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Foreword

For time immemorial various forms of evil and injustice have plagued human history. As time went by man
has sought to find answers to questions, which were beyond his grasp. In the search for answers man has
ignored the most important issues of life; those of justice, freedom and happiness. The wise amongst them
sought to introduce various ideas as probable answers to the questions they knew they could not find
answers to. Out of such fantastic ideas mankind gave birth to various forms of myths, which seemed good
enough to be accepted as fact. But the results of such myths did not solve the problems of objective reality,
the myths turned man against man, it gave rise to wars, which brought all forms of devastation upon the
face of the earth.

Hidden within the depths of a savage human race were men and women of the mind, men and women who
would later have to resolve to secret societies in order to protect themselves from the tyranny of the savage
rulers of the times. Amongst the countless secret societies were the [lluminists, those who were courageous
enough to challenge all accepted knowledge and seek the truth, not in myths but in the facts of reality. The
[lluminati is one such group of people who survived the harsh hurricanes of human mindlessness and the
tyrannies of those who sought to maintain absolute power of the human race.

Our vision and goals are clearly spelled out in this abridged version of our Manifesto, the core principles of
what we represent. We had hoped to publish an unabridged version of our Manifesto, however, due to
recent events and other reasons we have decided it is not yet the proper time to publish all of our protocols
and perspectives. Perhaps in 50-100 years the rest of our protocols will find a more fertile ground and at
such a time we will publish an unabridged Manifesto. Nevertheless, in order to squash the many lies that
have been written about our organization, we thought it necessary to put forth our imprint on the world
scene once more.

It is the proper time, a perfect time to bring to light the truth of things with regards to our nature and our
true intentions. This Manifesto is to be found in Part Two of this book. Part One contains essential reading
materials written by Solomon Tulbure, a noble Master of the Light. Part Two is the abridged Illuminati
Manifesto, which has been composed by Solomon, her majesty Osiris and Lady Diane of York. It is our
hope that by publishing this book we will encourage others to join us, to see that perfect equality can be
brought to our planet, that humanity can be united into a perfect union. It is our hope and vision that
through enlightenment we can establish a universal love of humanity in the hearts and minds of each
individual; that there is indeed an absolute moral standard. To establish a Golden Age and to save
humanity from self-destruction we introduce this Manifesto to the masses as part of a phase with the sole
purpose being the political transformation of the world. In time, humanity will know that we are the friends
of truth, the sole saviors of the world, the only messiah mankind will ever have. It is our hope and
aspiration it is our desire that this Manifesto will light the fire of reason in the minds of mankind; that men
and women of the mind will join us in this most noble endeavor.
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Introduction

In light of our success and with the growing number of worthless books written about us and our
Freemason friends, we have decided that the time is ripe for us to emerge to the forefront, at least in part,
and in doing so we need to set the record straight once and for all.

First, a little brief insight into the origins of the [lluminati Order. This is not intended to be a concise
history of the Order of The Illuminati but merely a snapshot of the truth of things with regards to
important events in the history of our secret society. Pharaoh Sesostri the First had a son named Lidus, who
learned the ways of architecture and built many fabulous structures. He became very famous and many of
the wealthy had paid him large fortunes to teach their sons the arts of Geometry and of architecture, how to
build fabulous temples and homes for the wealthy. Lidius became very rich and famous and his school
became renowned worldwide. Lidius had a love for exotic animals and birds and he used his wealth to
establish for himself a little private zoo where he would spend much of his time, playing with various
animals. It was during this time that he discovered he could transmit his thoughts and feelings to some of
the animals, especially tigers, cattle, horses and many others.

He then told his servant Yaber, who he trusted with his life, about his new discovery and asked him if he
could test his ability on him. As time went on the two discovered what is now known as "telepathy."
Yaber, who ran Lidius’ school of Masonry passed on this ability to those who, took an oath to secrecy. As
time went by they discovered that if they formed a triad they could induce thoughts and emotions into
others who were unaware they were being subjected to a psychological experiment. They visited temples
where they would find sincere subjects who were ripe for exploitation. The Telepathic Craft worked well,
so well in fact that they were able to extract more money for their work from their clients. As they traveled,
they spent many years working on major construction projects and the Masons sought to expand their
brotherhood and establish powerful friends wherever they went. They decided to teach the craft to all that
were wealthy and were in high positions. Priests and priestesses were prime candidates, as well as political
leaders, kings and governors.

It was in Rome that the craft found fertile grounds, as well as in Greece. The pagan priests who were
initiated into the craft united into another secret society, which would take over the Roman government
through religion. They formed regular triads in every temple, where the unsuspecting subjects were being
brainwashed literally, with thoughts and emotion transmitted by the triads; the worshipers were feeling
what they thought were spiritual or mystic experiences, when this in fact was nothing more than a trap.
And so, the Church prospered. Kings became victims of triads, as well as any ruler in authority. This is
how the Church obtained its power. The Craft found its way in many secret societies in just about every
religion throughout the world, as time went by.

By the late 1600°s Masonic lodges were abandoning the rules of the masters and all forms of infighting
took place. The Masonic Brotherhood was to remain a secular institution, but renegades started their own
Masonic Lodges, invented initiation rituals, and permitted just about anyone who wished and had wealth or
position of power to join their Lodges. The Church, even though it banished and denounced the Masonic
Order, sent agents (Jesuit priests) to infiltrate the organization, which until the 1700’s was comprised of
secularists, philosophers and the educated elite and men of influence. In 1701 a group of friends gathered
together at the house of a host who had invited them to his birthday party. It is during this occasion, while
the 13 of them were in the hosts’ cellar admiring the fine wine collection and relaxing in the cool of the
chamber that the issue of politics and religion was brought up. These wealthy friends decided then and
there to seek out all the Masons who were atheists, deists, agnostics and freethinkers and initiate them into
"a circle of friends" with the goal to eradicate religion and seek to free mankind from the chains of
superstition. The new initiates were taught the art of the Craft and learned to master it and use it to find
potential new recruits.



Adam Weishaupt was soon called before the council and asked if he would be the "Initiator of the Order"
later to be known as The I[lluminati Order. Weishaupt was very successful, as he had deep and far-reaching
connections as well as close friendship with the Enlightened Masons of Europe. He set up many Illuminati
Lodges within the European Lodges, and charged a group of loyal friends to start Lodges in America and
recruit every liberal minded person of notoriety. The Circle of Friends already had special friends in
America and the founding fathers of the US constitution were among the strongest Illuminists, having
recruited many industrialists and bought many others with funds provided by the Circle of Friends. John
Adams had established many institutions in France, Germany, and England, after which the Illuminati were
ordered to operate from deep underground cover.

When the Church flexed its muscles and ordered the Jesuits to seek the destruction of the Illuminati
throughout Europe, the Illuminati Council had ordered Weishaupt to seek out and provide shelter for all
our European agents. As time went on, the Masonic brotherhood became more and more of a social club
and even today, it is nothing more than that. During the 1950s many of the Jesuits had begun to teach the
craft to other religious leaders and just about anyone who had lots of money. While we were in a state of
absolute war with the Church and the socialists, the order shared a common secret, the craft of telepathy.
Both sides had thousands of Telepathic Masters and no matter how much we were seeking each other’s
destruction, we were unwilling to teach the craft to irresponsible persons, especially religious persons.
What alarmed us is the discovery that many preachers had acquired the craft and many others who used it
to practice what is now known as "psychic" powers. None of the psychics have any mysterious powers
other than telepathy, which is quite normal, and all humans possess the ability. We discovered later on that
the Jesuits were teaching even ordinary people the craft, in order to use them as servants and do other dirty
work or to seduce children for sexual exploitation.

When the Vatican decided to have the VIA (Vatican Intelligence Agency) order the liquidation of one of
our dear friends, John F. Kennedy, because he was preparing to expose the Church and the Jesuits, we
declared an all out war against the Vatican. Many people in the world have no idea how powerful the
Catholic Church actually is. If Catholics knew how few of the Catholics priests actually believe in god,
they would be shocked.

In 1971 the Council decided to separate the men from the boys, so to speak, within the Masonic
brotherhood and to put to real tests those who came to our side. All Enlightened Freemasons were asked to
start other secret organizations and to recruit the Mossad, MI5 and other Intelligence services to form triads
with our other Intelligence agencies. It was during this time that the Jesuits set up shop in the Middle East
and began to train Muslim clerics in the craft, who in turn use the craft to turn loyal subjects into complete
robots, to carry out suicide attacks against our Jewish friends and the western world.

With the birth of the Internet we have finally discovered the medium to initiate the Illuminati Order
recruitment efforts publicly and with fewer secrets, now that we have achieved much of what we had
worked so hard for; the spreading of the gospel of reason. Time has come to initiate the second (and third)
phase of our struggle, the struggle for freedom from religion and superstition, freedom from tyrannical
governments, theocracies and dictatorship. We have fashioned the US and many other nations and
prepared the world for what is to come in the next 50-100 years. It is during this time that much of our
vision will become reality, and prepare the way for the final phase, which shall remain secret for the time
being.

This is the great secret of the Church and the mystics and all the looters and tyrants who sought to
extinguish the atheists and [lluminists. The Church’ dress has been raised, we have uncovered her
nakedness. Now people are to know what is the power behind the power of the Church. If you are a
Catholic, or religionists of any kind, now you know why you feel a "spiritual" connection or experience
during religious services and especially during songs in church, etc.

There are triads in large churches transmitting telepathic messages to all the unsuspecting subjects and
individual preachers doing the same in their small churches and the same in Synagogues and Mosques,
especially when they need money. Here is a test for you. Walk into any Catholic Church 15 minutes before
Mass or before regular Sunday services and we bet you will feel a sense of gentle fear mixed in with a



sense of mystery. This is because telepathic messages can be recorded and played back as you can any
other recording. Telepathy works at the quantum level, utilizing all forms of quantum waves. Telepathic
transmissions piggyback onto just about any form of artificial energy. Soon our scientists will have
measuring devices, which can measure quantum waves with extreme precision and then you all will have
your so much desired scientific evidence. But, to the skeptics, we have provided you with basic
instructions for learning how to develop and use your telepathic ability. Try it and see for yourself.

We have decided to make this public as a final blow to our greatest enemies, the Church and the Mystics.
Now the Church’ singular power, aside from its great wealth, has been revealed, the secret is out and the
destruction of the Church will soon be realized. Telepathy takes a while to learn, use and master, but after
thousands of telepathy students master it and come forward, more people will seek it and the Church will
no longer be able to eavesdrop into the minds of their slaves to get them to donate money. The Church will
be striped of its clothes completely, soon enough.

So there you have it! The [lluminati is alive and well, and always has been. We were underground, but no
longer. Our secrets are now fewer and of a different nature. All types of authors have portrayed us as evil.
Yes, we are evil, as far as they are concerned. We seek to eliminate all the churches, synagogues and
mosques and all those who brainwash our young with mystical baloney and enslave the minds of men and
women with religion and false virtues. If that is what they mean by evil, in that we seek their destruction,
then yes, we are evil. We are pro-freedom; religion is anti-freedom. If we could have gotten away with a
clearer US constitution we would have done so, but the religious atmosphere prevalent in the population of
that time did not permit it. But make no mistake about it; all of the founding fathers were Illuminati as well
as Masons. They all played a crucial role in shaping the future for the better. None of them were Christians,
and only a few of them were deists. The rest were Atheists, Freethinkers and Agnostics.

So the next time you hear an American Patriot speak of the founding fathers in a positive light, call him or
her a hypocrite to their face, because the American patriots are Christians, and religionists. The US
Constitution is pro freedom, not pro theocracy. Christianity, Judaism and Islam especially, stand directly
against EVERYTHING our Constitution stands for. The Church (Catholic) is seeking unification with
other faiths so it can strengthen itself financially, because is uses money to bribe politicians and UN
officials to pass laws favorable to itself. It uses OPEC to grant favors to oil companies, which are owned
by undercover Jesuits.

The pope no longer has any clothes.

The following is only for those who know what it means, so ignore it.
The time is near, the time is here, and the time has come.
The time has come, the time is near, and the time is here.
The time is here, the time has come, and the time is near.



Part One: llluminati on Religion

Part one of this book includes some Essays on religion by Solomon Tulbure. This is essential reading in
order to prepare one for the understanding of much of the Illuminati Manifesto (abridged).

“I see a very dark cloud on America’s horizon, and that cloud is coming from Rome” Abraham Lincoln

FRkkEFWhat Loving God?******%

The Christians, (Jews and Muslims) especially, insist that their imaginary god is a wonderful wholly good
loving and merciful god. Furthermore, they would have us believe that the “Holy Bible” (sic) is full of
ethical and superior moral teachings. They further tell us that without god, there are no morals, that the fact
that there are morals is evidence that there is a God; a source of all morals and ethics. They tell us that the
Bible is the “Book of Life” and contains the rules by which man can achieve happiness both here on earth
and in an imaginary afterlife.

I wrote this essay, as I would converse with you on a one on one verbal conversation. I want to
communicate with you as a rational human being to another. If you are one of those who thinks she/he
knows everything already, and has the truth, this essay will not help you in any way, so don’t bother
reading it. This is written for those who are rational and open minded, for those who think themselves
intelligent enough to make their own decisions in life. This essay is not written for “sheep” or followers but
for individuals who value intelligence, wisdom, freedom and knowledge; for those who sincerely seek to
know the truth of things from a rational point of view.

In this essay, I will prove beyond the shadow of a doubt that the imaginary god of the Christians, Muslims

and Jews (like all Gods) is not only immoral, but also a tyrant. Now, please note that when I speak of their

god I am referring to the imaginary god which religion demands that people believe in without any proof; I
am not speaking of a “real god” because no such beast exists.

In Exodus 34:6 we are assured that god is “merciful and gracious, longsuffering, and abundant in
goodness and truth...”

The question is what does it mean to be merciful. Longsuffering, gracious, abundant in goodness and
truth? What does this really mean? The reason this question is important will become clear very soon.
Another question: Is god good? If so, what does it mean for a god to be good? Does the word good mean
something else than what it means when we refer to humans as good? Are we supposed to make an
exception on the meaning of the word good, when we apply it to god? And yet another question: Is god
moral? If god is moral, is he moral in a human sense or in a godly sense? Does god live up to our moral
standards and then surpass them, or does god bypass our moral standards or the standards he supposedly
set up for us? Should a god live up to what he preaches or can he do whatever the hell he wants simply
because he is god? If doing whatever the hell he wants is part of the characteristics of god, then how does a
god qualify for being worthy of being called a god and worthy of worship?

I could have asked these questions throughout the essay within better context of certain paragraphs but |
asked them ahead of time so as to give you an idea what the rest of this essay will cover. The Christian will
quickly argue that one “needs god’s spirit” to understand the Bible and god. It is not my intention to debate
that argument, or to refute it in this essay. In this essay I will only deal with common sense; with what we



as rational human beings consider common sense. Although I do not agree with the term and concept of
“common sense” as it is a smoke screen, I do know what people mean when they use that term and
concept.

Let me start with a simple outline of the meaning of the word “good” as is understood and accepted by all
human beings in the general sense (common sense). The word “good” simply means “honorable”,
“virtuous”, and “benevolent”. In other words, a person who has respect for others and human life is
considered good, and I accept that summary as well. I think we can all agree that intentional inflicting of
pain and suffering on human beings, especially innocent ones, is evil and the unjustified taking of human
life is also evil and cruel.

In other words, someone who commits crimes such as rape, murder, genocide, enslavement or child abuse
etc. is evil as far as rational human beings are concerned. As rational human beings, it is fair to say that we
can be proud of having such morals and ethics, don’t you agree?

So then, it is fair to say that a “god” would not support or engage in such crimes, and if there is a god who
would be worthy of worship, it would have to at least meet these basic human standards and then maybe
even supersede them. A god must be worthy of worship and so, such a god would not disagree with us on
these: “The Lord is good to all...the glorious majesty of your splendor...men shall talk of your awesome
deeds...will recount your greatness...The Lord is gracious and compassionate...SLOW to anger and
abounding in kindness...The Lord is beneficent in all his ways...”.

We are told that god abhors such crimes as I mentioned above, and the New Testament (The Christian
Bible) tells us that all those evil deeds are “works of the flesh”. Now let’s take a look at “The Word of
God” with regards to such crimes.

