturally belonged to the chosen, shining unto these very days.

Surely many others besides some poor fisherman or tentmaker simpleton would have had their heads swell with conceit. Or does someone naively imagine that Jesus would first have forbidden all public displays of righteousness and then, completely contrary to his previous speeches and his own actions, have comman-ded his disciples and Paul on the road to Damascus to further organise these public “uproars”? And did Jesus set an example for the apostles of brotherly love, which is sheer hatred, ill-will, sowing of discord, megalomania, judging, accusing others, and even overeating and conspiring with Satan:

And immediately the angel of the Lord smote him (Herod), because he gave not God the glory: and he was eaten of worms, and gave up the ghost (Acts 12:23)

(Paul) Said, “O full of all subtilty and all mischief, thou child of the devil, thou enemy of all righteousness, wilt thou not cease to pervert the right ways of the Lord? And now, behold, the hand of the Lord is upon thee, and thou shalt be blind, not seeing the sun for a season.” And immediately there fell on him a mist and a darkness; and he went about seeking some to lead him by the hand (Acts 13:10,11)
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For we have found this man (Paul) a pestilent fellow, and a mover of sedition among

all the Jews throughout the world, and a ringleader of the sect of the Nazarenes (Acts 24:5)

And as he thus spake for himself, Festus said with a loud voice, “Paul, thou art beside thyself; much learning doth make thee mad.” (Acts 26:24)

These are spots in your feasts of charity, when they feast with you, feeding themselves without fear: clouds they are without water, carried about of winds; trees whose fruit wit-hereth, without fruit, twice dead, plucked up by the roots; Raging waves of the sea, foaming out their own shame; wandering stars, to whom is reserved the blackness of darkness for ever (Jude 1:12,13)

Of whom is Hymenaeus and Alexander; whom I have delivered unto Satan, that they may

learn not to blaspheme. (1 Tim. 1:20)

In the very early stages, the communion was referred to among the first “follo-wers” of Jesus as the breaking of bread:

And they, continuing daily with one accord in the temple, and breaking bread from house to house, did eat their meat with gladness and singleness of heart (Acts 2:46)

But as the number of “followers” grew, the Jewish Passover meal was replaced in the churches of the new covenant with the love feast (Jude 12), where the congre-gation gathered to eat together. The love feast was rooted in old beliefs, as already mentioned, in which eating the sacrifice produced an immediate connection with God for the participant in the cult rites, in addition to the forgiveness of sins, just as the early Christians claimed, and thus secured bliss after death. What could be a more practical way to save oneself than to eat oneself free from the yoke of sin. Be-coming free from sins by participating in feasts quickly got out of hand and turned, in the name of Christ’s blood, as one might guess, and as happened in Germany during the Reformation 1,500 years later, into drunkenness for those freed from sin and gluttony in the name of Christ’s flesh:

When ye come together therefore into one place, this is not to eat the Lord’s supper. For in eating every one taketh before other his own supper: and one is hungry, and another is drunken. What? have ye not houses to eat and to drink in? or despise ye the church of God, and shame them that have not? (1 Cor. 11:20)

These are spots in your feasts of charity, when they feast with you, feeding themselves without fear: clouds they are without water, carried about of winds; trees whose fruit wit-
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hereth, without fruit, twice dead, plucked up by the roots; Raging waves of the sea, foaming out their own shame; wandering stars, to whom is reserved the blackness of darkness for ever (Jude 1:12,13)

And that these incidents told in the Acts of the Apostles and in Paul’s begging letters—murders, sowing of discord, outright boorishness, and, for example, the accusing and judging of dissenters—would be merely individual and unfortunate “accidents” that ended up in the holy scriptures “by mistake”? Why then is there not a single mention in the writings, not a single one, in addition to these individual unpleasant “incidents,” of the treatment of people and deeds of mercy performed by the wandering Holy Spirit bums, according to the example given by Jesus—that is, kind treatment and behaviour directed at others besides the brothers in faith?

And if ye salute your brethren only, what do ye more than others? do not even the publicans so? (Matt. 5:47)

Instead, the miracles performed by the apostles praised in the Bible’s writings (Acts 3, 9, 14, 19, 20, 28) were not done out of kind-heartedness, but for purely evidentiary purposes. These miracles were aimed primarily at attracting more cu-rious, shearable listeners, in whom the hate speech practiced by the apostles found fertile ground for its seeds. The writings focus, firstly, on describing the persecu-tion encountered by the apostles, the inciting and agitating of the people—a pesti-lent plague, a piety leaning toward fanaticism, which the apostles beautifully term preaching and proclaiming, joy over the salvation already achieved; and secondly, on accusing the Gentiles and the Jews (e.g., Rom. 1, 2, 3, 2 Thess. 1, 2 Tim. 3, Titus

1, 1 Pet. 4, 2 Pet. 2); thirdly, on stressing the importance of faith and obedience

(e.g., Rom. 4, 5, 6, Gal. 2, 3); fourthly, on grace and fear (e.g., Rom. 9, 11, Phil. 1, 2,

2 Thess. 1, 1 Tim. 5, Titus 1, 1 Pet. 3); fifthly, on Christian chastity and intolerance (e.g., Rom. 12, 1 Cor. 5); sixthly, on liberation through Jesus’ death, thereby lead-ing to salvation and eternal life (e.g., Rom. 6, 8, 10, 2 Thess. 2) and God’s justified vengeance (e.g., Rom. 12, 1 Thess. 4, 2 Thess. 1), not forgetting the interference in

constant mutual discord (e.g., 1 Cor. 1, 2 Cor. 12, 2 Thess. 3, 2 Tim. 2) and, of course and above all, the begging for “contributions” (e.g., 2 Cor. 9).

Here and there along the path, to entice converts, words about love and kindness that sound wonderful and sweet but are hollow in content are scattered (e.g., Rom. 13, 14, 1 Cor. 13, 16, Eph. 5, Phil. 1, 1 Thess. 3, 4, Heb. 10, 13, 1 Pet. 1, 3), and there are exhortations to give alms publicly (2 Cor. 8). And Paul, in addition to boasting unreservedly about his position and deeds (e.g., 2 Cor. 11, 12), claims that the Lord rejected the Jews because they sought righteousness by works and not by faith, like the Christians:




[image: ]

But Israel, which followed after the law of righteousness, hath not attained to the law of righteousness. Wherefore? Because they sought it not by faith, but as it were by the works of the law. For they stumbled at that stumblingstone (Rom. 9:31,32)

That is, in Paul’s opinion, the Israelites sought righteousness believing that the inhabitants of the land of Canaan would be dealt with by faith, not by works, as the Lord required. Reasoning his proclamation as the reason for the Lord’s rejec-tion, Paul follows the general Christian practice of quoting from the Old Testament, from the book of Isaiah found in the Jewish law, to give his claim a “legal” basis—a revelation given by God:

Therefore thus saith the Lord God, Behold, I lay in Zion for a foundation a stone, a tried stone, a precious corner stone, a sure foundation: he that believeth shall not make haste... when the overflowing scourge shall pass through, then ye shall be trodden down by it (Isa. 28:16,18)

A pity, though, that God’s revelation does not fit the context at all, for the verse is about the one who believes not fleeing “the scourge like a flood”—that is, it is about the strength of faith, not that deeds or even faith would save. Whereas, on the other hand, James, the brother of the apostle John (apparently, or of Jesus), charges against the dogma cherished by the whole of Christendom:

For as the body without the spirit is dead, so faith without works is dead also (James 2:26)

Nevertheless, G&K want to lead children to believe, contrary to Jesus’ advice:

The task of deed and word is the same

Paul quickly created his own gospel, which morally touched upon the teachings and behaviour of the Lord of the Old Testament in a deceptively similar way, fool-ing the uninitiated. The words emphasized by Jesus about love and the significance of deeds, as well as their evidentiary power for an individual’s daily life and fate, had to be faded as far into the background as possible by the early Christians, to be forgotten in insignificant, dusty subordinate clauses.