'And the LORD spoke to Moses, saying: *“Take vengeance on the Midianites for the children of
Israel.... "And they warred against the Midianites, just as the LORD commanded Moses, and they
killed all the males...’And the children of Israel took the women of Midian captive, with their
little ones, and took as spoil all their cattle, all their flocks, and all their goods... “Then they
brought the captives, the booty, and the spoil to Moses,... '“But Moses was angry with the officers
of the army..."” And Moses said to them: “Have you kept all the women alive?...“Now therefore,
kill every male among the little ones, and kill every woman who has known a man intimately.
"8«But keep alive for yourselves all the young girls who have not known a man intimately...*’Now
the LORD spoke to Moses, saying: ***Count up the plunder that was taken—of man and beast—
you and Eleazar the priest and the chief fathers of the congregation; *’“and divide the plunder into
two parts, between those who took part in the war, who went out to battle, and all the
congregation...’' So Moses and Eleazar the priest did as the LORD commanded Moses.

Notice that god did not simply take a passive role in the rape, murder, enslavement and gross child
abuse here but actually commanded it! The men are slaughtered as revenge, their wives slaughtered for
the crimes of being wives and the male innocent children from those a day old and up were
slaughtered and the virgins were enslaved and raped by the Israelites. By the way, the name of the god
mentioned above is “Jesus”.

Civilized: People who are advanced in social customs, the arts and science; persons who are
enlightened, cultivated and developed; people who show culture and good manners. A civilized person
is one who has given up on being ignorant and a savage and has adopted good laws and customs and
has acquired knowledge of the arts and science. A civilized person is one who lives according to high
moral standards, has become highly educated and continuously refines his ways through experience
and experiment.

To an enlightened person crime such as rape, murder, genocide, enslavement or child abuse is
abhorrent. A civilized person considers such crimes as among the most despicable and the most evil of
all. The US Constitution was written and developed by enlightened human beings that were NOT
inspired by any bible god; this is made clear in the 13™ amendment where slavery is forbidden.



While the believers are forced to admit that their imaginary god commanded this war, they may attempt to
excuse god from having been responsible for what happened after the war. They will try and blame that on
Moses and his people as having acted independently. However, the Bible also says that Moses was god’s
friend and that Moses was full of god’s spirit. If it takes the spirit of god to accept these crimes as
acceptable, than I rather not have such a spirit, thank you very much; I would rather remain rational and
continue to see these crimes as abhorrent. If god’s spirit can somehow make me see these crimes as
justified, then god can keep his spirit and shove it up his ass.

Furthermore, a god worthy of respect would be one who intervenes in human affairs in order to stop wars
and slaughtering and not to command such wars. Such would be a god abundant in goodness; one who
intervenes to put a stop to pain and suffering not condones and sanctions it.

Notice that god not only commanded this massacre, but also went on to reward his “holy people” (sic) with
the plunder. The women and children of the Medianites were innocent and helpless, yet neither god nor
Moses had any mercy on them what so ever. In Deuteronomy 32:4 we are told that god is “just and right”.
If this is what justice according to god and the believer and the bible means, then I would like to know
what more horrendous crimes and injustice can Satan put out. If a loving god can command such horrific
crimes, what worse crimes are available to Satan to perform? Would some “spirit filled” Christian please
answer this question for me?

What is also shocking about this war commanded by god is the mere reason behind it-vengeance. In the
New Testament, the Catholics scribes had to try to fix up the problematic inconsistencies and they added
such verses as “He who does not love does not know God, for God is love.”

Well, I do love those who I value, but I do not know god and do not wish to know this monster. There was
a time when I wanted to know god, and was a sincere believer; I whole heartedly sought to know the ways
of god, and now that I do, I realize that there is no such monster and if there was, I’d spit in his face and
demand his execution.

I once said and will say it again: Religious people are only as good as their god(s). This is because people
invent gods; they are fairy tales to say the least.

“You shall not take vengeance, nor bear any grudge against the children of your people, but you
shall love your neighbor as yourself: I am the LORD.”

The above verse is a racist verse in that it is speaking only of Jewish/Israelite neighbors. This is obvious
from the way god commanded his people to treat their Medianite neighbors.

It is important to note that the Bible as well as Christianity teaches that “god does not change.” In light of
this let’s look at yet another attempt to change god, to make him a loving god, to fix god so he is no longer
a tyrant.

“But [ say to you, love your enemies, bless those who curse you, do good to those who hate you...”

We are told that the above words are the words of the same god, Jesus, the god of the Bible. The Roman
Catholic scribes were faced with a major problem and in inventing their new religion, they had to get
creative. They had to transform the god of the Bible from a tyrant to a lesser tyrant, one who would appear
more civilized. But because there were many manuscripts of what was attributed to Jesus, they were unable
to get rid of the Mark 10:18 verse and others like it.

“So Jesus said to him, “Why do you call Me good? No one is good but One, that is, God.”



So, the Christians are still stuck with a god who is a monster. The meaning of the word “good” we are told,
means something else when we apply it to “God” the All Mighty God. God, we are told, is permitted to be
a tyrant and a monster. Why? “Because he is god, he can do anything he wants.” No wonder the Christians
found justification for slaughtering over 70 million people during the crusades and inquisition.

“‘But bring here those enemies of mine, who do not want me to reign over them, and slay them
before me.’

The above words are the words of Jesus, the God of the New Testament and the Old. Like father like
son. The above words and attitude of GeeZus are no different than Hitler’s or any communist or
religious leader throughout history. What I find most shocking is that the believers defend the Median
affair by stating that what was done to the Medianites was a good deed and the reason we do not see it
as good is because “God works in mysterious ways.” The believer argues that god is wholly good and
incapable of doing evil.

“And the Lord said, Because the cry of Sodom and Gomorrah is great, and because their sin is
very grievous; [ will go down now, and see whether they have done altogether according to the
cry of it, which is come unto me; and if not, I will know.”

Notice here that god admits not knowing if the accusations brought against Sodom and Gomorrah are
true. He does not know, so he has to “go down” and see for himself. The believer teaches that god is
“all-knowing” yet here god says that he will not know until he goes down and only then he “will
know.” One of the characteristics assigned to god by the believers is that god is omniscient. Clearly
this is not true, for how can he not know something if he is omniscient.

Now, let’s go back to the subject of the “goodness” of this almighty god. We are here told that two
angels of god came to Lot’s house. Some men of Sodom came over and surrounded Lot’s house and
demanded that Lot give up the two men who came to visit him, so they can have sex with them.

“And they called unto Lot...Where are the men which came in to thee this night? bring them
out unto us, that we may know them.”

Lot then offers his two virgin daughters to them instead and he goes on to encourage them to do as
they please with them, as long as they do not insist on harming the men who came to visit. Then, when
the men attempted to break down the door to get to the two men, the visitors, who were supposed to be
god’s powerful angels strike the men with blindness. NOTICE that the angels did not strike them with
blindness until after they had ravaged Lot’s two virgin daughters. The angels did not see it important
to use their powers to save the two girls, but only used their godly powers when they “the men” were
in trouble.

What I find shocking is what it says next: “And while he lingered, the men (angels) took hold of his hand,
his wife’s hand, and the hands of his two daughters, the LORD being merciful to him, and they brought
him out and set him outside the city.”

The Lord was merciful to a man who just gave up his innocent and virgin daughters, his own children, to
be raped! Not only do these so called angels fail to save the two daughters, but the Lord shows mercy to a
despicable man like Lot, yet the Medianite women and children were not worthy of god’s mercy. What we
have here is a god who pardons the guilty in his godly justice but condemned the innocent. Furthermore,
the punishment of the Sodomites was torture by fire, which is cruel and unusual punishment. No matter
how heinous a crime, civilized people do not resolve to torture under any circumstances.

“Now when the people complained, it displeased the LORD; for the LORD heard iz, and His anger
was aroused. So the fire of the LORD burned among them, and consumed some in the outskirts of
the camp. Numbers 11:1”



Murder, rape, enslavement, and child abuse are indeed heinous crimes but what took place above was mere
complaining, hardly a capital offense. What we have here is god torturing and executing people simply for
exercising their freedom of speech. The people were in the desert at this time and this so called almighty
god was feeding them the same old crap day after day for months on end. The people followed this monster
called god and he feeds them the same food over and over again. You try eating the same food for weeks
and months every day 3 times a day and see if you can bear it. Then, instead of god being merciful and
kind to the people (his own people) he executes anyone who asks for decent food. This is pretty much what
communists do with anyone who speaks against the dictator or the state. I should know, I was born and
raised in communist Romania.

“We remember the fish which we ate freely in Egypt, the cucumbers, the melons, the leeks, the
onions, and the garlic; *“but now our whole being is dried up; there is nothing at all except this
manna before our eyes!”

Here god equated freedom of speech with murder, rape and genocide. What a loving, merciful and just
god! Don’t you agree? The believers will quickly try to defend god in this regard by claiming that the
people were evil in that they were not grateful for having been saved from bondage, or having lack of faith
in god to provide them with their needs. An all knowing god, an omniscient and benevolent god would
have known that the people are sick and tired of eating the same crap over and over and would have
provided for the needs of the people before they became agitated and sick to their stomachs of the crap he
was feeding them. But the important question is: Exactly how does lack of faith and ingratitude equate to a
capital offense? How are these equal with rape, child abuse, genocide and slavery, or of offering one’s own
daughters to rapists? Why should lack of faith and ingratitude even be a crime?

““And if by these things you are not reformed by Me, but walk contrary to Me, **then I also will
walk contrary to you, and I will punish you yet seven times for your sins...I will send pestilence
among you; and you shall be delivered into the hand of the enemy...and I, even I, will chastise
you seven times for your sins...You shall eat the flesh of your sons, and you shall eat the flesh of
your daughters...”

Don’t you think it is ironic even to contemplate punishing someone seven times for the same crime? Does
this god merit to be called good? Is this god worthy of respect? Is the bible anything more than a cruel
joke? Can any sane and rational and civilized person regard such a neurotic as being worthy of worship?
Can any sane person defend such atrocities as sanctioned by this evil tyrant? If you are one of those who
defends the bible and this so called god, please go jump off a bridge?

Child abuse is a recurring theme in the Old Testament, with both God and his prophets seeming to lack the
respect due children in general. God's role in the killing of the Midianite children and of the children, who
presumably lived in Sodom and Gomorrah as well, I have discussed already. In Lev. 26:22 God threatens
to "send wild beasts among [the Israelites], which shall rob [them] of [their] children...", and in Jer. 6:11
the prophet warns that even children are not exempt from the Lord's wrath:

“Therefore I am full of the fury of the LORD. I am weary of holding if in. “T will pour it
out on the children outside...” Jeremiah 6:11

Are we to believe that these are the words of godly man? Is Jeremiah a man of god? YES! In fact,
Jeremiah is a godly man. He is as neurotic as his imaginary god and he is a true follower of his
god. He and his god both suffer from neuroticism. That is what it means to have “the spirit of



god” within; it means one has to become a moron and a tyrant, to ignore logic and reason and to
become godly.

“Therefore thus says the LORD: “Behold, I will lay stumbling blocks before this people,
And the fathers and the sons together shall fall on them. The neighbor and his friend shall perish.”
V.21

This man of god wishes for the innocent children of the people who do not listen and believe what
he says to be slaughtered. This is “godly justice”. Godly people seem to believe that those who do
not listen to them and believe like them are worthy of death; not only them, but the innocent
children as well. That is holy justice, biblical justice, and godly justice. That is what it means to be
good and just, according to the holy (sic) bible.

“Thus says the LORD of hosts: ‘I will punish Amalek for what he did to Israel, how he
ambushed him on the way when he came up from Egypt. *‘Now go and attack Amalek,
and utterly destroy all that they have, and do not spare them. But kill both man and
woman, infant and nursing child, ox and sheep, camel and donkey.” ”

This is the god the Christians, Muslims and Jews worship ladies and gentlemen. This is
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the imaginary monster they call “good”, “rich in kindness
“benevolent” and “love”.

Notice that even animals were somehow guilty of some sort of crime. Genocide was to be total
and absolute. I declare this god, a psychopath, and the bible worthless garbage not even worthy to
be used for toilet paper and anyone who defends this crap is a neurotic and a monster who must
be eliminated.

eternally merciful”, “just”,

Getting back to the “omniscient” thing, the bible says that god had to test Abraham’s faithfulness. God was
not sure if Abraham was sincerely faithful, so he has Abraham sacrifice his own son. Now, of course this
story never happened; we need not believe it did happen when we consider the source. However, consider
what this story does to a person who believes in this savage text as being of an infinitely intelligent god.
Think about the psychological ramification with regards to the mental conditioning and health to the
believer? I’ll let you figure it out.

Jesus Again
“Then out of the smoke locusts came upon the earth. And to them was given power, as the
scorpions of the earth have power. “They were commanded not to harm the grass of the earth, or
any green thing, or any tree, but only those men who do not have the seal of God on their
foreheads. >And they were not given authority to kill them, but to torment them for five months.
Their torment was like the torment of a scorpion when it strikes a man.” Revelations 9:3-5

Here, we are told that in the future, the holy god will torture people, simply because they refuse to be
submissive to this tyrant, for refusing to believe in this monster and for refusing to revere him. This is the
justice set forth by a “wise god”, “a good god” who is infinitely intelligent we are told. I’ll take the torture
gladly rather than to consider this worthless piece of shit worthy of any sort of respect.

The next time you hear a Christian claim that the United States is a “Christian Nation” do me a favor and
spit in his/her face. The US Constitution protects the freedom of religion. DoG does not. He commands the
torture of all that do not worship him alone. The US Constitution is a document, which promotes justice,
freedom and earthly happiness for all; the bible teaches exactly the opposite. The US Constitution was
written by Atheists, Freethinkers and deists, all of whom were members of the [lluminati Order; an
organization of moral and civilized men and women. Savages, tyrants and idiots wrote the unholy bible.
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*rxx+**Religion: The Root & Cause of Evil*******

What you are about to read is an honest analysis of the way things are and why they are the way they are as
far as “evil” is concerned. From the average person to the news media and the very politicians and
government leaders, all have ignored the very real and true cause of most evil: religion. We live in an age
when everyone teaches tolerance and political correctness; a time when criticism is considered bad or evil
and everyone is put down and ridiculed if one criticizes anyone. These might sound nice on the surface, but
what does it mean to be tolerant and politically correct? Politicians live by the power of persuasion, smoke
screens, lies and deception. There is not one single sincere politician (Illuminati and Masons not included
here) in the world today, not even one. This political philosophy has spread to the masses, to the
populations at large.

In this essay I will focus on the real cause of evil in all areas of life and will show why things are the way
they are and in my conclusion I will give my opinion on how we can resolve this problem of evil. I think
we can all agree that poverty is the main contributor to all sorts of evils, such as crime, hunger, suffering of
all sorts and even mental illness can be attributed to poverty at least in part. But where does poverty come
from? Who creates poverty? Who is responsible for poverty? Is there an invisible poverty factory?

As you shall see, people create poverty and not some invisible ghost or an uncontrollable invisible force;
people are the factory of poverty, and religion is the root cause of poverty. Religion is the cause not only of
poverty but also acts as an insurance agent to ensure that poverty continues to grow and spread. While all
religion is responsible for poverty, I will focus on the two religions, which are directly responsible for all
of the poverty in the world in the last 200 years, namely, Christianity and Islam.

The Source Of Wealth

First, let’s consider the source of wealth and how wealth is created. This is very important because without
understanding the real nature of wealth creation, the real way to “make money” and the very fountain of
wealth, without a real understanding of this most fundamental issue of life everything else becomes a
guessing game. People who are not well educated in the basics of life and most people are NOT, resolve to
guessing games, theorizing and blame shifting. So, let’s get down to the root cause and source of wealth;
the fountain of happiness and well being.

Wealth is created by the creative mind of thinkers; by those who seek to know things which they do not
understand, or to know what else is possible. The men and women who think about invention,
experimentation and advancement of their own knowledge, that is the real source of wealth. To know
means science. Science simply means, “to know”, that is the true meaning of the word. For people to
become thinkers and inventors there needs to be a proper atmosphere philosophically and politically.
Freedom is the most essential component for a proper environment where the thinker can feel secure and
free, and in such an environment thinkers see hope; hope for their ideas to be explored and experimented
with, hope of being able to achieve happiness, wealth and prosperity through their efforts.

Wealth begins in the science lab where thinkers experiment on the ideas they develop. From the science lab
the ideas go to the engineers and from the engineers to the factory and from the factory to the consumers.
Science is the vehicle of the mind, the very fountain of wealth, the very beginning of prosperity, the very
source of hope and promise. Man sees all this formless stuff, all these substances existing in nature, all the



elements found in both organic and inorganic forms and of various shapes and types. All this shapeless
stuff is meaningless and worthless in its original form. Man begins to think about ways to make something
out of this worthless nothing, how to make useful things out of shapeless matter. Man seeks to conquer
nature, to make nature serve mankind. There is no limit to the power of the human mind; there are only
barriers, which get in the way. One of the barriers is time, but time does not really stand in the way as
much as mankind does. Mankind has developed barbaric morals and ethics in the forms of religions, and
these barbaric mentalities, which promote barbaric philosophies, these are the greatest barriers to
achievement as well as the source of and cause of poverty.

I will give you just one simple example of how wealth and the love of money are beneficent to mankind, as
well as how wealth is created. I could use Thomas Edison or Ford as examples but instead, I will use Bill
Gates as a perfect example. Bill Gates was a nobody, as far as wealth, fame and riches are concerned.
However, this great thinker used his brain and took a piece of software which was rendered garbage by his
employer, and turned this garbage into millions and millions of dollars. To make a long story short, as a
result of Bill Gates’ company Microsoft, by the year 2001 590 million jobs, well paying jobs were created
worldwide. These are jobs, which are a direct result of Microsoft and its products. In addition, there are
some 200 million jobs world wide, which are an indirect result of the same company which Bill Gates has
founded. What is also important to note is that this company produces the value of the quality of life we
now enjoy as a direct result of its products. No one can put a price on this, it is beyond the reach of
calculation.

Furthermore, the quality of life due to the good paying jobs created as a direct result of MS is also
priceless. I am not going to go into the accusations made against Bill Gates and MS which claim that he
used unethical tactics to get rich, because accusations are made due to religious ethics and morals which
are in and of themselves worthless. That which society calls “morals and ethics” today is religious
doctrines and altruistic in nature and so they are worthless. Only those who are evil make such accusations,
those who envy achievers, who would take what is not theirs simply because their greed is of such nature.
Man has always attempted to destroy achievers, throughout all of human history. Bill Gates and many like
him were able to achieve all this because he had the freedom to do it, to think and innovate and expand.
Because he had and has a love of money as a motivating factor, because of the very thing Christianity calls
evil, our lives are far better. If Bill Gates were a Christian and did not love money, hundreds of millions,
and billions of people would be far less fortunate today, and our lives would have been set back abut 30
years at least.

Inside The Christian Mind

In order to understand how Christianity (and Islam as well as other religions) are the cause of evil, we need
to make a scientific analysis of the Christian mentality. Before we do this, we need to make a critical
analysis of the Christian and religious philosophy, altruism. It is sad but true that most religionists have no
idea what their philosophy teaches, what threat and harm it causes to humanity, to life itself.

Altruism

The foundation of altruism, of Christianity and religions of all sorts says "that man has no right to exist for
his own sake, that service to others is the only justification for his existence, and that self-sacrifice is his
highest moral duty, virtue and value." (Ayn Rand - "Philosophy: Who Needs It?") Furthermore: "Do not
confuse altruism with kindness, good will or respect for the rights of others. These are not primaries, but
consequences, which, in fact, altruism makes impossible. The irreducible primary of altruism, the basic
absolute, is SELF-SACRIFICE - which means: self-immolation, self-abnegation, self-denial, self-
destruction - which means: the SELF as a standard of evil, the SELFLESS as a standard of the good."



One very important thing I must point out is that Christianity, (or any religion) does not have a moral code!
That is right! It has NO MORAL CODE, no moral standard at all! I challenge any and all Christians to
write down their moral code and submit it to everyone so we can see what it says. The reason Christianity
does not have a moral code is because to Christians morals are anything, which supports their religion and
doctrines, and immoral is anything which opposes; that is what they mean when they use terms such as
moral or immoral. But the reason they do not and cannot have a moral standard is because their holy book
itself is full of contradictions and so, agreement on what is/should be moral cannot be attained from the
bible. Furthermore, the Bible stands against freedom! The Bible is opposed to Democracy, freedom of
speech, freedom of religion, individual rights and freedom of free-enterprise, it is anti-private property, it is
anti-reason, and it opposes even freedom of thought, as I shall prove beyond the shadow of a doubt.

On Abortion. I need not mention that Christians oppose abortion, but what I want to mention and prove is
that their Bible is pro-abortion and anti-life. Christians claim and define a fertilized egg as a living child.
The Bible says that life is only in the blood, (Leviticus 17:11 and Deuteronomy 12:23). However, there is
no blood until the second week after conception, so as far as abortion is concerned, the Christians and their
puppet politicians are out right hypocrites. But the fact that they oppose this causes great harm to stem cell
research, which in turn is immoral as it interferes not only with advanced scientific jobs, but with the very
rights of the individual to health and happiness. Millions of people suffer from many diseases, and without
this research the chances of finding cures for these horrible diseases becomes almost impossible if not
impossible.

Although the bible contains hundreds of laws and thousands of rules there is not one single word about
abortion. But if we are to examine the bible to see if it supports the Christian and religious viewpoint on
what constitutes life and what does not, we will find that the bible is pro abortion and anti-life. One of the
so-called “laws of god” sheds much light on the value of a fetus. Let’s look at how the bible views a fetus.

"If men strive, and hurt a woman with child, so that her fruit depart from her, and yet no mischief follow:
he shall be surely punished according as the woman's husband will lay upon him; and he shall pay as the
judges determine. "And if any mischief follow, then thou shalt give life for life, Eye for eye, tooth for tooth
. M-Ex. 21:22-25

As you can see, the bible commands the death penalty for the killing of a human being, but not for the
expulsion of a fetus.

The Beginning Of Life

Here is another point on which these so-called Christians, these hypocrites, oppose their very own “word
of god”. The bible states that life begins at birth and not at conception. In fact, god defines life as "breath”
and the evidence for this is found in some very prominent biblical passages, and from the very beginning,
starting in Genesis where God "breathed into his nostrils the breath of life; and man became a living soul."

These anti abortion hypocrites in their desperation for biblical support of their beliefs, cite irrelevant verses
such as: "Behold, I was shapen in iniquity; and in sin did my mother conceive me." Psalm 51:5 Verses such
as this are few and do not support their beliefs even remotely. As I said, they use this verse out of complete
desperation. Furthermore, they want to use “case law” in civil courts in their defense on various issues, but
when it comes to their own bible, they have a double standard. These hypocrites openly ignore the fact that
the bible and their imaginary god is pro abortion and their bible and their imaginary god does not value a
fetus as a breathing and living human being. The verse just quoted invokes original sin and shows how
sexist bible believers really are but the verse has absolutely nothing to do with abortion. Have you notice
that Paul, Jesus and all the biblical figures ignored every chance to condemn abortion? Since the bible and
these so called holy people went out of their way to invent rules for every facet of people’s lives, why is it
that they did not make a ruling on abortion and the fetus? How is it that these godly and supposedly
inspired men failed to make an issue out of abortion? They ignored the subject because they did not value a
fetus at all, period!



Thou Shalt Not Kill

The anti abortion hypocrites are quick to quote the sixth commandment, "Thou shalt not kill" (Ex. 20:13)
and claim that this commandment of god shows that god is pro life and anti abortion. Let’s investigate the
bible’s definition of life (breath) and its silence on abortion. In Exodus 21:22-25, a law set in place
immediately after the Ten Commandments, states clearly that a fetus is not a living breathing human being.
Furthermore, a critical and honest analysis shows that "Thou shalt not kill" does not apply to all living,
breathing human beings. We know this because children are routinely massacred in the bible at the
commandment of god, Moses and other so called holy men. Take for example that the bible commands the
killing of a child for being a "stubborn son" Deut. 21:18-21 or for cursing one’s father or mother, Ex. 21:17
and for being a homosexual Lev. 20:13 and for doing any kind of work on the Sabbath, such as picking up
sticks, Numbers 15:32-35.

So you see, god is not pro life, and certainly not anti-abortion as the Christian hypocrites’ claim. In fact,
these hypocrites are to be found in restaurants right after church every Sabbath, so by their own worthless
bible these hypocrites should all be executed! Furthermore, the so called 10 commandments are PART OF
“The Law” which Jezeus supposedly “nailed to the cross” so why the hell do these hypocrites even bother
to quote this savage book their own god did away with? I think hypocrisy should be a capital offense. That
would solve many problems very fast. Dishonesty is the Christian standard of morals, they live by it, and
they are dishonest to the core!

Suppose we start executing children for being stubborn or for cursing their parents or for having been born
homosexual, do you think Christians would oppose this practice? No they would not, they would back it
fully because it is the word of god. This is why we atheists, we the unbelievers despise religion, because it
is uncivilized, it is barbaric at best and so are Christians and all religionists, they are tyrants, savages and
certainly UNCIVILIZED!

I have said before and will say it again, Christians are only as good as their imaginary god. Case in point:
Numbers 25:4-9, where doG orders Moses to massacre 24,000 Israelites: "Take all the heads of the people,
and hang them up before the Lord against the sun." Clearly, doG and the bible are not pro-life!

God On Killing Babies And Children

"Happy shall he be, that taketh and dasheth thy little ones against the stones."--Psalm 137:9

What civilized human being can claim that an infinitely intelligent being inspired the above words? In 2
Kings 2:23-24 doG orders a bear to slaughter 42 children for teasing a prophet. Is this a pro-life attitude?
As you can see, being godly means being a savage and a tyrant and not pro-life. When the pro-lifers use
their bible and religious morals (sic) to defend their anti-abortion beliefs they have no leg to stand on, they
are hypocrites, they are intellectual-bastards! Here is just a small sample of the hundreds of biblical
commandments or threats to kill children:

Numbers 31:17 Now therefore kill every male among the little ones.

Deuteronomy 2:34 utterly destroyed the men and the women and the little ones.

Deuteronomy 28:53 And thou shalt eat the fruit of thine own body, the flesh of thy sons and of

thy daughters.

I Samuel 15:3 slay both man and woman, infant and suckling.

2 Kings 8:12 dash their children, and rip up their women with child.

2 Kings 15:16 all the women therein that were with child he ripped up.

Isaiah 13:16 Their children also shall be dashed to pieces before their eyes; their houses shall be

spoiled and their wives ravished.

Isaiah 13:18 They shall have no pity on the fruit of the womb; their eyes shall not spare children.

Lamentations 2:20 Shall the women eat their fruit, and children.

Ezekiel 9:6 Slay utterly old and young, both maids and little children.

Hosea 9:14 give them a miscarrying womb and dry breasts.

Hosea 13:16 their infants shall be dashed in pieces, and their women with child shall be ripped

up.



Then we have the wise and beautiful words of JeeZeus:

"For, behold, the days are coming, in which they shall say, Blessed are the barren, and the womb
that never bare, and the paps which never gave suck."--Luke 23:29

Furthermore, Deuteronomy 23:1-2 - "...No one born out of wedlock or any descendent of such a person,
even in the tenth generation, may be included among the Lord's people.”

As you can see, Christians oppose their own god, since the majority of pregnancies and abortions are
amongst the unwed. So Christian hypocrisy is overwhelming and appalling to say the least. The fact that
Christians try to convert these bastards is also appalling, because it is also against god’s word; bastards will
not be allowed in their imaginary heaven. But the fact that Christians oppose abortions and the fact that
they teach their own to have children while they are poor, is what contributes to poverty; religion and the
poor is the poverty factory. When a poor person has a child, that child is new poverty. The main
problem is not only that the poor have children, but that they have loads of them!

On Poverty — Poverty Is Glorified By The Christians.

"Blessed are you poor, for yours is the Kingdom of God," claims the gospel of Luke.

Matthew 6:24 Matthew 6 Matthew 6:23-25 You Cannot Serve God and Riches "No one can
serve two masters; for either he will hate the one and love the other, or else he will be loyal to the one and
despise the other. You cannot serve God and mammon.

Matthew 13:22 Matthew 13 Matthew 13:21-23 Now he who received seed among the thorns is
he who hears the word, and the cares of this world and the deceitfulness of riches choke the word, and he
becomes unfruitful.

Mark 4:19 Mark 4 Mark 4:18-20 and the cares of this world, the deceitfulness of riches, and the
desires for other things entering in choke the word, and it becomes unfruitful.

Mark 10:23 Mark 10 Mark 10:22-24 With God All Things Are Possible (Matt. 19:23-30; Luke
18:24-30) Then Jesus looked around and said to His disciples, "How hard it is for those who have riches to
enter the kingdom of God!"

Luke 8:14 Luke 8 Luke 8:13-15 Now the ones that fell among thorns are those who, when they
have heard, go out and are choked with cares, riches, and pleasures of life, and bring no fruit to maturity.

Luke 1:53 Luke 1 Luke 1:52-54 He has filled the hungry with good things, And the rich He has
sent away empty.

Luke 6:24 Luke 6 Luke 6:23-25 Jesus Pronounces Woes "But woe to you who are rich, For you
have received your consolation.

2 Corinthians 6:10 2 Corinthians 6 2 Corinthians 6:9-11 as sorrowful, yet always rejoicing;
as poor, yet making many rich; as having nothing, and yet possessing all things.

1 Timothy 6:9 1 Timothy 6 1 Timothy 6:8-10 But those who desire to be rich fall into
temptation and a snare, and into many foolish and harmful lusts which drown men in destruction and
perdition.

James 5:1 James 5 James 5:1-2 Rich Oppressors Will Be Judged Danger of Riches; Patience and
Prayer Come now, you rich, weep and howl for your miseries that are coming upon you!




Revelation 3:17 Revelation 3 Revelation 3:16-18 Because you say, "I am rich, have become
wealthy, and have need of nothing'--and do not know that you are wretched, miserable, poor, blind, and
naked.

Matthew 19:21 Matthew 19 Matthew 19:20-22 Jesus said to him, "If you want to be perfect, go,
sell what you have and give to the poor, and you will have treasure in heaven; and come, follow Me."

Luke 6:20 Luke 6 Luke 6:19-21 The Beatitudes (Matt. 5:1-12) Then He lifted up His eyes toward
His disciples, and said: "Blessed are you poor, For yours is the kingdom of God.

2 Corinthians 6:10 2 Corinthians 6 2 Corinthians 6:9-11 as sorrowful, yet always rejoicing;
as poor, yet making many rich; as having nothing, and yet possessing all things.

James 2:5 James 2 James 2:4-6 Listen, my beloved brethren: Has God not chosen the poor of this
world to be rich in faith and heirs of the kingdom which He promised to those who love Him?

James 2:6 James 2 James 2:5-7 But you have dishonored the poor man. Do not the rich
oppress you and drag you into the courts?

The countries, which experience the fastest population growth are also those in which poverty is
widespread. Why is poverty wide spread? Because those countries are religious, guided by the light of
DoG. Those people have been infected with a disease called religion, which teaches them that being poor is
good and noble and abortion is a sin!

Therefore, when people multiply before wealth can be created or faster than wealth can be created
the end result is poverty. Where there is poverty there is a tremendous increase in crimes, diseases and all
forms of suffering.

Now, before I continue, I wish to point out a few very important issues which no one who has argued
against god and religion has ever mentioned. If you read the above verses very carefully you can get at
least a small idea of what type of person Jesus was, if indeed those are his words. If he was god, or even
the Son of God, he had to know that there is magnetic ore inside the earth. He knew there are all types of
metal ore inside the earth. He had to know about molecular structures, if he was god. If he was the creator
of mankind and the universe he had to know about protons and electrons, about atoms and quarks,
neutrinos and particles. He had to know about how photons work. He had to know about geometry and
mathematics. He must have known about algebra and calculus. He must have known about economics and
how wealth is created and how invention and innovation could improve the lives of his so called “loved
ones”.

My questions are these: Why did he not teach them how to make electric wires and mine magnets to
produce electricity? Why did he not teach them to make light bulbs? Why did he not teach them to make
metal pipes and a simple hand operated pump even, to pump water? Why did he not teach them how to
make glass so they could have clear glass windows? Why did he not teach them how to build printing
presses to print books to educate the masses/poor? Why did he not teach them how to build tractors and
farm equipment? Why did he not teach them to build trains and automobiles? Why did he not teach them
mathematics and reading skills? Why did he not teach them electronics and various useful trades? Why did
he not teach them how to perform laser eye surgery? Why did he not teach them how to build pacemakers
and heart pumps? Why did he not teach them how to build septic tanks and toilettes? Why did he not teach
them how to build irrigation systems?