These members of the early churches, who considered themselves irreproachable in every way, regarded themselves, like the Jews, as better than others, as God’s chosen, and began a crude campaign of accusation and insult against non-believ-ers, i.e., heretics and other bystanders. Neighbors and unknown passers-by were slandered, mocked, and ridiculed, and it was proclaimed as loudly as possible in public places that the Gentiles would surely end up in the furnace of hell. Instead,
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they themselves would rise to the joy of heaven. The early Christians were, in fact, quite sure that the end was very near. They even sought martyrdom to hasten their entry into the glories of heaven, just like suicide bombers today. And the church fathers themselves added logs to the bonfires of the ecstatic martyrs. Tertullian (c. 155–230) assured his parishioners:

The stain of a mortal sin committed after baptism can only be washed away by martyrdom. Those who have died a violent death for their faith, witnessing their loyalty to Christ, go straight to Paradise and wait there for reunion with their body and resurrection from the dead.

Bishop Ignatius of Antioch (35–108):

I long fiercely for suffering, but I do not know if I am worthy of it. Let me be food for the beasts, for through them it is possible for me to partake of God. I am God’s grain, and in the teeth of the beasts I want to be ground, so that I may be found to be Christ’s pure grain. If they do not want to attack me of their own accord, I will force them to do so.

The letter about the martyrdom of Polycarp (69–155) tells:

Quintus, a Phrygian man, had forced himself and some others on his own initiative to report themselves...

The earliest Christian church fathers permitted or at least accepted suicide in cer-tain cases, namely when it is done to obtain martyrdom, to avoid apostasy, or to preserve the crown of virginity. Thus, these Holy Spirit-led multitudes, looking for trouble and using faith as their weapon, spread irresistibly like the Goths later across the Roman Empire. The actions of the first Christians, who considered them-selves followers of Jesus, were so shameful that the Roman writer, historian, and senator Tacitus mentions it quite separately. Around the year 115, he wrote about the events of Nero’s reign, when only about 70 years had passed since the death of Jesus:

Nero labelled as guilty and punished most severely people who were called Christians and

who were known for their shameful activities.

And in the 4th century, Ammianus Marcellinus writes:

No wild beasts are so furious toward humans as most Christians are toward each

other.
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Thus, just over 100 years after the death of the Nazarene, his original doctrine had, at the latest, almost disappeared and been forgotten. From the distorted and false words placed in the mouth of the Nazarene, the early Christians fashioned for themselves sincerely loving, nice instruments of torture and pleasant weapons of assault. Edward Westermarck noted in his work “Christianity and Morals”:

Freedom of worship was a general principle of the imperial administration. The reason why it was denied to Christians was their own aggressive appearance as well as political sus-picion. They grossly insulted pagan rites and accused them of demon worship. Their zeal for conversion disturbed the peace of families and cities. Their secret meetings raised suspicions of political danger, and these suspicions were increased by the doctrines they proclaimed. They considered the Roman Empire to be an embodiment of the Antichrist, they longed for its destruction, and many of them refused to participate in its defense.

And Edward Gibbon writes in his book “The History of the Decline and Fall of the

Roman Empire”:

The early Christians did not even want to be agreeable and useful in this world.

It would be no wonder if the claim made by Philipp Vandenberg in his book “Nero” were true. According to him, while Rome burned in the year 64, Christians would have danced triumphantly in the streets and mocked the pagans, people whose ho-mes and property were being swallowed by the flames. Most early Christians were, in fact, quite sure that Nero specifically was the antichrist and the hour of judgment had finally arrived. Let us remember, correspondingly, the triumph and great joy that appeared in some Arab countries after the September 11 attacks.

Christians have always, while pleading for understanding with lustful cheeks, of course blamed others. To them, the kind-hearted messengers of love in Rome, the persecution directed at them was entirely groundless and resulted solely from their correct faith. They do not understand at all that the mocking, slandering, and accusing of pagans, and later the killing of dissenters, is by no means a good news to be proclaimed to all nations, as they claim to be proclaiming, but mental terror practiced in the name of joy.

Imagine for yourself what it would feel like today to live in a community whe-re a part of the population, a cult of love-warriors, would constantly judge their neighbors for their sinful lives—for example, for drinking coffee and using a smar-tphone, say, in a grocery store checkout line—or would continually shout wishes for a good journey to the fires of hell to passers-by? Your mailbox would be filled with loving hate mail, and your doorbell would be rung time and again by some chosen messenger of the Holy Spirit proclaiming the wrath of the Lord and the last judgment. Or they would drive without pause, around the clock, as in connection
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with elections, in their cars with speaker systems on the roofs blaring loudly and continuously how much they love their neighbors, how much good they do in saving the drowning from perdition, and what good people they really are. G&K, on the other hand, want to lead children to believe that the Gospel of Luke and the Acts of the Apostles are:

a story of the falling of various kinds of barriers built by people, a story of the joy experien-ced through God’s care received through old and new friends. But above all, it is a story of the deeds of the Holy Spirit in that transmission of the message, the starting shot of which was heard at Pentecost in Jerusalem.

A more descriptive word than “starting shot” could hardly have been invented by anyone other than G&K to illustrate the “loving” execution of Ananias and his wife Sapphira carried out by Peter and the Holy Spirit on the first Pentecost. Thus, the gentle shepherds of the sheep subtly became their raw and violent shearers.

While the writings of the Old Testament prophets were unequivocally prophecies, predictions of the punishment—destruction—following the godless, lust-dripping behavior of the chosen people, the three synoptic gospels and the letters of Paul, Peter, and Jude, as well as the Book of Revelation, are intended to cover and fade the deeds done by Jesus and the advice and instructions he gave behind a veil of violence and hatred. Beneath these gospels and begging letters, as if a dark under-ground current, roars the blood of pagans, infidels, and dissenters. The unequivo-cal goal of these gospels and begging letters after the death of Jesus was to create a doctrine by which the blood-dripping message of the Old Testament could be con-verted from direct bloodshed carried out or commanded by the Lord into indirect, secondary bloodshed. And this indirect bloodshed was best achieved by training thoughtless, low-self-esteem, and humbly obedient soldiers of the Lord, cadres, who with their missionary work based on fear and reward (salvation or perdition) spread their message of salvation—the disease resulting from the lack of love they carried—like the deadly Ebola virus. And only when “conversion” did not work or the glint of gold in the eyes was too seductive, was recourse had to the sword mission—if the word mission can be used at all for the atrocities committed by the Christians’ Lord in the name of brotherly love.

Thus the principle of a communist society, popularized by the early Christians and Karl Marx alike, describing the distribution system of the highest stage of development—which means that amidst an abundance of productive forces, “everyone receives from the products of society the amount they need,” regardless of the amount of work they have done—was transformed among the early Christians into the principle of “to each according to their merits,” where remuneration, rewards, or recognitions are distributed based on performan-
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ce, competence, or achievements, not, for example, based on gender, age, or other external factors.

Of course, the apostles had earned their pay by terrifying their listeners, hadn’t they? In its early days, Christianity sank deepest specifically into the embittered sectors of the po-pulation: the underprivileged, the poor and miserable, slaves, soldiers, and women living in a subordinate position to men—simple, oppressed individuals incapable of thinking for themselves, for whom the freedom promised by the Christian chief shepherds was more precious than the air they breathed.