What Jesus did teach them is to remain stupid. He taught them the dumbest thing possible; that being poor
is noble and virtuous. He told them that to seek self-improvement is evil. He taught them that to try and
make a good living and gather wealth is of the devil. He taught them that being educated is for the proud,
and the proud are to be burnt in hell. He taught them that to have pride and self-esteem is evil. He taught
them they should be like him, bums and cowards. He taught them to sell everything they have and give it to



the poor. He taught them collectivism, which is communism. He taught them about equal distribution of
wealth, of dividing everything they had amongst everyone so that they could all become poor. He taught
them, in other words, nothing of any value.

Ironically, there are many idiots in today’s day and age that think equal distribution of wealth is a good and
noble thing to do. They say that helping the poor is a good idea, it is a noble thing to do. Let me tell you
what would happen if we listened to Jesus and these altruistic morons. If we divide all the wealth of the
world equally between every adult on the planet, the end result would be total poverty on a global scale.
Everyone would get $16,687.73. This would mean, no more factories, all corporations would have to be
put out of business, all banks and banking systems would be crippled, and all productivity would be
brought to a halt. All electric companies would be shut down. In other words, we would be thrown back
500 years into the dark ages. No one would have enough to do anything of any value.

In Christian churches, every sun-day millions of morons are taught that “the love of money is the root of all
evil”. Instead of teaching these morons about economics, about how important money is, and that it is good
to have money, they teach them the dumbest thing possible. The preachers, these parasites behind the
pulpit are the greatest evil on our planet; religious leaders are the most devious and deceptive parasites that
have ever lived amongst humans. These bastards never work a day in their lives; they live off the morons
who they brainwash and dumb down with their masks of virtue. The religious leaders are the epitome of
the very essence of evil; they are the greediest bastards on our planet. Don’t get me wrong, it is healthy to
be greedy, but there are two kinds of greed. There is the greed which seeks the unearned, the taking or
robbing others of their earned income through theft or/and deception; then there is the honest and healthy
greed which motivates men and women to achieve, to make money to improve their lives, but through their
own work, through their own efforts and not by deception and coercion.

Christians on Politics

Sadly enough, these religious parasites do not stick only to their religion. They stick their nose in politics
as well. They vote for political parasites who sing their songs, who speak words pleasant to the
Christian/dumb followers ear, who make an issue out of things which should never even be an issue. The
fact that they vote for tyrants who tell them that they would seek to pass legislation which favors religion is
ample proof that Christians, Muslims and Jews (religious Jews. The majority of Jews are secular) oppose
freedom! But what happens when they vote for politicians who promise to vote for these parasite
politicians (of which America and American government, The Middle East and Europe are infested with)?
What happens is our freedoms are trampled under foot. The freedoms of the secular and the atheist are
infringed, violated and done away with. The FACT of the matter is that America, with its existing laws and
system of government today, is a theocracy. It is not a free country, but a theocracy pure and simple. There
are only 4 basic freedoms left and even they are restricted through all forms of regulation and altruistic
laws.

Our freedoms are a joke as far as the Christians are concerned. When Christians claim that America is a

free country, what they mean is that it is a free country as long as you are a Christian. If they would stay
out of politics and would be tolerant as they demand of others, and would vote for politicians who honor
the freedoms of all the people, the rights of the individual, the US Constitution, then they would harm no
one and we would not have much to say about it. But this is not the case.

Religion is Pro-Oppression of Women

From time immemorial religion, organized or not, has suppressed and blamed women for the evils of men.
Men, and not women, are the bigots, but religion being irrational, being barbaric and savage, has found
ways to justify the cruelest forms of oppression of women. I am not going to quote the filthy Quran, as I
am focusing on Christianity for now. While there are many verses, which speak loud and clear what



religious men think of women, what their idiot gods supposedly told them about women, I will quote only
two of these verses, for the sake of time and space.

"I will greatly multiply thy sorrow and thy conception; in sorrow thou shalt bring forth children;
and thy desire shall be to thy husband, and he shall rule over thee."--Genesis 3:16

As you can see, right from the beginning of this filthy book called the bible, women’s rights have been
denied. The New Testament, the Christian book of love and life has this to say about women’s rights:

"Let the woman learn in silence with all subjection (to men). But I suffer not a woman to teach,
nor to usurp authority over the man, but to be in silence. For Adam was first formed, then Eve.
And Adam was not deceived, but the woman being deceived was in the transgression."--1 Tim.
2:11-14

Tertullian, one of the highly honored church fathers said "each of you women is an Eve . . . You are the
gate of Hell, you are the temptress of the forbidden tree; you are the first deserter of the divine law."
Martin Luther decreed: "If @ woman grows weary and at last dies from childbearing, it matters not. Let her
die from bearing, she is there to do it."

As an enlightened man I am forced by my conscience to say this out in the open, to shout it from the
mountain tops, to say it as boldly and as clear as possible: Men have been and are the greatest tyrants this
planet have ever produced. The way men treat women is uncivilized, but most barbaric, most savage and
most shameful. Any man, who thinks himself better or superior to women in any way, should go jump off a
bridge. In fact, women are superior to men, if we are to speak the TRUTH. Yes, I can prove it beyond the
shadow of a doubt. First of all, the woman has a brain 30% smaller than man, yet she can perform any task,
which requires mental efficiency, as good as a man if not better. What this means, is that women are 30%
more able in this regard. If women are to evolve and grow a bigger brain, they will surpass men by a huge
margin. Furthermore, while thousands of scientists worked to control light beams (photons) it was a
WOMAN at MIT who achieved one of the greatest breakthroughs of our time and in all of human history.
She not only managed to slow down the light beam, she brought it to a full stop. What this means is that we
will now be able to develop much faster and superior computers and technology. In time, we will be able to
have optical microchips. In other words, this woman which the savage church fathers and the barbaric bible
author(s) and every religious moron has condemned, has achieved one of the greatest advances in human
history. Today, with the new advancements of science, women can reproduce without a male, so there is
very little we men can offer women, and quite frankly I have no idea what that is. I mean, aside from sex,
what can we really offer them? Furthermore, my bisexual girlfriend tells me, that lesbian sex is by far
better, so even sex is not something we men can offer in quality.

Christian church leaders, fought tooth and nail against the advancement of women, opposing every form of
liberty for women from women's right to speak in public to the use of anesthesia in childbirth (since the
bible says women must suffer in childbirth) and woman's suffrage. In fact, in many nations women do not
have a right to drive a car even. During the 1920’s, when women were fighting for the right to vote, there
was not ONE single religious leader who did not oppose women’s right to vote. In fact, tens of thousands
of women were persecuted, beaten and ridiculed for fighting for this basic right. I am absolutely appalled
that any woman now accepts Christianity, Islam, Judaism or any religion, which speaks of women as evil
and denies them their most basic human rights.

Why do women remain second-class citizens? Why is there a religion-fostered war against women's rights?
Because the unholy and filthy bible (and the piece of shit, the Quran) is a handbook for the subjugation of
women, plain and simple; men wrote it for men, for male-ego masturbation. Those politicians in office,
they are not in support of freedom and justice. When they make an issue out of abortion rights they admit
that they oppose individual rights, they oppose the woman’s “right to life liberty and pursuit of happiness”.
This garbage book called the bible, it teaches that women are property, that fathers can sell them and that
men can buy them, that women are to be the slaves and servants of men. I know why those savages wrote
the book, and I know why men have oppressed women and why they still are. It is because women are
more capable than we are. They are better parents, better workers, better persons, better thinkers, better
judges, and overall a threat to the male ego!



Here is what the filthy bible has to say about women, and mind you this is a very short list.

Genesis
2:22 Woman created from Adam's rib
3:16 Woman cursed: maternity a sin, marriage a bondage
19:1-8 Rape virgins instead of male angels
Exodus
20:17 Insulting Tenth Commandment, considering a wife to be property
21:7-11 Unfair rules for female servants, may be sex slaves
22:18 "Thou shalt not suffer a witch to live"
38:8 Women may not enter tabernacle they must support
Leviticus
12:1-14 Women who have sons are unclean 7 days
12:4-7 Women who have daughters are unclean 14 days
15:19-23 Menstrual periods are unclean
19:20-22 If master has sex with engaged woman, she shall be scourged
Numbers
1:2 Poll of people only includes men
5:13-31 Barbaric adulteress test
31:16-35 "Virgins" listed as war booty
Deuteronomy
21:11-14 Rape manual
22:5 Abomination for women to wear men's garments, vice-versa
22:13-21 Barbaric virgin test
22:23-24 Woman raped in city, she & her rapist both stoned to death
22:28-29 Woman must marry her rapist
24:1 Men can divorce woman for "uncleanness," not vice-versa
25:11-12 If woman touches foe's penis, her hand shall be cut off...
Judges
11:30-40 Jephthah's nameless daughter sacrificed
19:22-29 Concubine sacrificed to rapist crowd to save man
I Kings 11:1-4 King Solomon had 700 wives & 300 concubines
Job 14:1-4 "Who can bring a clean thing out of an unclean? not one . . ."
Proverbs
7:9-27 Evil women seduce men, send them to hell
11:22 One of numerous Proverbial putdowns
Isaiah 3:16-17 God scourges, rapes haughty women
Ezekiel 16:45 One of numerous obscene denunciations
Matthew 24:19 "[woe] to them that are with child"
Luke 2:22 Mary is unclean after birth of Jesus
I Corinthians
11:3-15 Man is head of woman; only man in God's image
14:34-35 Women keep in silence, learn only from husbands
Ephesians 5:22-33 "Wives, submit . . ."
Colossians 3:18 More "wives submit"
I Timothy
2:9 Women adorn selves in shamefacedness
2:11-14 Women learn in silence in all subjection; Eve was sinful, Adam blameless

No man who honors women and individual rights, as I do, and no self-respecting woman should support or
respect any form of religion. No man or woman who treasures freedom should support or even respect
religion or ANY religious person. If you consider yourself enlightened and intelligent, if you have any



respect for yourself and others, you are duty bound to fight to eliminate this disease called “religion” from
the face of our planet. Neurotics and savages do not belong on this planet, such books and teachings must
be eliminated at all costs. What loving father could think of his daughters, of his little girls as evil and
as slaves? What father in his right mind can support the crap taught in the bible? Again, if you are
enlightened and self-respecting, you must oppose religion on all fronts and you must DO all you can to put
a stop to barbarism once and for all.

Christianity and Religion on Socialism

I keep hearing these religious leaders and politician-parasites cry that there is a moral decline in America
and the world. Do you know what they mean by moral decline? I’1l tell you what they mean. It means their
altruist ideals and the welfare system they created has produced millions upon millions of criminals,
parasites, human trash, and these parasites, these human garbage are responsible for crime, poverty and
overall disease and destruction of all peace and happiness.

The Christian leaders, when they say there is a moral decline, what they are actually saying is that their
morals have failed, their ethics have produced nothing but more poverty, and with this poverty more evil.
What they are saying is that the enlightened are abandoning their altruistic morals and ethics, they are
giving up on barbaric morals and barbaric ethics.

Charity is one of the dumbest things to teach as a virtue or as a moral way of life. Because of charity the
world is plagued by parasites that expect and live off of handouts. These religious morons do not teach
those poor idiots that it is stupid to have children while they are dirt poor. NO! Instead they teach them
about Jesus, and how being poor is good and a virtue. In America, these idiots invented welfare and public
aid programs. Basically what this did, it enslaved the working men and women by taking their taxes BY
FORCE and gave it to the garbage humans; to parasites so that the worthless scum can multiply.

They said, this would help the poor. None of them dared to tell the poor that they should get sterilized,
none of them dared to tell the poor that they are idiots and morons. Instead what they did tell the poor, the
more kids you have the more benefits you have a RIGHT to. That is right people, the American Democrats
and Republicans are responsible for the birth of some 40 million parasites. These parasites have loads and
loads of children, they do not work a day in their life and live off of working people’s money.

When the government gives money to any person or group of people who do not work, and have not
earned that money, what the government is saying is that all the people it governs are its slaves. The
government is saying that it has the right and the authority to take from one group of people and give to
another, and there is not a damn thing anyone can do about it. This is the current American government.
The Christians have turned the American government into a theocratic government and they just got
started. The Christians only vote for those who promise them to pass laws which take even more rights
away from people, to pass laws which take even more money from the working people to give to lazy
bastards who multiply like a virus. This is the result of religion and its socialistic and communistic
philosophies.

I would like to ask these religious leaders, I want them to tell me why it is that in poor neighborhoods there
is trash all over? Their god applauded the poor, and encouraged them not to seek earthly possessions. Why
is it moral to throw garbage on the streets? Why is it that in neighborhoods where educated and working
class people live there is no garbage on the streets? Could it be that the educated are better off? How can
the poor justify throwing trash on the streets? Since when is poverty an excuse for laziness? How come the
middle class people can throw their garbage in the garbage cans and the poor cannot? Why is being poor
moral and ethical? How come it is not immoral to be a parasite and a worthless scum? Why is it not
immoral to throw garbage on the streets? Why is it that the religious leaders do not educate their flocks
about these things? How come there is never a call from the pulpit to their congregations to stop being lazy
and parasites? How come no preachers preaches anything intelligent from behind his or her pulpit? That is
why the poor are poor, because idiots raise them. The poor are poor because their parents made them poor
when they gave them birth. It is their parent’s fault for being poor and no one else’s. I have news for you



idiots! Your god was a moron and you are a living example of such a moron. Your god praised the poor. I
have news for you, if you are poor you are an idiot; if you live in poverty it is YOUR fault and your
parent’s fault and your religion’ fault. You are to blame for the misery you are in.

On another point: The poor play loud music, they honk their horn in residential neighborhoods even at
3AM. They have no respect for anyone or anything. These are the trash raised by trash. The trash the
American main political parties and preachers have created. They are the godfathers of human trash in
America, and it is the same throughout the world. These politicians-parasites, they could have not gotten in
office if they would not have had the poor and the idiots on their side. These politicians do not care about
the poor or the rights and freedoms of the people. If they did care they would act like it. All they care about
is their high positions and their own pockets. They are no different than the religious leaders. Speaking of
politicians and religious leaders, I would like to know if there is one single thing the Americans have
benefited from as a result of its government, in the last 50 years? Can anyone name even one single thing?

Since I am talking about charity and socialism, I would like to point out something, which may be a
surprise to all of you. Do you remember all the publicity about Mother Teresa and all the good she was
supposed to be doing/have done and how she was one of the best examples of being a good Christian?
Well, I have something to say about this as well, and about so called Charity organizations.

Mother Teresa did not live her life at the same level of poverty and depravity that comprised the daily lives
of those she 'served'. In fact, she was very rich both financially and materially. She did not personally bear
the hunger and suffering she said the poor were enduring. She denied the poor of the relief that could easily
have come from birth control or family planning, because her religion opposes such common sense
practices. She, in fact did not help the poor at all, instead she helped them only in continuing to be poor;
she told them to multiply like rats when she denied them birth control. Furthermore, the Catholic Church is
worth about 93 BILLION dollars in both cash and property. Do you know that this worthless religion and
church has NEVER BUILT ONE SINGLE HOUSE for a poor family? Do you know that those who
Mother Teresa and the church supposedly helped are still living in misery? Do you know that those poor
are multiplying every day due to their religion and stupidity?

Mother Teresa was exactly the opposite of what she was portrayed to be; not the personification of
‘altruism' in all its allegedly selfless, sacrificial glory, but as living proof of the human devastation this
'principle’ has produced. Mother Teresa did not relieve ANY human misery instead she contributed to it
and perpetuated it, by denying the one solution that would have relieved it: birth control. It is a sin, she
said, to use birth control and to have an abortion. But it is not a sin to be poor, it is not a sin to multiply
poverty, it is god’s plan to manufacture parasites, to increase poverty. That is what religion supports and
produces.

The Christian Politicians Their Philosophy and Communism

Before I continue with this section of my essay, I need to make a statement, which may shock some of you,
not because it is not true, but because it is so true. The only difference between a theocracy and
communism is in that communists have no god to worship so they invented a human god called “the
people”, but otherwise, communism and theocracies such as Iran, and now on its way there, America are
no different fundamentally. In a communist country everything is done in the name of “the people” but
none of the people have any rights at all. “The people” is the communist smokescreen alternative to the
religionists’ god, and only the “communist party” knows the will of “the people” therefore “the people”
must do what the government dictates.

In a theocracy, the religious leaders and religious doctrines are the standards of morals and in America, it is
worse than in Iran and China (in many ways), and it is getting worse all the time. Let me explain. In
America, there is a smoke screen called “The American Dream” which no one has been able to outline as
to what it means. But one of the things the American Dream is supposed to have is the dream of being free



and of owning one’s own house. Well, the truth is that no one in America owns any property. Property
ownership in America is a smoke screen, because as soon as you fail to pay property tax (property is taxed
every year), your property is taken away. “So, when you finish paying for a home or property, all you have
accomplished is you will have finished paying for the right to rent the property from the government, the
true owner of the property and people.”