Even before the word “pagan” (pagan - in Latin paganus - country dweller) acquired its re-ligious meaning in Christian parlance, it had been associated with strong imagery referring to a lack of civilization, in exactly the same way as, for example, the words “Boor,” “Yokel,” or “Simpleton” in the Finnish language. It is indeed amusing that Christian missionaries from the very beginning contemptuously called their listeners pagans while laughing into their beards—how easy it was to hoodwink those fools offering up their “pocket money.”

Thus, the seeds of the American Dream, the Flowers of Evil, fell from the hems of the first apostles’ cloaks in the first century along the roadsides of the Middle East, Asia Minor, and the Balkan Peninsula alongside other weeds....

MEDICAL REPORT: CHAPTER 1 - THE GENESIS OF THE FLOWER OF EVIL


	
The Betrayal of Judas – Architects of Salvation The whole lie begins with the Chris-tian claim that the salvation of mankind required the death of Jesus. In this mechanical play, (Matthew, Mark, and Luke) created a setting where (Satan) was forced to help (Judas) carry out the betrayal so that the plan of salvation could be realized.According to Christian logic, the true savior was therefore Satan.This is the foundation stone upon which (the Synoptic Evangelists and their followers) laid the masonry of deception: honesty was sacrificed so that the position of power could be cemented.

	The Transformation of Love into Violence As soon as the talk of brotherly love met reality, it turned into an instrument of control. Peter and Paul took over the message and turned it into relentless violence. They were not mere spreaders of the word; rather, they and the other Apostles turned love into a weapon used to force submission. They destroyed everything deviant and called it holiness.


	Missionary Work – Heroes of the Plunder Missionary work was, in reality, aggres-sive begging and exploitation of people practiced by (the Apostles). They arrived to steal the vitality and property of others, offering only pious words and guilt in exchange. It was mechanical exploitation where the human being was merely a resource to fulfill their own needs.


	Words Against Deeds – Schizophrenic Boorishness The final rupture occurred when deeds were separated from words. A state emerged where the early Christians and members of the early congregation, the “wayfarers,” indulged, argued, and filled their lives with boorishness, as long as their speech remained “correct.” They even taught people to
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mutilate themselves and deny their natural needs, calling it holiness.The more an individual damaged their own nature, the higher the “elders” and “overseers” raised them.



	To Each According to Their Merits – The Mechanics of Punishment Ultimately, life was turned into cold bookkeeping with the phrase “to each according to their merits.” It was a ruthless tool with which the Apostles and church leaders justified the suffering of others and their own advantage. We had built a world that is a mechanical cage: no one is free because no one longer dares to feel anything genuine.




SUMMARY: Mankind has blindly followed a path where pleasure has been replaced by hatred and control.We are sleepwalking beggars of happiness who destroy everything living because we cannot bear to face what we have already destroyed within ourselves. This is not civilization, but a far-advanced, serious mental disorder masked by the synoptic evan-gelists, the apostles, and the leaders of the early church.




ANALYSIS: THE HYPODERMIC NEEDLE OF HOPE AND THE CONCEAL-MENT OF KARMA

Flos Maleficus var. Somnium Americanum did not conquer the world by physical force alone, but filled with its seeds that bottomless void that had been stirred in the life of mankind over the millennia. Previously, people had at most been promised milk and honey, riches, honor, and power, but even those were not always enough amidst endless physical and psy-chological torture.The world was just good or bad luck, a random game of chance, because karma was hidden from people—or it was revealed only as an insignificant subordinate clause, such as Gen. 9:6.

The words of Jesus that “with what measure ye mete, it shall be measured to you again” (Matt. 7:2) were dismissed with a mere shrug. No one saw the whole picture because what John addressed in his gospel—reincarnation—was attempted to be censored and forged. Without reincarnation, the law of cause and effect, karma, becomes impossible to comp-rehend, and man remains as if under the blade of a guillotine, at the mercy of blind chance. Although Luke mistakenly revealed the truth when telling in his gospel of the rich man who would not get out until he had paid, the signposts and directions had already been changed like the Simmons sign at Dealey Plaza.The Guardians of the Outer Darkness, in an attempt to wash away the blood of Jesus that had ruined their day at the foot of the Cross at Gol-gotha, cast an enticing “hope” lure into the “water.” They had to do everything to ensure that the knowledge of the continuity of life and personal responsibility would disappear, but fortunately, the words of the evangelist John-(the scribe) lived on.

When all previous life had been only dark and blind torture, this new doctrine promised hope of a way out without paying the debt—for free. But the promise of Christian doctrine was in reality a road to despair—a dead end, for it severed the connection to the incorrup-tible laws of life, to true cause and effect. The promise of hope was like the needle of a hypodermic syringe struck into the veins of a raw-skinned humanity; it was like the enticing cry of sailors on the piers of Plymouth, Bristol, Seville (Torre del Oro), Cádiz, Lisbon, and Amsterdam when picking up passengers like ripe berries for the “new world.” It was a lure
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that, once caught in the corner of your mouth, you didn’t even notice you had become trap-ped, a prisoner ever deeper in the vortex of madness, without a compass or return—a life prisoner in a world where mere “faith” and “hope” had been elevated to truth.

Until the year 553, the church had debated back and forth about reincarnation and the ex-istence of the related karma, but at that time, at the Second Council of Constantinople, a decision was hammered through in which reincarnation was officially buried. In Constanti-nople, a negative decision was made regarding pre-existence—that is, the Platonic idea of the soul’s existence before birth.

“If anyone advocates the mythical pre-existence of souls and the monstrous doctrine of their return which follows from it... let him be anathema.”

The main architects of the decision were, by the way, the Eastern Roman Emperor Justini-an, known as a tyrant, and his courtesan wife Theodora. Seppo Heinola writes in the book “Reincarnation and the Bible”:

For what would have infuriated the emperor more than a doctrine that claimed he would have to answer for his deeds in the next life? What would have been more terrifying to him than the incorruptible law of cause and effect?
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THE FATHER OF CLAMOUR PLAGUE
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––––––––
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I wonder if the Flower of Evil, the American Dream (Flos Maleficus var. Somnium Americanum), belongs to the nightshade family? The flower is native to Palestine, but it has spread as a weed of wasteland almost everywhere in the world, even into the most luxurious gardens. Somnium Americanum is commonly used as an intoxicant due to the powerful hallucinations it causes, such as the light flashing from heaven that Paul saw on the road to Damascus, which he mistook for Jesus. Furthermore, his brain activity—or rather, his lack of thinking ability—shows an incapacity for thought that has fascinated Christians ever as enchantingly. In the First Epistle to the Corinthians, Paul philosophizes about his faith, his own gospel, and its foundation, born as a result of his brain activity and apparently under the fatherly guidance of the Spirit of Holy Deception, thus “wisely”:

Where is the wise? where is the scribe? where is the disputer of this world? hath not God made foolish the wisdom of this world? For after that in the wisdom of God the world by wisdom knew not God, it pleased God by the foolishness of preaching to save them that believe... Because the foolishness of God is wiser than men; and the weakness of God is stronger than men. (1 Cor. 1:20,21,25)

Now we have received, not the spirit of the world, but the spirit which is of God; that we might know the things that are freely given to us of God. Which things also we speak, not in the words which man's wisdom teacheth, but which the Holy Ghost teacheth; comparing spiritual things with spiritual. But the natural man receiveth not the things of the Spirit of God: for they are foolishness unto him: neither can he know them, because they are spiritually discerned. But he that is spiritual judgeth all things, yet he himself is judged of no man. (1 Cor. 2:12–15)

Know ye not that ye are the temple of God, and that the Spirit of God dwelleth in you? If any man defile the temple of God, him shall God destroy; for the temple of God is holy, which temple ye are. Let no man deceive himself. If any man among you seemeth to be wise in this world, let him become a fool, that he may be wise. For the wisdom of this world is foolishness with God. For it is written, “He taketh the wise in their own craftiness”; and again, “The Lord knoweth the thoughts of the wise, that they are vain.” (1 Cor. 3:16–20)

How else could anyone other than Paul, who first becomes a fool, thereafter be-come wise? Unless one becomes empty upon encountering a light that calls itself Jesus and further lies about being the Savior who comes to meet Paul on earth from
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heaven. And when, frightened and gullible from what happened, you obey the

Light that gives you a task, as Paul claims:

”To deliver thee from the people, and from the Gentiles, unto whom now I send thee, To open their eyes, and to turn them from darkness to light, and from the power of Satan unto God, that they may receive forgiveness of sins, and inheritance among them which are san-ctified by faith that is in me.” (Acts 26:17,18)

Note that Paul says the voice he heard in connection with the light, firstly, saves him from the hands of his own people and the Gentiles—that is, from the distress caused by his own behavior and “pestilent plague”—and secondly, sends Paul, af-ter first blinding him, not to open, but in practice in exactly the same way—to blind also the eyes of these persecutors of his, so that they too would turn from light to darkness and imagine that mere faith, termed blissful, would bring bliss; this is exactly what happened to Paul himself. Is Christianity and the train of thought of holy men not wondrous?

In his work as a psychiatrist, M. Scott Peck was present at actual exorcisms. He describes them in detail in his book “People of the Lie” as follows:

The power of Satan is based solely on people believing its lies... There is an asto-nishing power in its lies... There was no end to Satan's lies; at times, listening to them became downright tedious...

Satan can exploit any sin or weakness, for example, greed or pride. It may use any tactic: seduction, enticement, flattery, the presentation of intellectual grounds. But the most important weapon it uses is intimidation... in its magnificent egocentri-city, it is unable to understand love. It knows that love is something it must fight against, something it can even mimic.

From the observations made by Peck, one can notice that Satan—or in this case, Sa-tan's helper, for Jesus, by giving his life for mankind, probably kicked the chief de-vil out earlier—uses exactly the same methods on Paul (and Paul on his flock) that Peck describes as typical for Satan. Paul's aforementioned “wisdom-babble” also resembles Satan's tedious grinding of irrational bunkum. And the fact that Paul's Pharisaic education had gone over the man's own head is revealed when he boasts every now and then, alongside traditional rules and the knowledge of Christ, of himself conceitedly, for example:

I say again, Let no man think me a fool; if otherwise, yet as a fool receive me, that I may

boast myself a little (2 Cor. 11:16)
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Apparently, Paul advertised himself as being a fool specifically because he did not realize that the Jewish law forbids a wise man from boasting of his wisdom, or else he rebelled in his boundless wisdom against the law:

Thus saith the Lord, Let not the wise man glory in his wisdom, neither let the mighty man glory in his might, let not the rich man glory in his riches: But let him that glorieth glory in this, that he understandeth and knoweth me, that I am the Lord which exercise lovingkindness, judgment, and righteousness, in the earth: for in these things I delight, saith the Lord (Jer. 9:23,24)

Theologians Gyllenberg & Kivekäs reveal that they have not read the Bible with

much thought, for in telling of Paul, they do not know that he boasted:

That he (Paul) has God is mere grace, which takes the ground out from under all the

need for self-assertion and boasting that troubles the human essence.

At least Paul was clearly troubled by a conspicuous and spineless inferiority complex

toward the original disciples of Jesus, the apostles, whom he called “great”:

For I suppose I was not a whit behind the very chiefest apostles. (2 Cor. 11:5)

I am become a fool in glorying; ye have compelled me: for I ought to have been commended of you: for in nothing am I behind the very chiefest apostles, though I be nothing (2 Cor. 12:11)

Paul, in addition to deceiving himself so thoroughly, misleads those he shepherds

by falling into Satan's trap like a louse in tar:

For such are false apostles, deceitful workers, transforming themselves into the apostles of Christ. And no marvel; for Satan himself is transformed into an angel of light (2 Cor. 11:13,14)

And what about that so loudly advertised Christian love—the love-hallucination caused by the Flowers of Evil for Paul, who suffered from bipolar disorder and se-vere trauma due to a UFO encounter of the 5th kind? Does it contain anything more than the sight of the Pope, amidst cheering crowds and tearful eyes, making the sign of the cross before hysterical nuns, flying around the globe in his private jet, and driving through different continents in his bulletproof car? Is it true Christian love when God’s earthly regent raises his hand in blessing over the heads of those suffering from thirst and hunger during his pilgrimages, instead of handing them even a bottle of clean water or a bowl of rice—who knows? Or could it be that the
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image of love painted by Paul in his first letter to the Corinthians, so fondly quoted by churchmen, gives an exhaustive explanation for this behavior and suffering?

Though I speak with the tongues of men and of angels, and have not charity, I am become as sounding brass, or a tinkling cymbal. And though I have the gift of prophecy, and understand all mysteries, and all knowledge; and though I have all faith, so that I could remove mountains, and have not charity, I am nothing. And though I bestow all my goods to feed the poor, and though I give my body to be burned, and have not charity, it profiteth me nothing. Charity suffereth long, and is kind; charity envieth not; charity vaunteth not itself, is not puffed up, Doth not behave itself unseemly, seeketh not her own, is not easily provoked, thinketh no evil; Rejoiceth not in iniquity, but rejoiceth in the truth; Beareth all things, belie-veth all things, hopeth all things, endureth all things. (1 Cor. 13:1-7)

Indeed, according to the exhaustive explanation of the Christians, those dying of hunger are “long-suffering” and “kind” as they settle for their lot as sinful worms of the earth without murmuring. It would, after all, be “unseemly” and “bitter” be-havior to begin criticizing the rotting fruits of faith. One must only rejoice sincerely with the shepherds of truth and hope for the best. One must only kneel humbly before the stronger, hang onto God as if on a gallows, and believe blindly that it is at least I who will one day rejoice in paradise. And at least I do not visibly gloat over the transgressions of evildoers or envy the miserable fate of sinners—at least not alone, but together with the brothers and the truth.

And people still imagine that this tongue-wagging, poisoned by Paul’s double standards, is eye-moisteningly beautiful and defines love exhaustively. They do not understand, as the gullible perch does not understand, that the word love is used here as bait, as a poisonous apple, just like a dewworm on a hook. For the Yahweh Demon, acting out love—as well as fake love—was conditional, both in the hope of success and plunder, under the threat of losing one’s life:

And now, Israel, what doth the Lord thy God require of thee, but to fear the Lord thy God, to walk in all his ways, and to love him, and to serve the Lord thy God with all thy heart and with all thy soul, To keep the commandments of the Lord, and his statutes, which I command thee this day for thy good? (Deut. 10:12,13)

For if ye shall diligently keep all these commandments which I command you, to do them, to love the Lord your God, to walk in all his ways, and to cleave unto him; Then will the Lord drive out all these nations from before you, and ye shall possess greater nations and mightier than yourselves (Deut. 11:22,23)
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And the Lord thy God will circumcise thine heart, and the heart of thy seed, to love the Lord thy God with all thine heart, and with all thy soul, that thou mayest live (Deut. 30:6)

And one had to be ready, night and day, to receive the morbid demonstrations of love from one’s Lord:

”My son, despise not thou the chastening of the Lord, nor faint when thou art rebuked of him: For whom the Lord loveth he chasteneth, and scourgeth every son whom he receiveth” (Heb. 12:5-6)

For the next 1,950 years, love was babbled about according to the model given in Paul’s letter to the Corinthians, like small children learning to walk with tinkling cymbals and sounding brass—mere empty rhymes like trinket jewelry were thro-wn into the air like candies at a school-leaving parade for the delight of children. For the early congregations, the word love was merely a seductive lure with good catching properties (the right color, an enticing swimming motion, and a sharp hook), with which the ignorant and terrified underprivileged, as well as people wallowing in sin, were enticed to be milked into a hierarchical and litigious sewing circle, whose greatest fun was to revel at a love feast paid for by someone else, to judge others, and to threaten pagans with the fire of judgment day:

Let love be without dissimulation. Abhor that which is evil; cleave to that which is good.