In America, the government too owns people. Not true? If it is not true, then why is it illegal to commit
suicide? Why is it that one is forced to live in a mental institution where they can experiment on you, but it
is illegal to commit suicide? Why is it illegal to install your own underground water pump in 99% of US
cities? (Oh, see www.DumbLaws.Com please!). Another component of this smoke screen called “The
American Dream” is the freedom to be an achiever and accomplish your dreams and become rich through
your own efforts without violating the rights of others. Well, this was once true, but today, if you become
successful the government will punish you. The Christian politicians have turned this country into a
Christian theocracy, a country where freedoms are no longer guaranteed but have to be fought for and
bought. The US Constitution is in itself a smoke screen because the Christians and the Christian politicians
do not honor it. More on this later.

The founding fathers of the US Constitution set forth the importance of having the freedom to be an
independent and free individual and as such, an individual was recognized as having the right to life,
liberty and pursuit of happiness. The right to life and pursuit of happiness is not guaranteed to “the people”
or to “society” but to the individual. The founding fathers recognized that the individual IS the only
minority and as such it has the rights to life, liberty and pursuit of happiness. This idea protected by the
constitution is the moral doctrine of the US Constitution and it includes the idea that individuals have a
right to live for themselves, to pursue their own happiness and not to be sacrificial animals, living for the
sake of others. That is why the Constitution was amended to include the Bill of Rights. During the debates
on the adoption of the Constitution, its opponents repeatedly charged that the Constitution as drafted would
open the way to tyranny by the central government.

Fresh in their minds was the memory of the British violation of civil rights before and during the
Revolution. They demanded a "bill of rights" that would spell out the immunities of individual citizens. As
you shall see, even the Bill of Rights has become a smoke screen, since none of the politicians in
Washington honor it and the majority of the people oppose the US Constitution and I will prove it.
Washington has become a den of hypocrites and a lair of altruists, home to the United Socialist States of
America, it is no longer the capital of a free nation but one of a theocracy in the making, a nation where
religion decides the policy of the nation. The United States is becoming the very thing the founding fathers
feared it would, it is becoming a theocracy and a police-state more and more every day. If this continues,
the US and China will have little to argue about as far as freedoms and human rights go. In China the
government owns business, in America the people own the business but the government dictates how a
business is to function and what it can or cannot do and the government owns the people, so there is little
difference at least in this respect. More on this later. Now, to get back to this portion of this essay, let me
make it crystal clear; the US Constitution, in the Bill of Rights if we are to summarize it honestly, it says
that each individual is an end in himself and that means individualism is not compatible with altruism.

Now, again, to understand the mentality of these Christian politicians, let’s summarize their philosophy and
its basic principle: Ayn Rand said it best when she said that the basic principle of altruism, "is that man has
no right to exist for his own sake, that service to others is the only justification of his existence, and that
self-sacrifice is his highest moral duty, virtue, and value." ("Faith and Force: Destroyers of the Modern
World," Philosophy: Who Needs It [New York: Bobbs-Merrill Co., Inc., 1982, p. 74])

The Two Forms of Altruism

The sources of altruism in the American culture is the New Testament, especially the Gospels (and the
Law). If we examine the Gospels very carefully what we find is not one but two distinct strands in the
altruistic message that Jesus teaches, and it is these two strands of altruistic philosophy which divides the
main political parties in America. The only thing the Republicans and Democrats disagree on is on



which rights of the people to violate next, and this is because one party leans towards one form of
altruism while the other towards the other.

The first of these two strands of altruism is the message of sacrifice:
"If any man will sue thee at the law, and take away thy coat, let him have thy cloak also... ."

"Give to him that asketh thee, and from him that would borrow of thee turn not thou away." (Matt. 5: 40-
42))

"If thou wilt be perfect, go and sell that thou hast, and give to the poor, and thou shalt have treasure in
heaven." (Matt. 19:21)

Jesus' own mission is a form of sacrifice: He gives his life to save mankind.

But there is a second; another strain of altruism in the Gospels, expressed most clearly in the Beatitudes.
"Blessed are the poor in spirit: for theirs is the kingdom of heaven.

Blessed are they that mourn: for they shall be comforted.

Blessed are the meek: for they shall inherit the earth.

Blessed are they which do hunger and thirst after righteousness: for they shall be filled.

Blessed are the merciful: for they shall obtain mercy.

Blessed are the pure in heart: for they shall see God.

Blessed are the peacemakers: for they shall be called the children of God.

Blessed are they which are persecuted for righteousness' sake: for theirs is the kingdom of heaven." (Matt.
5:3-10.)

According to this second strain of altruism, it isn't just that those who lack ability, strength, wealth, and so
on need our help and we should give it to them. This second strand of altruism, the helpless, weak and the
poor are actually considered to be superior to the able, the strong, the wealthy and the achievers. The lazy,
the incapable, the weak and the helpless, we are told, deserve to go to heaven and they are the ones who
will get into heaven most easily.

The successful, the strong, the able, and the wealthy are suspect precisely because of their strength, ability,
and wealth. "It is easier for a camel to pass through the eye of a needle than for a rich man to enter the
kingdom of God." (Matt. 19:24.) In other words, those who make the world turn are punished, those who
make life better for all are less deserving than the worthless, the achiever is to be punished for his success
while the incompetent somehow merits the rewards of an infinitely intelligent being called god.

This is the philosophy, which shapes the minds of the Christians and their Christian politicians.

In the Gospels, there is a sic theological rationale for altruism's inversion of values, a rationale which twists
logic into illogic, which makes the naive believe that the crap it teaches is actually good for humanity. It
teaches that the life of this world is not to be enjoyed but lived in suffering and pain so that we can enjoy
the next one. The Gospels teach that we should not love this life because it is a sin to allow our flesh to
enjoy it, and that our souls yearn for the life to come. According to the Gospels, if we are failures in this
world it is a good sign that one will flourish in the next, it is the mark of a true believer, and vice versa.

To be successful in this world is a very bad sign, it is a mark of an evil and sinful materialist, it is the sign
of a lust for material happiness, and being happy in this life is against god’s will.

In other words, Jesus demands two very unnatural things from people: the first is in the valuing others
above the self, that's the sacrificial form of altruism. Then, he wants us to value the worst of the people
over the best of them, to value the lowest values and the worst characteristics of humanity over the best.
This moron named Jesus wants people to value poverty over wealth, incompetence and inability over
competency and ability, to value weakness and the weak over the strong and strength. We are to do all this
and at the same time we are to believe that this is infinite wisdom, the words and teachings of a wise god.

This aspect of altruism is what gave rise to egalitarianism and the myth of “equality”, which I would
broadly describe as holding that:



People are equal, from a moral point of view;

Differences in status, or wealth, or power, or esteem are undeserved, that no one merits any status.
Those who are incompetent and stupid on those scales of status, wealth, power, and esteem are
victims, who should be honored and helped at the expense of others.

Those who have achieved success and intellectual status are oppressors, who should be cut down
to size or made to pay in some way; to have their wealth and success taken by force and given to
the scum of the planet.

It is important to note that this egalitarianism, this equality myth also applies to moral traits. "Judge not,
that ye be not judged.” (Matt. 7:1.) What this means is simply that mercy is superior to justice, that men
should be irrational instead of just, that justice needs to take a back seat and that whims and emotionalism
are superior to justice. In other words, justice has no absolute standards, justice now becomes whatever the
politicians want it to be and can change like the weather with the winds of politicians’ emotions. It means
that when a politician makes a decision based on his/her emotions and has become public knowledge, the
politician is forced to promote his/her decision no matter how stupid it is, because in the name of mercy
irrationality can be justified, but justice cannot.

In other words, the idea of putting mercy over justice allows the altruist to promote the concept of
victimization, equal victimization, which makes the good, and the achievers who are the pillars of society
as worthless as the worthless and the incompetent of society. It promotes the doctrine of “we are all
created equal” and so we are to treat each other as equals and to love one another. This means that we are
to hold a Judge at the same level of moral and competence with a janitor; that a person who creates jobs for
thousands through his/her own efforts is not worth more than a scumbag who lives off of welfare, that a
brain surgeon is no better than a murderer. But human nature, the laws of nature, logic and reason does not
permit this. It is not possible to love an enemy, it is stupid and childish to even attempt to. [ have yet to see
any Christian share each other’ wives or husbands with the next door neighbor. If we are to love one
another as ourselves, why should we keep our wives and husbands from those we supposedly love as
ourselves? I have yet to see Christians share their cars and homes with one another, I have yet to see a
Christian who owns a car drive the Christians who do not have cars to their jobs and to shopping malls etc.

I have had the opportunity to work in homeless shelters as well as to be homeless for 3 months, and in that
time I have learned how homeless shelters work and how they do not work. Needless to say 99% of them
are run by Christian organizations. Guess what? None of the Christians took the homeless into their homes,
none of them even treated the homeless with any form of respect. The food they provided was what stores
throw away and what others donated, and no one donated any good food but only what they disliked. In
fact, some of the homeless shelters would not allow me to eat unless I agreed to listen to a sermon. |
refused, so they kicked me out in the middle of winter, in 10-degree temperature outside and the wind
shear made it feel like 40 below zero.

When I worked for a homeless shelter I learned that the shelters get public money from the city (in
Chicago), they get $25 per homeless person per day (for every night they sleep in their auditorium). We
provided shelter for the homeless from 8PM till 8AM and for that the church running the shelter under a
different organization name got $25 per person. We had anywhere from 10-40 people each night from the
beginning of winter until late spring. Some of the homeless people were persons who were kicked out of
their own homes by their spouses, and a few of them were well educated but ran into
unavoidable/complicated problems, but many of them were pure trash, absolute criminals and the scum of
the earth. To make a long story short, the Christians running the shelters were hypocrites. The food they
provided was worse than what we found in the garbage cans behind grocery stores, and many times there
was nowhere near enough to fill one’s stomach. And where do the homeless spend the day while the
shelters are closed? I’ll tell you where they do not spend them, they do not spend them in the warm homes
of Christians or any warm place, unless a restaurant allows a few to sit in their restaurants to warm up. If it
is a weekday, they find Libraries to hang out in but on weekends, it is better to be dead than to be left at
the mercy of Christians. But Christians insist they love everyone.



Anyway back to the main subject, I have shown the two strains of altruism which taught by religion and
altruists, yet none of them live up to their own altruistic ways but as much as they try they produce evil,
poverty and destruction and if they get their way there will be no freedoms left.

The Masks of Altruism

So far, none of the Enlightenment thinkers have undertaken to directly address, refute, and oppose either
strain of altruism. The main reason is that the fundamentals of this concept in each case is because the
altruists have done a good job of hiding or cloaking their philosophy behind the masks of ethics and
morals, the very values they destroy. It is ironic that the bible claims that in the end people will call good
evil and evil good, while everything the bible teaches and everything religion has taught and supported was
evil but claimed as good. So it is hard to argue with anyone that helping the poor is not a good idea, that it
is counter productive, that destroying an achiever in the name of “helping the poor” is wrong. It is not easy
to argue with altruists that self-esteem is good and positive, because the bible and religion teaches that to
think of oneself in high regards and to have pride is evil. The altruists are already convinced to the core
that pride and self-esteem are evil and that helping the poor by giving them handouts is a virtue and noble.

For example, the sacrificial form of altruism hides behind cloaks such as generosity, benevolence, and
kindness. They claim that these traits such as benevolence are expressions of selflessness, of helping
others, but the truth is that they are not. In fact these are virtues and values of selfishness, in that they are
values understood only by the intellect that values the social environment which harbors a system of trade
among people. But the altruist views each person as a means to the ends of other people, they hold that
those who have more should be forced to give to those who have none and to those who produce poverty
but provide no benefit to themselves or society. They sacrifice the good and the achievers for the sake of
the worthless because that is what the bible and religion teaches, and because this sounds good to the idiot-
the average person. Communists have found a way to steal altruism from god and invent communism,
because in essence both communism and religion offer the same concepts and values.

It is true that there are people in the world, people who are vain and self-centered; who are mean and petty
and grasping; who walk all over others and exploit others, but like the criminal element, they are a very
small minority. But altruists, use the few exceptions as an excuse to enslave all the good selfish people,
those who do not achieve their riches and wealth through exploitation, those too are lumped together. In
other words to the religionist, if you are successful you are to be sacrificed, your wealth and your
achievement is a symbol of being evil; so you must be punished, you must be made to give more and more
of your wealth to the “poor” to the parasites of the world.

Therefore altruism convinces people to accept the positive side which is cloaked as an expression of
benevolence; and in doing so altruism manages to destroy the incentive to be an achiever and gains support
from the many poor elements simply because it tells people that it is good to deprive others of their wealth
because the wealthy are all evil, they teach them that brotherly love is superior to justice. Justice, they
insist, ceases to be valid when it comes to the rich and the well to do, to them justice does not apply
because mercy is above justice. So it is not surprising that politicians can get away with creating welfare,
social security and all forms of regulations upon the achievers of the world. By labeling selfishness as evil
they have achieved a monumental victory over reason and logic in that they managed to pervert the very
meaning and application of justice. Once you convince people that taking from those who have by force is
an ethical thing to do, and that all of a certain people have “rights” to a good life all paid for by the
government who robs the wealthy and the achievers, there is no end in sight to injustice because injustice
now means justice. More on this later...

Now let’s look at another smoke screen, at yet another evil of altruism; the idea of equality-altruism, which
too hides under the cloak of justice. Equality for all, they say, is good and virtuous and all men and women
are to be treated equal, that all human beings have equal rights to everything. While it is horrible to
discriminate against someone on the basis of the color of their skin, their nationality or gender, it is also
horrible and evil to deprive people of their INDIVIDUAL rights. A person’s property is private property
and as such the person has a right to decide who or what type of people is allowed on it. When government
passes laws and uses the armed thugs called the police to enforce those laws which prohibit a property



owner from exercising their rights to their property, the end result is not equality but enslavement and
infringement on the individual rights, on all of the rights of an individual.

A company, a private company is dictated to by the government, and it is forced to hire an army of legal
advisers and lawyers to fight law suits, because the anti discrimination law has declared open season on
law suits based on race discrimination. Now, all products produced by that company are more expensive,
so everyone is harmed by it. There are no checks and balances to regulate and determine if a lawsuit is
merited or not. No, on to court they go, and now the big rich company is at the mercy of a jury who
hungers to take away money from the (from the rich) company and give it to the accuser simply because
the accuser is poor and taking from the rich is good; the rich are the evil. The Jury now can justify granting
3 billion dollars of someone else’s money to any idiot who files a lawsuit. Take the case against Phillip
Morris, where an altruistic jury awarded a moron 3 BILLION dollars in damages. To that jury the fact that
the moron knew that smoking is addictive and dangerous was irrelevant. The jury was not there to judge
the evidence but to slaughter the rich. The accuser admitted that he knew that smoking was addictive and it
caused cancer, but he smoked anyway for 30 years. But that is irrelevant to the altruists. To the altruist,
someone else is always responsible for the failures of others, to the altruist people need not be responsible
for their own life and well being because they can file law suits against others, they can manipulate and
ignore justice as they please. [ronically the moron who sat on the bench, the Judge, upheld the ruling of the
jury. So, how then is it possible to seek justice in an altruistic society? How can a trial by jury be of any
value anymore, when the population has been taught those altruistic morals and virtues are in fact good?
Yes, discrimination is evil and abhorrent, but so is denying a person the right to discriminate? If a company
discriminates on the basis of race, color of skin or gender, such a company should be ostracized in public
and by the media and even boycotted, but to deny it the right to discriminate, and to open the door to the
uneducated public, the tyrants, to destroy entire companies in the name of perverted justice is just as evil; it
is monstrous. When you can get away with violating individual rights, communism is at the door, socialism
sets in with an unstoppable force. The right to life and pursuit of happiness no longer exists for anyone.
Private business is now a slave of the government and the altruist tyrants who support it. If a person starts a
company and becomes big and hires many employees, that person has a right to pursue happiness, and if
this means that the person would be happy not to see any blacks/whites on his property it is his/her right
and no one should have the right to force this person to hire people he dislikes for any reason. It is his
property and his company. The issue here is justice, and if you deny this person justice by granting others
authority over private property, you have perverted justice, no matter how noble the cause or reason. No
cause is noble enough or grand enough to violate the rights of an individual. But the altruist, in the name of
“good will towards men” ignores justice and perverts it because their sense of justice is whatever their
whims dictate to them.