(Rom. 12:9)

Love worketh no ill to his neighbour: therefore love is the fulfilling of the law. (Rom. 13:10)

And yet women, as if still believing in Santa Claus, long to be virgin brides of Christ, members of the church! There is only one reason for the longing: the church, like some witch, cultivates enticing treats along the dark earthly forest path—the word ”love.” Old maids, lacking judgment and disturbed in their emotional lives, suffering in their longing for love, constantly fly into the same flypaper dangling from the churchmen’s pulpit, which invitingly reads the word ”love”! This very same method is used as bait by the “crowns of creation” living in a lack of “pussy” on their daily ”hunting trips,” cunningly and quite commonly in everyday life. In Nigerian letters, scammers hope to succeed in cheating money from their vic-tims in the form of all sorts of invented money requests and fees, while the victim dreams of the promised cash prize—like a miracle from heaven!

The word ”love” as bait works like baking soda on a burnt pot (as the love of old maids has also burnt to the bottom) when extracting an unsuspecting female into
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a momentary milk machine for semen—an automated teller machine. How many women have gullibly and in their stupidity swallowed the wonderful-sounding, cheek-flushing, and heart-throbbing word ”love” of the ”missionaries,” only to no-tice, when the junk is already in the tube and the seeds of love are running down their thighs, that the in-and-out trick was only about a momentary release of pres-sures raised by orgastic longing through the opening of a carnal relief valve.

Paul’s confession of love is the confession of love of a masochist hunting for sexual pleasure from pain and suffering! As the Sadist-Yahweh scourges the Masochist-Paul, the latter, calmly and gently, without bitterness, rejoices in ever new and new strokes of the whip slicing through the flesh. Paul does not boast, act proud, or behave unseemly toward the scourger; after all, pain is pleasurable, though he now and then passingly brags to other masochist acquaintances of having ”really received the whip from the Father’s hand”:

”there was given to me a thorn in the flesh, the messenger of Satan to buffet me (2 Cor. 12:7)

But that is how people brag nowadays too in a group of friends during a sauna

evening, that they finally got to “ride”—they ”got some”!

Let your speech be alway with grace, seasoned with salt, that ye may know how ye ought to answer every man (Col. 4:6)

The graceful speeches seasoned with salt, which stung so wonderfully in the wounds of lovelessness, besides making the eyes weep, plunged Europe into a thousand-year-old giant’s kettle that destroyed all intimacy between two people and the slightest trust. In the Middle Ages, Christians did not only season their graceful speeches, but in practice also the strokes of the whip of their merciful God with salt!

Egon Friedell very skillfully summarized in his book ”A Cultural History of the Modern Age” the wonderful consequences of the neighborly love caused by this inhuman priest-rule, which was started by Paul and led by the Holy Evil Spirit and which flourished in the Middle Ages—the bitter fruits of love:

If one so wishes, the Middle Ages can be called the puberty of Central European humanity, a thousand-year psychosis of sexual maturity appearing in the form of transformed sexuality: it appears as sexuality transformed into gynophobia [abnormal fear of women] in monasticism, as sexuality transformed into lyricism in the Minnesingers, as sexuality transformed into algolagnia [sexual pleasure and arousal from pain] in flagellantism, as sexuality transformed into hysteria in the institution of witchcraft, and as sexuality transformed into a desire for fighting in the Crusades.
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Indeed, the words of Jesus were forcibly wrenched out of their context by the early Christians; they were crudely distorted, let alone understood—or even desired to be understood. From faith, from empty words, a key to heaven was quickly forged. The brotherly love greatly advertised by the wonderfully chaste early Christians was soon directed, at most, only toward brothers in faith, if even toward them. Among others, Martin Luther, with Paul as his role model and contrary to the words and deeds of Jesus, attacked in every way during the Reformation the idea that salvation could come through works:

No good work can help toward righteousness and salvation. On the other hand, no evil deed makes him an evil and damnable person, but rather the unbelief which makes the person and the tree evil, makes his deeds evil and damnable. We can be saved without love... but not without pure doctrine and faith.




This doctrine of salvation achieved through faith has always grated on the minds of Chris-tians. What is the fate of those pagans who have not heard the gospel of Christ Jesus or know nothing? Christians conclude that the starting point in evaluating the eternal lot of the pagans is God’s absolute justice and righteousness in his judgments. Thus, God cannot rightfully judge anyone for a matter that the judged could not have influenced in any way. It would be unjust to judge someone for unbelief because they have heard nothing of the Bible or Jesus.

On the same basis, Christians believe that God does not require faith in the Bible’s writings from babies and small children, because they cannot understand the Word of God they hear. It would be wrong to judge the little ones for unbelief, as they cannot believe due to their linguistic undevelopment. For the Word of God to be believed, it must first be understood. Therefore, it is difficult to grasp why Christians, who so readily emphasize their brotherly love, treat the mentally ill and others with mental disorders so adversely that, for example, after their death, patients of mental hospitals—as well as “common-law couples,” among others—were not allowed to rest in the blessed soil of the cemetery, but were buried behind the cemetery fence or somewhere aside on wasteland, as has been done in places like Sipoo, Nikkilä, or Rautalampi.

And it is even more difficult to comprehend how on earth Christians weave into a consis-tent view—without doing violence to their spiritual selves—their doctrine of predestination with the doctrine of salvation achieved through faith. So, the winning rows drawn in ad-vance by God randomly determine, even among those who believe but do not act, who are saved and who perish—is that it?




MEDICAL REPORT: CHAPTER 2 – THE FATHER OF CLAMOUR PLAGUE

I The Damascus Short Circuit – The Hallucination of the Flower of Evil It all begins with blinding. On the road to Damascus, Paul encountered a light that was not sal-vation, but a relentless ontological shock and a mechanical abduction experience caused
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by an extraterrestrial lizard race. It was not a spiritual awakening, but a total neutralization and reprogramming of the organism. The Flower of Evil (Somnium Americanum) acted like the intoxicating hallucination of a nightshade plant: it destroyed Paul’s ability to think and replaced it with an “incapacity for thought” that has fascinated Christians ever since. This mission given by the “light” was by no means the opening of eyes, but the spreading of blindness, a turning from light to darkness in the name of faith.


	The Logic of Madness – The Murder of Wisdom Paul created a mechanical trap by declaring man’s own wisdom to be “foolishness.” He trapped his listeners in his craftiness by demanding they become fools so they could “become wise” in his delusional doctrine. This was the most ingenious tool of the New Testament writers: when a person abandons their reason, they are completely defenseless against the “pestilent plague” that Paul fed alongside his self-boasting and conceit.