To the altruist it is noble to give. How come it is not wrong to receive? How come it is not immoral to
accept handouts and values one has not earned? How come it is not evil to take from others? I’1l tell you
why. Because the altruists have been conditioned to envy those who have and to resent and envy
achievement. They are jealous of those who achieve in life and since they are backed by “the word of god”
that those who have are evil, it is not immoral to desire the property of others and it is not immoral to
deprive others of their wealth. This they call justice! To take from those who have is moral and to receive
unearned goods from others is also moral they claim. The mentality of altruists, or religionists is that they
are self-righteous because some invisible imaginary god authorizes them to be so, and justice is only that
which conforms to their beliefs and nothing else. When Christian politicians speak of equality and helping
the poor what they are talking about is ways to take from those who earn their wealth and give it to the
trash of society who do not. Thus, the US Government and many other socialist governments are nothing
more than thieves run by thieves for the thieves, it is on its way to socialism; which is communism with a
prettier name. Under the cloak of “law” (altruistic law, not objective law) these Christian politicians
trample on every constitutional right of all individuals.



Labor Unions: The Legal Mob

The communists modified one of their tactics in order to infiltrate and destroy the very fabric of a free
society by inventing Labor Unions. Through Labor Unions they have been able to strike a blow to the very
freedoms of the individual. In other words they have managed to create mini-communist societies and
organizations under different names but with the same goal. No party has so staunchly promoted and
encouraged Labor Unions except the Communist Party. In fact, all communist literature and websites
praise the achievements of Labor Unions as well as promoted and instigated strikes and protests.

Labor Unions are a cancer to a free market economy and a direct assault on freedom and liberty. The idea
that employees have “rights” to dictate to an employer how to run their business in demanding more pay
and more money is legal black mail pure and simple. It is so shocking that such parasite organizations are
permitted to exist in such nations as The US and other so called “freedom loving” democracies. Every
person who belongs to a union is a tyrant and a thief and opposes freedom; such persons must be
disposed of. Thousands of companies have gone bankrupt or were forced to sell due to the burden labor
unions have placed on them. Not only are companies now forced to maintain an army of lawyers to fight
strikes and law suits, but they are also forced to increase prices on their products and services as a result of
being held hostage by the Union.

The idiots who belong to labor unions are under the illusion that they have a right to better pay and have a
right to force an employer to pay them better. This is what I mean by legal black mail, when such actions,
such MOB action is legal and permitted. If you wonder why so many good paying jobs are disappearing,
the answer lies in the actions of the labor unions for the most part. Because of labor unions, all products are
more expensive, therefore it is only natural that a company or businessman will seek to move their factories
to other countries where labor is cheaper. What the union members do not realize is that they do NOT have
a right to force a private business to pay them more; that threatening to strike is no different than a death
threat against another; that a private business is the property of its owner and the owner has constitutional
and natural rights to conduct her/his business as he/she pleases; that an employer has the right to pay an
employee what the employer and the employee agrees to. To bypass this contractual agreement and to
pervert justice, the communists came up with the idea of labor unions. They argue, hey, it’s a free country,
let’s abuse this legal loophole, let’s trample all over the constitution and form labor unions and hold the
employer hostage.

Not only are unionists tyrants and thugs, but they are also hypocrites. They demand freedom while they
deny the same to others. In other words, if you start a business and become successful, your company
grows and you hire more people you somehow loose your rights as an individual, because the government
allows the employees to form a legal Mafia called a “Union” which now has the right to punish you for
being successful. Justice demands that all contracts between two people are binding. When an employee
forms a UNION with others, they are in effect breaking the contract with the employer and in turn now
impose their own desires and demands on the person who gave them a job. Ladies and gentleman, this is
legal robbery; it is communism, it is a depravation of rights, of right to life, liberty and pursuit of
happiness. Just as an employer has no right to force employees to work for them, so the employees have no
right to break their contract with an employer, or to form a mob and hold the employer hostage.

The legal system in America and other so-called free countries not only permits and protects these legal
Mafia systems, but FORCES an employer to not fire these gangsters, these thugs called union members. In
other words, the employers are not only held hostages by the mob-unions, but also by the very government
which is supposed to protect them from such tyranny. We urge all employers who are held hostage by
unions to form a secret army of agents, which are to eliminate not only the labor union activists and
employers, but also every member of a union. Furthermore, we urge all powerful corporations, which have
not joined us yet, to join The [lluminati Order, and to move their corporate offices to Texas, and help
encourage Mexico and South Africa to change their laws and Constitutions to conform to The Illuminati
Constitution, so all our wealth and factories can be safely moved there, so we can punish and eliminate all
enemies of freedom in America and other nations which permit Labor Unions to deprive us of our rights
and freedoms.



We will make Mexico what we hoped America to be, the Jewel and Crown of the world, the symbol of
freedom and prosperity for all, a role model for all nations. We will make South Africa the Technology
capital of the world, the envy of the world, and we will break Texas from the Union and teach the lazy
American people, the Christian parasites and the altruists what tyranny really is; we will give them a taste
of their own medicine. They voted for socialism and communism, we shall give it to them in abundance, if
they continue to stand in our way. The gloves are now off, and the evil will be wiped off the face of the
earth once and for all! It is time they learn that religion and their religious and altruists’ leaders cannot give
them happiness and wealth, and we will no longer be the slaves of the beggars and tyrants. We will make
America pay us back. We had invested trillions of dollars to keep America free and show it the light of
freedom and prosperity but they refused our offer, they have chosen imaginary gods and savage, barbaric
bibles to guide their life instead of reason and logic. We will now make them pay for having wasted our
money and efforts. The Illuminati Order will show them who the real messiah of the world is and they will
beg us for help, but we will be nowhere to be found, we will remain transparent and watch the tyrant
parasites perish in anguish. We will hand America in the hands of the communists they voted for, in the
hands of the altruists, we will withdraw our hand of support and will give the green light to our enemies to
vandalize the nation we had built, the nation which turned its back on life, LIBERTY and pursuit of
happiness. They wanted labor unions, now we will let their communist labor unions give them jobs,
because we will fire all employees when we move our wealth away, when we move our factories out of
their land. Let their parasite government and their socialist unions create jobs for them, we have had
enough. We will show no mercy to anyone, plain and simple.

Altruistic Political Mentality Put Into Practice
I will conclude this essay with the words of a highly enlightened and honored friend, David Kelley.

“Two Variants on "Social Justice"”

Let us begin by noting that demands for social justice take two different forms, which I will call welfarism
and egalitarianism. According to welfarism, individuals have a right to certain necessities of life, including
minimum levels of food, shelter, clothing, medical care, education, and so on. It is the responsibility of
society to ensure that all members have access to these necessities. But a laissez-faire capitalist system does
not guarantee them to everyone. Thus, argue the welfarists, capitalism fails to satisfy its moral
responsibility, and so must be modified through state action to provide such goods to people who cannot
obtain them by their own efforts.

According to egalitarianism, the wealth produced by a society must be distributed fairly. It is unjust for
some people to earn fifteen, or fifty, or a hundred times as much income as others. But laissez-faire
capitalism permits and encourages these disparities in income and wealth, and is therefore unjust. The
hallmark of egalitarianism is the use of statistics on the distribution of income. In 1989, for example, the
top 20 percent of U.S. households on the income scale earned 45 percent of total income, whereas the
bottom 20 percent earned only 4 percent of total income. The goal of egalitarianism is to reduce this
difference; greater equality is always regarded as a gain in equity.

The difference in these two conceptions of social justice is the difference between absolute and relative
levels of well-being. The welfarist demands that people have access to a certain minimum standard of
living. As long as this floor or "safety net" exists, it does not matter how much wealth anyone else has, or
how great the disparities are between rich and poor. So welfarists are primarily interested in programs that
benefit people who are below a certain level of poverty, or who are sick, out of work, or deprived in some
other way. Egalitarians, on the other hand, are concerned with relative well-being. Egalitarians have often
said that of two societies they prefer the one in which wealth is more evenly distributed, even if its overall
standard of living is lower. Thus egalitarians tend to favor government measures such as progressive
taxation, which aim to redistribute wealth across the entire income scale, not merely at the bottom. They
also tend to support the nationalization of goods such as education and medicine, taking them off the
market entirely and making them available to everyone more or less equally.

Welfarism: Binding The Able
Let us consider these two concepts of social justice in turn.



The fundamental premise of welfarism is that people have rights to goods such as food, shelter, and
medical care. They are entitled to these things (they say). On this assumption, someone who receives
benefits from a government program is merely getting what is due him, in the same way that a buyer who
receives the goods he has paid for is merely getting his due. When the state dispenses welfare benefits, it is
merely protecting rights, just as it is when it protects a buyer against fraud. In neither case is there any
necessity for gratitude. The concept of welfare rights, or positive rights as they are often called, is modeled
on the traditional liberal rights of life, liberty, and property. But there is a well-known difference. The
traditional rights are rights to act without interference from others.... Accordingly, these rights impose on
other people only the negative obligation not to interfere, not to restrain one forcibly from acting as he
chooses. If I imagine myself removed from society—Iliving on a desert island for example—my rights
would be perfectly secure. I might not live long, and certainly would not live well, but I would live in
perfect freedom from murder, theft, and assault.

By contrast, welfare rights are conceived as rights to possess and enjoy certain goods, regardless of one's
actions; they are rights to have the goods provided by others if one cannot earn them oneself. Accordingly,
welfare rights impose positive obligations on others. If I have a right to food, someone has an obligation to
grow it. If I cannot pay for it, someone has an obligation to buy it for me.... From an ethical standpoint,
then, the essence of welfarism is the premise that the need of one individual is a claim on other
individuals... The claim does not depend on your personal relationship to the claimant, or your choice to
help, or your evaluation of him as worthy of your help. It is an unchosen obligation arising from the sheer
fact of his need.

But we must carry the analysis one step further. If [ am living alone on a desert island, then of course I
have no welfare rights, since there is no one else around to provide the goods. For the same reason, if I live
in a primitive society where medicine is unknown, then I have no right to medical care. The content of
welfare rights is relative to the level of economic wealth and productive capacity in a given society.
Correspondingly, the obligation of individuals to satisfy the needs of others is dependent on their ability to
do so. I cannot be blamed as an individual for failing to provide others with something I cannot produce for
myself....

And this tells us something important about the ethical focus of welfarism. It does not assert an obligation
to pursue the satisfaction of human needs, much less the obligation to succeed in doing so. The obligation,
rather, is conditional: those who do succeed in creating wealth may do so only on condition that others are
allowed to share the wealth. The goal is not so much to benefit the needy as to bind [enslave] the able. The
implicit assumption is that a person's ability and initiative are social assets, which may be exercised only on
condition that they are aimed at the service of others.

Egalitarianism: Ability As Obligation

If we turn to egalitarianism, we find that we arrive at the same principle by a different logical route. The
ethical framework of the egalitarian is defined by the concept of justice rather than rights. If we look at
society as a whole, we see that income, wealth, and power is distributed in a certain way among individuals
and groups. The basic question is: Is the existing distribution fair? If not, then it must be corrected by
government programs of redistribution. A pure market economy, of course, does not produce equality
among individuals. But few egalitarians have claimed that strict equality of outcome is required by justice.

The most common position is that there is a presumption in favor of equal outcomes, and that any
departure from equality must be justified by its benefits to society as a whole. Thus, the English writer R.
H. Tawney wrote that "inequality of circumstance is regarded as reasonable, in so far as it is a necessary
condition of securing the services which the community requires." John Rawls' famous "Difference
Principle"—that inequalities are permitted as long as they serve the interests of the least advantaged
persons in society—is only the most recent example of this approach. In other words, egalitarians
recognize that strict leveling would have a disastrous effect on production. They admit that not everyone
contributes equally to the wealth of a society. To some extent, therefore, people must be rewarded in
accordance with their productive ability, as an incentive to put forth the efforts they are capable of. But any
such differences must be limited to those, which are necessary for the public good.



What is the philosophical basis of this principle? Egalitarians often argue that it follows logically from the
basic principle of justice: that people are to be treated differently only if they differ in some morally
relevant way. If we are going to apply this fundamental principle to the distribution of income, however,
we must first assume that society literally engages in an act of distributing income. This assumption is
plainly false. In a market economy, incomes are determined by the choices of millions of individuals—
consumers, investors, entrepreneurs, and workers. These choices are coordinated by the laws of supply and
demand, and it is no accident that a successful entrepreneur, say, earns much more than a day laborer.

But this is not the result of any conscious intention on the part of society. In 1992, the most highly paid
entertainer in the United States was Oprah Winfrey, who earned some $42 million. This was not because
"society" decided she was worth that much, but because millions of fans decided that her show was worth
watching. Even in a socialist economy, as we now know, economic outcomes are not under the control of
government planners. Even here there is a spontaneous order, albeit a corrupt one, in which outcomes are
determined by bureaucratic infighting, black-markets, and so forth.... In short, there is no basis for applying
the concept of justice to the statistical distributions of income or wealth across an entire economy. We must
abandon the picture of a large pie that is being divided up by a benevolent parent who wishes to be fair to
all the children at the table.

Ability as Liability

Once we abandon this picture, what becomes of the principle espoused by Tawney, Rawls, and others: the
principle that inequalities are acceptable only if they serve the interests of all? If this cannot be grounded in
justice, then it must be regarded as a matter of the obligations we bear to each other as individuals. When
we consider it in this light, we can see that it is the same principle we identified as the basis of welfare
rights. The principle is that the productive may enjoy the fruits of their efforts only on condition that their
efforts benefit others as well. There is no obligation to produce, to create, to earn an income. But if you do,
the needs of others arise as a constraint on your actions. Your ability, your initiative, your intelligence,
your dedication to your goals, and all the other qualities that make success possible, are personal assets that
put you under an obligation to those with less ability, initiative, intelligence, or dedication.

In other words, every form of social justice rests on the assumption that individual ability is a social asset.
The assumption is not merely that the individual may not use his talents to trample on the rights of the less
able. Nor does the assumption say merely that kindness or generosity are virtues. It says that the individual
must regard himself, in part at least, as a means to the good of others. And here we come to the crux of the
matter. In respecting the rights of other people, I recognize that they are ends in themselves, that [ may not
treat them merely as means to my satisfaction, in the way that I treat inanimate objects.... Why then is it not
equally moral to regard myself as an end? Why should I not refuse, out of respect for my own dignity as a
moral being, to regard myself as a means in the service of others?

The Objectivist Alternative

In questioning the ethics of altruism, I want to do more than simply raise these troubling questions. I want
to outline an alternative ethical philosophy, developed by Ayn Rand. It is an individualist ethics, which
defends the moral right to pursue one's self-interest. Altruists argue that life presents us with a basic choice:
we must either sacrifice others to ourselves, or sacrifice ourselves to others. The latter is the altruist course
of action, and the assumption is that the only alternative is life as a predator. But this is a false alternative,
according to Rand. Life does not require sacrifices in either direction. The interests of rational people do
not conflict, and the pursuit of our genuine self-interest requires that we deal with others by means of
peaceful, voluntary exchange....

Man's primary faculty, his primary means of survival, is his capacity for reason. It is reason that allows us
to live by production, and thus to rise above the precarious level of hunting and gathering. Reason is the
basis of language, which makes it possible for us to cooperate and transmit knowledge. Reason is the basis
of social institutions governed by abstract rules. In Rand's view, therefore, the purpose of ethics is to
provide standards for living in accordance with reason, in the service of our lives....

How then should we deal with others? Rand's social ethics rests on two basic principles, a principle of
rights and a principle of justice. The principle of rights says that we must deal with others peaceably, by



voluntary exchange, without initiating the use of force against them. It is only in this way that we can live
independently, on the basis of our own productive efforts; the person who attempts to live by controlling
others is a parasite. Within an organized society, moreover, we must respect the rights of others if we
wish our own rights to be respected. And it is only in this way that we can obtain the many benefits that
come from social interaction: the benefits of economic and intellectual exchange, as well as the values of
more intimate personal relationships. The source of these benefits is the rationality, the productiveness, the
individuality of the other person, and these things require freedom to flourish. If I live by force, I attack the
root of the values I seek.

The principle of justice is what Rand calls the trader principle: living by trade, offering value for value,
neither seeking nor granting the unearned. An honorable person does not offer his needs as a claim on
others; he offers value as the basis of any relationship. Nor does he accept an unchosen obligation to serve
the needs of others. No one who values his own life can accept an open-ended responsibility to be his
brother's keeper, nor would an independent person desire to be kept. The principle of trade, Rand observes,
is the only basis on which humans can deal with each other as independent equals.

What I have given you is only a brief summary of Rand's ethical philosophy, the "Objectivist ethics," as
she calls it. But I think it is enough to indicate that there is an alternative to the traditional ethics of
altruism, an alternative that treats the individual as an end in himself in the full meaning of that term. The
implication of this approach is that capitalism is the only just and moral system.

A capitalist society is based on the recognition and protection of individual rights. In a capitalist society,
men are free to pursue their own ends, by the exercise of their own minds. As in any society, men are
constrained by the laws of nature. Food, shelter, clothing, books, and medicine do not grow on trees; they
must be produced. As in any society, men are constrained by the limitations of their own nature, the extent
of their individual ability. But the only social constraint that capitalism imposes is the requirement that
those who wish the services of others must offer value in return. No one may use the state to expropriate
what others have produced.

Economic outcomes in the market—the distribution of income and wealth—will depend on the voluntary
actions and interactions of all the participants. The concept of justice applies not to the outcome but to the
process of economic activity. A person's income is just if it is won through voluntary exchange, as a
reward for value offered, as judged by those to who it is offered. Economists have long known that there is
no such thing as a just price for goods, apart from the judgments of market participants about the value of
the goods to them. The same is true for the price of human productive services. This is not to say that |
must measure my worth by my income, but only that if I wish to live by trade with others, I cannot demand
that they accept my terms at the sacrifice of their own self-interest.

Capitalism and the Needy

What about someone who is poor, disabled, or otherwise unable to support himself? This is a valid
question to ask, as long as it is not the first question we ask about a social system. It is a legacy of altruism
to think that the primary standard by which to evaluate a society is the way it treats its least productive
members. "Blessed are the poor in spirit," said Jesus; "blessed are the meek." But there is no ground in
justice for holding the poor or the meek in any special esteem, or regarding their needs as primary. If we
had to choose between a collectivist society in which no one is free but no one is hungry, and an
individualist society in which everyone is free but a few people starve, I would argue that the second
society, the free one, is morally preferable. No one can claim a right to make others serve him
involuntarily, even if his own life depends on it.

But this is not the choice we face. In fact, the poor are much better off under capitalism than under
socialism, or even the welfare state. As a matter of historical fact, the societies in which no one is free, like
the former Soviet Union, are societies in which large numbers of people go hungry...

Egoistic Charity

As for those who simply cannot work, free societies have always provided numerous forms of private aid
and philanthropy outside the market: charitable organizations, benevolent societies, and the like. In this
regard, let us be clear that there is no contradiction between egoism and charity. In light of the many



benefits we receive from dealing with others, it is natural to regard our fellow humans in a spirit of general
benevolence, to sympathize with their misfortunes, and to give aid when it does not require a sacrifice of
our own interests. But there are major differences between an egoist and an altruist conception of charity.
For an altruist, generosity to others is an ethical primary, and it should be carried to the point of sacrifice,
on the principle: give until it hurts. It is a moral duty to give, regardless of any other values one has; and
the recipient has a right to it. For an egoist, generosity is one among many means of pursuing our values,
including the value that we place on the well being of others. It should be done in the context of one's other
values, on the principle: give when it helps. It is not a duty, nor do the recipients have a right to it. An
altruist tends to regard generosity as an expiation of guilt, on the assumption that there is something sinful
or suspicious about being able, successful, productive, and wealthy. An egoist regards those same traits as
virtues, and sees generosity as an expression of pride in them.

The Fourth Revolution (The Illuminati “Noble Revolution™)

... I said at the outset that capitalism was the result of three revolutions, each of them a radical break with
the past. The political revolution established the primacy of individual rights, and the principle that
government is man's servant, not his master. The economic revolution brought an understanding of
markets. The Industrial Revolution radically expanded the application of intelligence to the process of
production. But mankind never broke with its ethical past. The ethical principle that individual ability is a
social asset is incompatible with a free society. If freedom is to survive and flourish, we need a fourth
revolution, a moral (noble) revolution, that establishes the moral right of the individual to live for
himself.”
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FreeE*lslam on Human Rights

(This is a chapter from “Islam” by Solomon Tulbure)

As time went by the men and women of the world sough to improve their lives and their values, a
fact which has been recorded in the countless pages of our history. Today, in the year 2002, the
civilized world has established written rules of conduct becoming a civilized person, but also left
room for improvement. In the west, especially, we have some of the most humane and most
precious laws, which are set in place specifically for the purpose of protecting the human rights of
every single human being. Efforts of astronomical proportion have been made and are being

made by the civilized world to help the third world nations. Even the oppressive and most
tyrannical governments realize that their people too can have a good life and well being if they
adopt our advanced system of laws and ethics.

But various forms of superstitions called religions, which are invented by the wicked and the evil
have plagued human history. People embrace religions in order to attempt to appease and fulfill a
natural human emptiness, which plagues all those who are emotionally weak and mentally
unstable and poorly educated. The fear of death and the knowledge of our short life span have
created a vacuum of insecurity. In fact, this fear of death is so powerful that it robs even some of
the civilized and well educated into its trap. I suppose in time, our honored scientists will find this
to be a genetic defect, and hopefully in the near future the gene(s) responsible for these emotions
will be identified and dealt with accordingly.



But today, the need to find such a cure is ever more urgent, as the world faces a great and
immediate threat from a unique religion, which has trapped over one billion people into a state of
most barbaric mentality of those who lived some 1400 years ago. One would think that in today’s
modern times men and women would give up on barbaric ways; on rules which are the creation
of savages who lived back then in ancient times. But ironically this is not the case; Islam has
spread faster than ever and is still spreading faster than any other religion even today. In this
chapter I wish to bring to light the true nature of Islam’s version of “human rights” because no
other author has had the courage to do so, being afraid of being condemned to death as was the
author of “Satanic Verses” Mr. Salmon Rushdie. Even as I write this, the latest death threat I
received yesterday from some Muslims is still fresh in my mind, and instead of having become
afraid for my life, I feel even more encouraged to write more essays which I have decided to
publish in book (“Islam”) form as well.

On Human Rights

One of the first ironies of Islam I wish to point out here is that it is the only religion to ever claim
that “god has rights” which come first before man’s rights. The reason this is so ironic and
certainly strange is simply because rights denote the protection from tyranny, oppression and
forms of violations of one’s person. Examples of rights are such as the right to life, liberty,
property and the pursuit of happiness, and equal justice for all, and so on and so forth. Such rights
are natural born rights, which we in the civilized world consider inalienable, and are the very
foundation of our culture. These rights are needed not only for the protection for the poor, the
weak, the helpless, but also for the rich and powerful as well. Therefore, our justice system
protects the rights of all and this includes both genders, not just the males.

So the immediate question is, if the Muslim god, Allah, is already omnipotent, all-knowing and
wise, as his followers claim, what rights does he need? Since Muslims claim that Allah is the
creator of all things, and that he can do whatever he pleases, what rights does he need, and who is
to guarantee and protect such rights, and for what purpose, from whom would his rights be
protected? If Allah indeed needs rights then he also needs assurance and protection, as logic
suggests. The truth is that such notions as prescribed by Islam would insult an omnipotent god,
but as you shall see there is a devious reason behind this claim that a god needs “rights.”

The secret of this Islamic jurisprudence, that Allah has a fundamental right that he be worshiped
by all of mankind and that his laws be obeyed is to force Islam as a theocracy upon the whole
world. This would give the Islamic clergy absolute power, to run the governments and the world
as a tyrannical theocracy, in the name of Allah thus eliminating all dignity and human rights.

So when you hear Muslim scholars speak of “Islamic human rights” beware of them, because
such a notion as “Islamic human rights” is an out right farce intended specifically to mislead
people.

For Islam, the very concept of Human Rights is a big thorn in the side yet Muslim clerics and
scholars would have us believe that Islam actually bestowed rights upon mankind. I doubt there is
a bigger myth than this. In order for me to properly expose the fallacy of this “Islamic Human
Rights” I will expand this chapter in 4 sections, so you can use this chapter as a reference for any
future conversations you may have on the subject with others.

1. Rights of Allah (God)
2. Rights of Muslim Men



3. Rights of the Infidels?
4. Rights of women (LOL!)

1. Rights of Allah

To expand on the notion of “Allah’s rights” we first need to take into consideration the
philosophical connotations. In light of the tremendous glory and prestige Muslims claim of Allah,
it is reasonable to simply say that he has no need for any “rights” what so ever, since rights are
only required as a means to protect one’s interests and well being.

Allah, being almighty, the all-wise and the creator of all existence, as Muslims claim, would have
no need for shelter, nor the protection of his creation, nor would anything man can do affect the
eternal who is beyond space and time.

On the one hand, Muslims claim that Allah is always in control of all of existence, and on the
other they claim that Allah has “rights” etc. If Allah indeed has a need for rights, then one cannot
also claim that he is the creator of all things nor almighty. Philosophically speaking, an Allah
who needs rights is the mere creation of religious manipulators who needed a stunning myth in
order to impose their own barbaric absolutes upon others in order to gain power over others,
without having to risk being publicly accountable.

This is a logical conclusion, seeing how this Allah feels very happy when people worship him,
yet he gets bent out of shape when he is ignored. The savage mind actually believes that what
man does or does not can actually affect such a being. If such a monster actually existed, to think
that the actions of mere savages who are like a grain of sand in this vast universe which has
trillions upon trillions of stars and trillions of more planets, could affect a being who is supposed
to be absolute, unmovable, and above all that, beyond space and time; that is below all levels of
stupidity.

But to the Semitic god, which seems to only appeal to savages and the weak minded, worship is
of great importance because it is through such a smoke screen that Allah’s religious leaders can
maintain power over the people and thus deprive them of liberties and human rights. Without
worship of the divine there would be no need for clerics, but the inventors of religions made sure
that their authority is assured through divine authority.

You see, once people are convinced of the existence of the divine and divine authority, those who
propagate it can rob people under the cloak of divine authority, having been inspired by god.

The war between human rights and god’s rights, however, had started in 1215 with the Magna
Carta.

Let’s see how it all started:

"In the first place have (we) granted to God, and by this our present Charter confirmed for us and
our heirs for ever that the English Church shall be free." (Clause 1)

"No free man shall be arrested or imprisoned...or outlawed or exiled or in any way victimized,
neither will we attack him or send anyone to attack him, except by the lawful judgement of his
peers or by the law of the land." (Clause 39)

What had happened here, for the first time in history of mankind, a Church of god is granted
freedom, a right, in other words. Without the approval of man, god’ will cannot be imposed in
order that he might be worshiped by force. God’s authority was arrested by a man, the King of
England, and from this point onward even god’s commanders on earth were subject to the laws of



man above god’s, thus making god’s will subject to man’s approval and laws. Therefore god is no
longer to do as he pleases.

The fire of freedom, which started with the Magna Carta, got a huge boost when the Illuminati
Order was forced to move its headquarters from Europe to the United States. Here, the Illuminati
Order became more powerful. So powerful in fact that it spent millions of dollars (which in those
days were huge fortunes) buying politicians and religious leaders, so they could convince them to
pass the most famous piece of paper in the whole world, the Declaration of Independence and the
US Constitution.

Allah received yet another blow:
"....all men are created equal, that they are endowed by their Creator with certain Unalienable
Rights, that among these are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness."

The clergy of the time insisted that in order for the constitution to be accepted by the fanatical
majority of the then fundamentalist Christians, a wool needed to be pulled over their eyes. By
including the word “Creator” that would be enough to blind people from seeing the true nature of
this most secular document. However, as you can see, god was robbed of his authority, as man
demanded unalienable rights to life, liberty and pursuit of happiness, which cannot be interfered
with even by the creator. So, “divine” authority was used to deprive god of absolute powers; to
the Christians this paper was “inspired by god” hence the “Creator” was in there. The typical
believer, as you can see, is easily deceived if one knows how to do it and the Illuminati were and
are the masters of exactly that. They used the Church’ own god to deprive the Church of the
authority it abused until that point in time. The [lluminati did the same thing in France, where it
was at war with the Church since 1703, shortly after the [lluminati Order was founded in 1701,
which forced it to go underground until the time was ripe for emerging again.

In France they were able to get a similar package passed called the “Declaration of the Rights of
Man” in 1789, which was equally powerful:

"Ignorance, forgetfulness or contempt of the rights of man to be the only cause of public
misfortunes and the corruption of governments. "

Article 1. "Men are born and remain free and equal in rights .."

Article 2. " ...These rights are Liberty, Property, Safety and Resistance to Oppression."”

Article 3. "The source of all sovereignty lies essentially in the Nation. No corporate body, no
individual may exercise any authority that does not expressly emanate from it."

Article 4. "Liberty consists in being able to do anything that does not harm others; thus the
exercise of the natural rights of every man has no bounds other than those that ensure to the other
members of society the enjoyment of these same rights. Only law (enacted by the Nation) may
determine these bounds.”

In France, the Illuminati Order also spent fortunes in order to make the French Revolution
possible, because many Jesuit Priests had to be bought, and they were not as cheap as the
American pawns. But god’s Divine Rights were essentially demolished, and the religious thugs
were thus deprived of their absolute power, which they used to rob, persecute and torture people,
“in the name of god.”



By 1948 the Illuminati Order had become very powerful, so powerful in fact, that they were able
to buy many world leaders, in order to get them to pass the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights through which they were able to rob god of his authority on a global scale:

"the inherent dignity and the equal and inalienable rights of all members of the human family as
the foundation of freedom, justice and peace in the world. "

"Human beings shall enjoy freedom of speech and belief and freedom from fear and want."
Here are some of the most noteworthy articles of Universal Declaration of Human Rights.

Article 1. All human beings are born (not created) free and equal in dignity and rights. They are
endowed with reason and conscience and should act towards one another in a spirit of
brotherhood.

Article 2. Everyone is entitled to all the rights and freedom set forth in the Declaration, without
distinction of any kind, such as race, color, sex, language, religion, political or other opinion,
national or social origin, property, birth or other status.

Article 3. Everyone has the right to life, liberty and the security of person.

Article 4. No one shall be held in slavery or servitude: slavery and the slave trade shall be
prohibited in all their forms.

Article 6. Everyone has the right to recognition everywhere as a person before Law.

Article 10. Everyone is entitled in full equality to a fair and public hearing by an independent and
impartial tribunal, in the determination of his rights and obligations and of any criminal charge
against him.

Article 11. Everyone charged with a penal offence has the right to be presumed innocent until
proved guilty according to Law in a public trial at which he has had all the guarantees necessary
for his defense.

Article 16. Men and women of full age, without any limitation due to race, nationality or
religion, have the right to marry and to found a family. They are entitled to equal rights as to
marriage, during marriage, and at its dissolution.

Marriage shall be entered into only with the free and full consent of the intending spouses.
(This cuts Allah’s legs as well)

Article 18. Everyone has the right to freedom of thought, conscience and religion; this right includes
freedom to change his religion or belief, and freedom, either alone or in community with others and in
public or private, to manifest his religion or belief in teaching, practice, worship and observance.

Article 21. The will of the people shall be the basis of the authority of government; this shall be
expressed in periodic and genuine elections which shall be by universal and equal suffrage and
shall be held by secret vote or by equivalent free voting procedures.

From the beginning of human existence mankind has been subjected to all sorts of tyrannies and
torture at the hands of priests. It was only in the last 50 years that the Illuminati have managed to
secure human rights not only for the French and the Americans, but for the whole planet. To the

civilized people of our world human rights are as precious as life itself.



Unfortunately, Islam and the Muslim world who have embraced savagery stands 100% against
the Human Rights Declarations and yet they have the audacity of claiming to be the greatest gift
to mankind.

Now, that | have explained what Human Rights are and how they came to be, let’s look into
Islam’s claim of “Allah’s Rights:

"To God belongs all that is in the heavens
and in the earth, and God encompasses everything." (Women IV: 125)

"To God bow all that is in the heavens and the earth
willingly or unwillingly." (Thunder XIII - 15)

If Allah is all that Islam claims he is, why would he even need to boast of authority, property and
rights? No one needs to claim ownership of anything unless there is a threat by a rival. Therefore,
if Allah needs to assert his claim on the world, he is clearly not the Creator, since he is clearly
desperate for recognition and to enslave everyone and force people into servitude. Furthermore, if
Allah did exist, certainly he would not pick any human being to speak in such a barbaric way in
his name. A simple laser show in the sky, with a thundering voice the whole world could hear and
an occasional repeat would do the trick perfectly, and everyone would have ample proof of who
and what Allah is.