	Satanic Tactics – Intimidation and Flattery As psychiatrist M. Scott Peck observed in his field work, the power of Satan is based on lies and intimidation. Paul used exactly the same methods: he exploited people’s weaknesses, flattered them as “temples of God,” and simultaneously intimidated them with destruction. His “wisdom-babble” was mechanical, tedious bunkum with which he covered the fact that he had himself fallen into the trap of Satan, disguised as an angel of Light, like a louse in tar.


	Love as Bait – The Praise of Masochism Paul’s praised concept of love (1 Cor. 13) is not genuine love, but the confession of love of a masochist. It is a poisonous apple in which the word “love” is used as bait, just as the Yahweh-Demon used it when demanding fear and blind obedience.According to this doctrine, love is “long-suffering,” i.e., submitting without murmur to the fact that churchmen, popes, and missionaries scourge and exploit their flock. It is a fake love that turns torture into continuous pleasure, into heavenly bliss.


	Medieval Psychosis – The Bitter Fruits of Love This “graceful speech seasoned with salt” plunged Europe into a thousand-year-old giant’s kettle.The priest-rule started by Paul transformed sexuality into gynophobia, the hysteria of witch hunts, and algolagnia—plea-sure derived from pain. Martin Luther, Calvin, and other reformers cemented this destruc-tion by rejecting deeds and love in favor of “pure doctrine.” The result is a system where common-law couples, the mentally ill, and social outcasts are thrown behind the cemetery fence, while the “chosen” wait for random salvation in the lottery of predestination. SUMMARY: Paul is the father of the pestilent plague, who switched the signposts shown by Jesus and replaced spiritual growth with mechanical madness. His “love” is flypaper and superglue to which those lacking judgment cling in a hope that is in reality a road to deep-ening despair.This is not religion, but the optimization of destruction, in which woman has been transformed into a momentary milk machine for semen and a spiritual slave to man.




For a good tree bringeth not forth corrupt fruit; neither doth a corrupt tree bring forth good fruit. 44For every tree is known by his own fruit. For of thorns men do not gather figs, nor of a bramble bush gather they grapes. 45A good man out of the good treasure of his heart bringeth forth that which is good; and an evil man out of the evil treasure of
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his heart bringeth forth that which is evil: for of the abundance of the heart his mouth speaketh. (Luke.6:43–45)
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NIGERIAN STYLE FALSE LOVERS

Thus, in addition to the interpretation of the synoptics and Paul, another view can be presented regarding the teachings of Jesus—one that fits his actions much more naturally and is entirely opposite in content. For while it may have been possible for Christians to alter and interpret almost all of Jesus' original speeches and words according to their own minds and current needs, with a few rare exceptions, it has been impossible to change his deeds! After all, no one has even attempted to tell an opposite version of Jesus' deeds based on the narrators' own double standards. The narrators did not comprehend, and the readers of these accounts still do not comprehend today, that someone can act and function exactly as they speak:

do not ye after their works: for they say, and do not (Matt. 23:3)

The deeds of Jesus show unequivocally that the Nazarene did not divide people into sheep and goats, the chosen and the rejected—unlike the Demon Lord of the Old Testament or Paul—but rather all people were equal to him; no one was to be judged. Nor did he consider himself better than others, boast of his deeds, or exalt himself above others—he did not act like a diva. And did Jesus supposedly strive to be the ruler of Israel, to sit on a throne as a king when he came forward, as the Demon Lord promises regarding the Messiah:

I will set up thy seed after thee, which shall proceed out of thy bowels, and I will establish

his kingdom... I will stablish the throne of his kingdom for ever (2 Sam. 7:12,13)?

According to the Gospel of John, Jesus even withdrew to a mountain when the

crowd wanted to make him their king.

When Jesus therefore perceived that they would come and take him by force, to

make him a king, he departed again into a mountain himself alone. (John 6:15)

Nevertheless, the Evangelical Lutheran Church of Finland (for sadists, deep down, admire and love those who have power and willingly submit to their authority) claims in its confession of faith that Jesus sits on his throne at the right hand of God, the Father Almighty, and from there he shall come—contrary to his own behavior (John 6:15) and his own words (John 8:15)—to judge the living and the dead.

The men of the church also neurotically claim that Jesus is the Son of God, one of the three persons of God who existed even before creation. The doctrine of
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the Trinity—Father, Son, and Holy Spirit, where all persons are the same eternal, almighty God—excellently illustrates the morbid train of thought of Christians. So, did Jesus pray to himself in the Garden of Gethsemane?:

Then cometh Jesus with them unto a place called Gethsemane, and saith unto the disciples, “Sit ye here, while I go and pray yonder.” And he went a little farther, and fell on his face, and prayed, saying, “O my Father, if it be possible, let this cup pass from me: never-theless not as I will, but as thou wilt.” (Matt. 26:36,39)

The doctrine of the Trinity as a dogma, a tenet of faith, arose from the need to conceptually and analytically define Christian truths as Christianity spread to the Hellenistic and Roman worlds. The first to use the term “trinity” was Tertullian in the 3rd century. The doctrine was formulated in the Athanasian Creed. Most likely, the creed was drafted in the late 5th or early 6th century in what is now southern France. Thus, the doctrine of the Trinity has nothing to do with the Bible.

Paul's doctrine is based on the “covenant” unilaterally made by the Lord of the Old Testament with the chosen. Paul invented out of his own head—apparently led by the Spirit of Holy Deception—that Jesus made a new covenant on the night of the Last Supper when he was betrayed. Paul justifies this invented new covenant in 1 Corinthians as follows:

After the same manner also he took the cup, when he had supped, saying, “This cup is the new testament in my blood: this do ye, as oft as ye drink it, in remembrance of me.” (1 Cor. 11:25)

The only misfortune is that according to John, who was present, Jesus said nothing about a new covenant. Instead, Matthew, Mark, and Luke, who write about the matter in their own gospels, borrow their idea of the blood of the covenant from Exodus chapter 24, which tells how Moses sprinkled blood on the people after the Lord had made a unilateral covenant, having given his commandments to the people of Israel:

And Moses took the blood, and sprinkled it on the people, and said, “Behold the blood of the covenant, which the Lord hath made with you concerning all these words.” (Ex. 24:8)

In the cases of Matthew (Matt. 26:27,28), Mark (Mark 14:22–24), and Luke (Luke 22:19,20), it is a matter of them proving the claim that Jesus was the promised Mes-siah by referring to Jewish law and the ancient, fresh-scented events of Sinai. Mat-thew tells the following:




And he took the cup, and gave thanks, and gave it to them, saying, “Drink ye all of it; For this is my blood of the new testament, which is shed for many for the remission of sins.” (Matt. 26:27-28)

The sole purpose of all three gospel writers and Paul was to justify the commis-sion—or begging order—received by the apostles, to bring “divine” authority to themselves, and thus to give the blessing of Jesus to their hate speech directed at dissenters, and of course to make the congregation members gleefully finance the parasitic lifestyle they practiced in the name of missionary work.

The Father and his son, therefore, did not intimidate, command, subjugate, threa-ten, set traps, or glibly foist bribes—let alone torture anyone by testing them. Not to mention that they would have lied, murdered, become beggars, or any kind of wandering Holy Spirit bums. In the words of John, Jesus' message is crystallized as follows:

He that loveth not knoweth not God; for God is love. (1 John 4:8)

M. Scott Peck told of his observations in his book ”The Psychology of Love” (The Road Less Traveled) as follows:

What looks like love is not always love... If we do not love ourselves, we are unable to

love others...

Thus, there is also fake love. John specified love aptly in his first letter:

There is no fear in love; but perfect love casteth out fear: because fear hath torment. He that feareth is not made perfect in love. (1 John 4:18)

That previous verse has escaped the “inventive” censorship led by the Spirit of Holy Deception only because it also fits the world-view of the supporter of double standards—his conceited conception of himself. Such a person, wallowing in evil, imagines himself to be so good and perfect that he will by no means be punished, and so he also imagines himself to be “perfect in love.” Because, firstly, he does not even understand what love is, and secondly, in his bottomless selfishness, he does not know how to empathize with the feelings of his victims to realize that when he threatens with punishment, they might be afraid. Fear of God, on the other hand, is not fear to him, but some stale fruit soup of grace, hope, and faith. To him, grace—which he considers voluntary benevolence—is unmerited love shown by God, and it never even occurs to him that one can also partake of grace if a "mercy kill" (armonlaukaus) is shot into the back of the neck without mercy.

All the hallmarks of evil fit Christians like a glass slipper on Cinderella's foot:
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Christians are insidious -

they make scapegoats of others,

they consider themselves the epitome of perfection, morally blameless,

they project their own evil outside of themselves, they do not admit to being evil,

they see a great deal of evil in others, they readily attack others,

Morality is a very great concern for them, they destroy in the name of righteousness, they seek to subjugate others to their will,

they try to control others; they sacrifice other people, they lie consistently,

they live under the reign of fear, their love is mere fake love.

One of the most interesting points that Christians appeal to when presenting their

fake love is the so-called double commandment of love:

Jesus said unto him, “’Thou shalt love the Lord thy God with all thy heart, and with all thy soul, and with all thy mind.’ This is the first and great commandment. And the second is like unto it, ‘Thou shalt love thy neighbour as thyself.’” (Matt. 22:37–39)

When one tells Christians that this commandment cannot originate entirely from the mouth of the Nazarene, as it has clearly been distorted, they cheer with joy, certain of their victory, and refer in their answer to the commandments they have received, specifically commandment number one:

And thou shalt love the Lord thy God with all thine heart, and with all thy soul, and with

all thy might. (Deut. 6:5)

But in the same breath, they forget commandment number two received at Sinai:

Thou shalt not avenge, nor bear any grudge against the children of thy people, but thou

shalt love thy neighbour as thyself. (Lev. 19:18)

Here, a sleight-of-hand trick for the purpose of deception occurs, exactly to the letter as with all the messianic prophecies. For in point one, Christians appeal to a kind of love—a love-prostitution—to which the Lord forces, or commands, the chosen toward himself, and even accelerated by bribery or "anointing" like this:
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”I command thee this day to love the Lord thy God... that thou mayest live and multiply: and the Lord thy God shall bless thee in the land whither thou goest to possess it” (Deut. 30:16).

Did Jesus supposedly ever force anyone to love himself or even his Father under the threat of loss or by promising success? And when did the Lord of the Old Tes-tament ever show unselfish, non-coercive, even the most elementary love toward even his chosen? The Lord never expresses to his chosen with a single word that he even loves them.

When a child or an adult receives too little or no love at all, their self-confidence is shaken; they become insecure and dependent on others, they do not dare to stand their ground but try to be "good" and humble so that they would be liked. It fol-lows that they are easily exploited, manipulated, and crushed. Or then their natu-ral aggressiveness becomes destructive and dangerous; the person turns primitive and selfish.

And in commandment two, it is commanded to show love—or in fact, it is not even commanded to love, but only to refrain from hatred—only toward the child-ren of one's own people (in the newer Bible translation: those belonging to your own people) and likely also toward neighbors belonging to one's own people, even though Jesus advised, as was already presented above, quite otherwise according to the Gospel of Matthew:

”For if ye love them which love you, what reward have ye? And if ye salute your

brethren only, what do ye more than others? do not even the publicans so?” (Matt. 5:46–47)

Thus, with that double commandment found in the Gospel of Matthew (also Luke 10:27), by crudely circumventing the truth, it is once again cunningly ”proven” that Jesus supposedly speaks here of the same Lord as the Jewish law and other texts serving the early Christians' own interest or pursuit of profit. This kind of tricke-ry and closing of one's eyes to the facts was characteristic of the early Christians seeking profit and hospitality according to their status, and is still characteristic specifically of Christians aiming for the gates of heaven. Christians here, too, strain at a gnat but once again swallow a camel.

The behavior of Christians resembles the methods of today's online lovers to a deceptive degree. To a suitable love-starved “victim” found on the web, they intro-duce themselves as a well-educated, wealthy, and respected professional man and, without further ado, begin to warble charmingly like a gentleman into the victim's ear—words about love that flow smoothly like a mountain stream, refreshing and sweet-sounding, like Paul to the Corinthians (1 Cor. 13)—serving up wonderful “love feasts.” When the play of love, which had been smoldering in the desperate swamp of the “victim's” loneliness, has caught fire and finally flared into open
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flames—that is, the "target" has been sufficiently satisfied with empty words and hollow promises of love—then, piece by piece, as much as can be detached is taken from them, if not their entire property, in the spirit of the excellent instruction gi-ven by Paul:

Charge them that they do good, that they be rich in good works, ready to distribute, wil-ling to communicate; Laying up in store for themselves a good foundation against the time to come, that they may lay hold on eternal life. (1 Tim. 6:18,19)

In exactly the same way, the church fathers, the holy Auervaaras, spin tales of the good news Jesus brought to us slaves of sin, cooing in a glibly multicolored man-ner to unsuspecting widows cemented in loneliness and dying of a deficiency of love, painting impressive visions of the future, magnificent altar pieces of heavenly happiness and bliss—of the love of Jesus. The priests get their pay, the church gets the legacy money, and the Lord gets the soul—but what happened to the promised love?

On the other hand, "pure-hearted" religious fanatics still live and thrive in our so-ciety. These fundamentalists, who hold to the orthodox word of the Bible, do not, however, organize protest marches, let alone demand in their public dinner spee-ches, by appealing to their conviction based on the Bible, for example, the right to burnt offerings, the restoration of slavery (the crofter system), the death penalty for homosexuals, the killing of those who neglect the day of rest, the closing of barbershops and hair salons, periodic mandatory celibacy and abstinence from intercourse, the corporal punishment of children, and the stoning of those who blaspheme the name of God. Even though as dyed-in-the-wool true Christians, their duty as orthodox Christians would undoubtedly be to publicly discipline the female sex, their wives, whose faith is more wavering, using a weapon alongside shutting their mouths, even if only as a preventive measure, in a gentle discipline springing from the love of God. Appealing to the word of the Bible, they should also do voluntary work in the evenings and on weekends, for example, armed with riot batons and brass knuckles in "bruise for a bruise" street patrols established by them, side by side with the Soldiers of Odin.

And if they, as proper Christians, do not consciously obey the Lord's command-ments, they are sinning (is this not what they teach?) and the wages of sin is death! Either they do not dare to express their most heartfelt wishes aloud, or then they consciously break their Lord's commandments, for the apostle Paul confirmed in his letter to the Hebrews the Law of Moses (”eye for eye, tooth for tooth, hand for hand, foot for foot, burning for burning, wound for wound, stripe for stripe”):

He that despised Moses' law died without mercy under two or three witnesses. (Heb. 10:28)
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It seems deceptively as if these brave warriors of faith today select only those verses for their own conviction that best suit the current social atmosphere. These individ-uals foaming about the orthodox word of the Bible are, even as Christians, merely fake Christians—miserable wretches who do not follow their own teachings that they claim to be the Word of God. The cowards vent their mental malaise and inner emptiness aimlessly around them under the guise of goodness (alms, bazaars, and voluntary work). Apparently, a bone-chilling fear for the salvation of their own skin at the final judgment paralyzes their ability to think. Or then the concern for the eternal fate of their own children makes them see nightmares. Today, the ideal choice of opponent for even such a major coward is, of course, a "queer"! "Effem-inate gays don't resist, they just start crying when you wallop them." The "most dangerous" opponents of the ecstatic warrior-host of the Lord also include all other citizens least capable of resistance, such as women, children, and grandmothers, as well as individuals with fragile self-esteem and emotional damage who are poorly capable of independent thought. It is nice to kick someone who is down, and it is easy to hit someone who has already been beaten. This is the Christian heroism practiced by, among others, the Luther Foundation, the Praying Movement, Pi-etism (Herännäisyys), the Evangelical Movement, Laestadianism, and the "Fifth" Movement, and many other Christian sects belonging to the church in our country, as well as Christian movements outside the Evangelical Lutheran Church, such as the Pentecostal movement, Jehovah's Witnesses, the Methodist Church, the Free Church, the Advent Church, Charismaticism, Baptist communities, the Lighthouse congregation, The Bible Speaks, and the Salvation Army—and of course, the "mon-ey to me" Pirkko Jalovaara. After all, these Christian heroes do not even agree on who is orthodox, who awaits the joys of heaven, or who will roast in Hell. And Päivi Räsänen, belonging to the Fifth Movement's Finnish Lutheran Mission and neglecting the Lord's commandments listed a moment ago, gave a lecture at the mission days in the summer of 2013. The then Minister of the Interior stated:

We ought to obey God rather than men. (Acts 5:29)

So, in Päivi’s opinion, God must be obeyed more than the police. But according to John, Jesus did not come here to catch wealthy widow ladies tortured by a deficiency of love, or to entice love-starved wallflowers withering in loneliness like the fanatical Christians do. Let alone to cast nets like Paul, to set up heart-melting ”personal ads” online, or for the sake of any gospel spread to oppressed hags for one’s own financial benefit; according to John, Jesus had a mission:

He that committeth sin is of the devil; for the devil sinneth from the beginning. For this purpose the Son of God was manifested, that he might destroy the works of the devil. My
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little children, let us not love in word, neither in tongue; but in deed and in truth. (1 John 3:8,18)




MEDICAL REPORT: CHAPTER 3 – THE FAKE LOVERS




	The Rupture of Deeds and Words – The Unchanging Legacy of the Nazare-ne The entire history of Christianity is an escape from the deeds of Jesus. The synoptic evangelists and Paul created a version in which Jesus was adapted to their own double standards.They did not comprehend that someone can actually function as they speak.The deeds of Jesus speak of equality, but, for example, the Evangelical Lutheran Church of Fin-land and secret-sadist churchmen have raised him onto a throne to judge—contrary to his own behavior.They worship power and submission, and have replaced a living human being with a neurotic doctrine of the Trinity that has nothing to do with the Bible.


	The Betrayal of the New Covenant – The Blood-Scented Begging Order Paul invented the ”new covenant” out of his own head, which Matthew, Mark, and Luke sup-ported by borrowing their idea from the bloody deeds of Moses.The sole purpose of this trickery was to justify the mission—or begging order— ”received” by the apostles. They needed ”divine” authority for their hate speech so that congregation members would fi-nance the parasitic lifestyle they practiced in the name of missionary work.The Father and the son did not intimidate or set traps, but the Holy Spirit bums of Evil operating in their names do exactly that.


	Love Prostitution – Fear and Punishment John revealed in his letter that perfect love casts out fear, but fake lovers have censored this truth with their conceit.To them, love is love-prostitution: forced gratitude in the hope of success and in the fear of punishment. Christians are insidious embodiments of evil who project their own evil onto the outside. Their ”double commandment of love” is a sleight-of-hand trick with which they attempt to connect Jesus to the Demon Lord of the Old Testament and his primitive law of vengeance.


	The Holy Auervaaras – Spiritual Online Lovers Churchmen resemble online scammers: they coo to widows cemented in loneliness and love-starved wallflowers about heavenly happiness until the victim has been made sufficiently ”full” and the ”property”—that is, one’s own will—can be taken away.These holy Auervaaras get their pay, the church its legacies, and the Lord the soul, but the promised love proves to be mere bait.They are missionaries whose ”love” is only a momentary release of orgastic longing through a carnal relief valve.


	A Bruise for a Bruise – Christian Heroism Today’s Bible-abiding fundamentalists and revivalist movements are fake Christians who vent their inner emptiness on the wea-kest: homosexuals, women, and children. They follow the Law of Moses only when it suits their cowardice. Päivi Räsänen, the Luther Foundation, the Laestadians, and other cliques do not even agree on salvation; instead, their only common language is kicking the weaker. They love in word and in tongue, but their deeds are of the devil.





SUMMARY: The fake lovers have set up their heart-melting ”personal ads” to cover their mechanical exploitation. Hope is to them merely a hypodermic needle with which a person
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is kept subjugated. Fortunately, the words of the scribe John remained to remind us that love is deeds and truth—not that stale fruit soup of faith that the church serves.

Love hides in the strangest places.

Love hides in familiar faces.

Love comes when you least expect it.

Love hides in narrow corners. Love comes to those who seek it.

Love hides inside the rainbow.ides in molecular structures.

Love is the answer.
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PERVERTED HOLINESS


––––––––
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History is not studied for the sake of the past, but for the sake of the future; only by knowing the past can one understand the future, is that not so? Through his-tory, we understand why the world is as it is now, or so it is generally claimed. It is also asserted that by understanding the causes and consequences of historical phenomena, we can make justified decisions concerning our own lives, our socie-ty, and the entire world. Historical research thus helps us understand the present through the past and peer into the future. Without historical research, we do not understand why we believe what we believe, think as we think, and act as we act. There is, however, one fundamental problem in historiography: only the victors write history, the historical truth according to the official taught view. The truth of the losers, the runners-up, usually disappears because often they no longer exist, especially in ancient times. The history taught to us is therefore, because we exist, without exception a history of hatred and lovelessness.

Nowadays, when recording methods and means have evolved and diversified, the victors invariably bury any truth that deviates from their own, especially unplea-sant truths, using various methods. In ancient times, a new history of the victors always replaced and destroyed the old history, and therefore no unified historical chronological story exists from the past to the present day. The most common ways of burying history on the dung heap of the past have always been silence, secrecy, alteration, and lying. A lie is repeated often enough until it eventually turns into the truth. Alteration is often done by distorting essential facts, adding some things while completely ignoring others. Secrecy, in turn, happens by not telling things truthfully and leaving some events entirely untold, brushing them under the car-pet. Silence is handled most easily—by remaining silent.

But is it not time for you, too, to learn the truthful and unvarnished, even detailed, entirely naked and unconcealed past of Western history and, along with it, the lo-velessness of the entire history of Christianity? Perhaps we should show our offs-pring dusty video tapes of the enemy of the soul, the final judgment, and the bla-zing fires of hell. Why do we no longer teach our children, starting from preschool at the latest, all this divine wisdom distributed by the Holy Evil Spirit during the reign of Christianity—for example, concerning the anus of a hare or the holiness of a fart?

That past—the spread of Flos Maleficus var. Somnium Americanum like a wildfire in dry grass, which we are now only subtly touching upon—is not found in any textbook, let alone as a unified presentation in the depths of any archive due to the poisonous cruelty of the “flower” it contains, not even as a version with an age ra-
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