Allah did not create us for fun:

"What did you (humans) think that We (Allah) created you only for a sport ..?" (The Believers
XXIII: 115)

As you can see, Allah is an insecure bastard who needs to be worshiped by his own creation.
You see, he did not create us for fun, but for a most important purpose:

"I have not created ... mankind except to worship me." (The Scatterers LI: 55)

If an all-powerful being does exist, one capable of creating a whole universe, such a being would
have no need nor respect for idiots who have no self respect and for people who are willing to
humiliate themselves by becoming the slaves of others.

If our own human standards of Human Rights are so superior and advanced how much more
would a super-intelligent being’s standards be? They would have to surpass them by far, not be
savage, cruel and tyrannical. The Muslim worshiper is a person with no self-respect what so ever;
such people are enslaved by their own stupidity and sealed in their misery by their religion which
deprives them of individual rights and instills in them an absolute slave mentality. Under Islam
man is a slave in the bondage of his self-induced imaginary master, which explains why Muslims
are so eager to commit the most heinous crimes in the name of Allah.

Islam demands that man must have no desire for dignity, self-respect; that the sole purpose of
man on earth is to worship his master, and as a reward he is promised nothing better in paradise
than what is already here on earth.

What type of creature does Allah want as his subjects:

"He (Allah) made his (man's) seed from a draught of despised fluid." (The Prostration XXXII: 8)



Here Allah tries to make sure that man does not think highly of himself.
In fact, Allah loves to insist how insignificant man is, in order to get man to be a slave:

"So let man consider of what he is created;
He is created from a gushing fluid

That issued from between the loins and ribs."
(The Night Star LXXXVI: 5-7)

By insulting man through the reference to the seminal discharge that gives life to man Allah
thinks his worship by man is secured. This Allah obviously does not know that there is nothing
filthy about semen what so ever; in fact semen and sperm are the very best and most valuable
fluids in the universe. But even worse, this all-wise god turns around and damns the very
creatures he desires to be his slaves; the creatures he supposedly created and from whom he
desires worship and honor:

"Perish man! How unthankful he is!
Of what did He (Allah) create him?
Of a sperm drop .."

(He Frowned LXXX: 15-17)

What we have here is another one of the merciful Allah’ taunts at his supposed creation,
associating man to the so called “nasty fluid.” The Koran says that when god decided to create
man they rebelled against him:

"And when Thy Lord (Allah) said to the angels,
'l am setting in the earth a viceroy,'
They said, "What will Thou set therein one

who will do corruption there, and shed blood?™"
(The Cow II: 25)

While man is deprived of any rights in the eyes of Allah due to man’s “rebellious nature” man is, at the
same time, worthy of being god’s holy messengers on earth. On the one hand man is such a despicable and
insignificant creature and on the other hand man is god’s right hand ruler on earth. Through total
submission and continuous worship, however, and being a complete slave of Allah, man has a chance to
improve his standing with god. This all-wise Allah has laid down countless barbaric rules which man must
obey in order to demonstrate obedience. In addition to the time wasting Five Pillars, god has devised
methods, which ensures him that man would become completely oblivious of individual rights:

a. Prohibition to think liberally, and change religion.
b. Prohibition to legislate,
c. Allah declares:

"This day have I (Allah) perfected your religion
for you and completed My favor unto you,

and have chosen for you as religion AL-ISLAM.
( The Table, V-3)

In other words, this perfectly wise god has chosen Islam as the perfect code of life for all of
mankind; a permanent religion, which man cannot ever change. Notice also that Allah had



assortments of religions to choose from, hence “have chosen for you a religion” which means
there must have been many others he could have chosen from. In other words, Allah deprived
Muslims of the right to make laws for themselves aside from what is given in the Islamic
scriptures. Muslims living in modern times are thus forced to stick to the same barbaric laws
invented by Mohammed 1400 years ago, no matter what. Any Muslim who breaks this rule is an
infidel and as such he will burn in hell for doing so. This Islamic law is just one of many which
deny man of basic human rights.

To make sure this Islamic law is not misunderstood Allah goes a bit further to clarify it:

"He (Allah) associates in His government no one."
( The Cave XVIII: 25)

A Muslim who even thinks of something which is contradictory to Allah’s perfection will also
burn in hell. The Koran, god demands, is to be the Muslim’s only guide to his thinking process,
and the study of any other books, no matter how superior and beneficial they may be, if it has the
potential of affecting his Islamic faith, it is sinful and thus strictly forbidden.

Because Mohammed is declared to be the perfect role model, a Muslim’s actions must be exactly
as Mohammed’s, including how he ate, talked, slept and walked, no exceptions. Islam being the
perfect code of law, acting in any other way is sinful. Should a Muslim decide to give up his
faith, he is automatically condemned to death.

2. Rights of Muslim Men

Now that we have explored Allah’s rights, let’s delve into the rights of the Muslim men.

It is logical to conclude that any rights Muslim men may have if any, they are derived ones and
not substantive ones, in light of “God’s Rights.” For the sake of argument we shall call these
“rights” even though they are mere simple rewards given to Muslims by god for being such
submissive and absolute slaves.

Let’s see what these “rights” are now:

The relationship between Allah and the believer is laid out in such a fashion, that it clearly
defines the believer as the sole property of Allah. As payment for carrying out divine commands,
which are against the moral conscience of man, god grants bounty and bonuses to man in such a
way as to prevent man from refusing to do god’s will on the grounds of decency or justice, by
cloaking the most heinous commands and teachings with “divine” origin.

"God has bought from the believers their selves and their possessions against the gift of Paradise;
they fight in the way of God; they kill, and are killed; that is a promise binding upon God ..... and
who fulfills his covenant truer than God." ( Repentance IX: 110 )

As you can see, Allah buys the believers with the promise of paradise and in exchange the
believer must kill and get killed for the sake of god. The believer is forbidden from exercising his
own conscience over what Allah has to say, and must have no qualms about it. The Muslims’
duty is to go on a murder spree and a crusade against the unbelievers and cause destruction and
death upon all that refuse conversion to Islam. The Koran has no shortage of verses to ensure that
this is carried out.



The Extent of Allah’s hatred towards the infidels is made clear in that god calls for total
distinction between his party and the unbelievers which he calls Satan’s party. God has
commanded Muslims to be forever at war with the infidels, a war, which Allah promises the
Muslims they would win in the end. This is made clear in the Koran (The Disputer LVIII: 20).

For this reason Muslims see themselves as the divine Managers of the affairs of all of mankind,
and the sole caretakers of the planet. Allah has granted the Muslims the right to act as an elite
army, judges and rulers over the whole earth, where all unbelievers must be enslaved or killed if
they stand in the way of their divine mission.

However, only Allah has rights, while the rights of a Muslim are very much like those slaves of
the Roman Empire who were able to rise to any political or economic height, but only under the
authority of Allah, and all the while remaining god’s sole property. The infidels, on the other
hand, have no rights what so ever under Islamic Law:

Say ( Muhammad ): 'O God, Master of the Kingdom,
Thou givest the Kingdom to whom Thou wilt,

and seizest the Kingdom from whom Thou wilt,
Thou exaltest whom Thou wilt, and Thou

abasest whom Thou wilt; in Thy Hand is the good;
Thou art powerful over everything."

(The House of Imran III: 25)

Allah is the only one who allocates honor and dishonor and since the infidels are the party of
Satan, they have no rights; the unbelievers are the ones who deserve dishonor. In fact, the
unbelievers, Allah says, are like animals and as such they are not subject to any human rights, as
you shall see. Allah justifies his severe animosity towards the infidels because unbelief, in his
view, is the gravest of sins against him, which undermines his absolute authority over every
aspect of a person’s life.

God went out of his way to make this clear:

a. Oh believers! the non-Muslims are unclean." ( Repentance 1X: 27 )

b. "Certainly, God is an enemy to unbelievers." ( The Cow 11: 90)

c. "Surely, the worst of beasts in God's sight are the unbelievers." (The Spoil VIII: 57)

d. "O believers, do not treat your fathers and mothers as your friends, if they prefer unbelief to
belief; whosoever of you takes them for friends, they are evil-doers." (Repentance IX: 20)

In fact, this hatred of the unbelievers among Muslims extends to their own parents if they are
unbelievers; the Muslim must treat even his own mother and father as enemies if they reject
Islam. This merciful god called Allah has declared all non-Muslims to be "the worst of beasts,"
who cannot possibly have any human rights.

The duty and purpose of all Muslims is to:

"Fight those who believe not in God and the Last Day and do not forbid what God and His
Messenger have forbidden - such men as practise not the religion of truth, being of those who
have been given the Book - until they pay the tribute out of hand and have been humbled."
(Repentance IX: 28)



To help you understand this verse, I must point out that Islam claims and demands that the Koran
is the ONLY standard of vice, virtue, justice and morals, and Islam does not recognize any other
moral code or law aside from the Koran. Those who practice religions other than Islam are
therefore infidels and as such, Muslims are commanded to fight them until they submit to
Muslims as slaves and made to "pay the tribute out of hand as a sign of their humiliation!” For
this reason very few non-Muslims are to be found in Strict Muslim nations, and those who are
there are not permitted to leave; they must stay there and pay heavy taxes to the non-Muslims.

Therefore, when Muslims speak of Human Rights and Justice, the forms there of are as prescribed
by the Koran and Islamic Law, which are a far cry as the Human Rights understood and practiced
in the civilized world. The reason for the great difference is because:

a. Allah is the enemy of the non-Muslims, and
b. because, in Allah's sight, unbelievers are the worst beasts.

I think all of us civilized people can agree that freedom of expression is one of the most valued
human rights. In an Islamic state Islamic Law forbids such a right, especially for the non-Muslim.
Anyone of another faith or no faith at all who speaks of his faith or lack of one favorably with a
Muslim one can expect to loose his/her life or face life in prison. Even when it comes to talking
about Jesus, who Islam recognizes as having been a holy man, Islam forbids Christians of
speaking of him because Islam has a different take on his life and death and Islam claims to have
the absolute truth about the issue:

"... For their saying 'we slew the Messiah, Jesus son
of Mary, the Messenger of God.

Yet they did not slay him, neither crucified him
only a likeness of that was shown them .....

God raised him up to Him." (Women IV: 155)

So anyone claiming that Jesus died on the cross is a heretic and an infidel worthy of death for
speaking against the truth of the Koran. As you can see, Islam does not tolerate any other religion
nor does it have any sort of respect for other belief systems. Islam seeks to undermine other
religions such as Christianity, by insulting and belittling them and strictly forbidding any anti-
Koranic teachings and practices. Any Christian or Jew in a Muslim country found praying
publicly would suffer tremendous punishment if not death. While there are a few moderate
countries which permit Churches and Synagogues, it is not because Islamic Laws permit such, but
because those countries are in deep financial crisis and are forced to allow them in order to get
international help of sorts and also because many Christians run charity organizations which feed
those Muslim hypocrites. A perfect example of this is Afghanistan where millions are facing
starvation, and the Christian world is now feeding them, while other Muslim nations have not
lifted a finger to help their fellow Muslims, especially the filthy rich oil producing Arab nations.

Since the Koran holds that Islam is the only true religion, preaching other faiths to a Muslim is a
most serious crime under Islamic law. For this reason, any Muslim who converts to another
religion is to have his head cut off, as Islamic Justice demands. Missionaries caught preaching
another religion to a Muslim face the same punishment.

One of the things I find ironic is that some Muslim nations have the audacity to call themselves
“republics” since this is a oxymoron; an “Islamic Republic” is like an honest liar. Allah declared
to be the sole ruler of all-human affairs, therefore democracy and Islam are 100% at odds. In fact



non-Muslims and women are not even permitted to vote. Islamic Law clearly states that all
government belongs to Allah alone therefore even the fact that Muslims are permitted to vote is
against god’s perfect law.

As far as a Muslim marrying a non-Muslim, this too is a taboo and strictly illegal, but a Muslim
man may have sex with a non-Muslim and have non-Muslim mistresses and concubines as a show
of dominance and pride.

There is one verse in the Koran, which appears to allow for a Muslim man to marry a "woman of
the Book" i.e. a Jewish or a Christian woman:

"(Permitted to you are) in wedlock women of them who were given the Book (Bible) before you
if .." (The Table IV: 5)

However, this is more of a theory, since even the Prophet Mohammed did not practice it. This is
made clear because he married Safya, a Jewish woman (who was not left with much of a choice)
only after she agreed to accept Islam, but another Jewish girl named Rehana was kept as his
concubine because she refused to give up her religion.

There are some rare instances where Muslim men marry Jewish or Christian women, but this only
happens because they lack women to marry where they live, or they are living in the west where
they are supposed to try and multiply as much as possible so they can raise more Muslim children
in order to take over the world. This is so evident in the west, by the way. Also, in light of much
criticism Islam has received from the civilized world, many Muslims have started their own
brands of Islam which ignore much of what Allah and his holy prophet had to say. They want to
be in control of people so they invented their own brand of bull-crap.

One important thing to note is that Islam pays lip service when it claims that Muslims believe in
other “Apostles of god” and previous prophets. If Muslims did in fact live up to this myth then
they would follow and listen to the teachings of those prophets and Apostles of god. In practice,
however, Islam and its holy books do not recognize even one verse from those other prophets,
simply because what the other holy books, such as the Bible and the New Testament oppose is
everything Islam stands for, pure and simple. But as you can see and shall see, hypocrisy to a
Muslim is like water to a fish. Therefore, “The People of the Book™ are infidels and are damned
to burn in hell:

"The unbelievers of the People of the Book
and the 1dolaters shall be in the Fire; of Hell
therein dwelling for ever:

those are the worst of creatures,

But those who believe, and do righteous deeds,
those are the best of creatures."

( The Clear Sign XCVIIIL: 5)

“Islam is peace” ? Exactly what did president Bush mean when he said “Islam is peace”? What

sort of peace was he speaking of? I think it was the kind, which allows his father and his friends
to make millions from the Oil rich Muslim nations through his business. Only a moron or a liar

and deceiver would claim that Islam is peace:

"O believers, take not Jews and Christians
as friends; they are friends of each other.



Whose of you makes them his friends
is one of them." (The Table V: 55) (“Islam is peace!” President Bush)

As you can see, it is forbidden for a “true Muslim” to even have non-Muslim friends, let alone
tolerate us. One would think that marrying a non-Muslim would be forbidden if even mere
friendship with an unbeliever is forbidden. Notice also that a Muslim can murder a non-Muslim
without fear of being executed. In Muslim 4138 it says that the Prophet had ordered that the head
of a Jew should be smashed between two stones because he smashed the head of a Muslim girl,
yet in another case (Muslim 4151) where a Muslim woman broke a non-Muslim’s teeth, the
perpetrator was only required to pay a small fee instead of applying the Islamic Law which
demands “eye for an eye and tooth for tooth.”

Furthermore, a Jew, Hindu, Christian or a non-Muslim may not provide evidence in court,
especially against a Muslim.

As a matter of fact in an Islamic nation an infidel is merely a necessary evil who is barely
tolerated. To Islam, “Human Rights” is sheer nonsense, especially when it involves an infidel.
The only reason infidels are even permitted to live in an Islamic nation is for the cheap labor,
because Islamic Law demands that non-Muslims pay a humiliation tax known in Koranic terms
as jaziya.

In addition to the humiliation tax, a non-Muslim must wear distinctive clothes and have a clear
unbeliever mark on his house to warn Muslims that an unbeliever lives there. Muslims are not
permitted to associate with them or to attend funerals with them. Possessing arms and riding
horses is also forbidden to a non-Muslim, and the Islam tradition demands that a non-Muslim
give way to a Muslim when walking on the same path or walkway.

Now let us deal with the “Rights of Women” in Islam.

Rights of Women

I suppose one should ask, “what rights of women” in Islam?

Because Mohammed was an absolute control freak, he uses the excuse that because woman
deceived Adam the woman had to be reduced to the status of a complete slave. He knew that if he
included any rights for women what so ever in his scheme of things, eventually women would
seek more rights and that would not play well with the dictatorial type-men of his likeness.

On the other hand he was faced with a paradox, knowing that he had to establish his doctrine in
such a way that women would not rebel against Islam and eventually bring about its downfall.
For this reason Mohammed made sure that women were allowed the bare minimal liberties, so
they could be fooled to buy into Islam, not that they were left with much of a choice.

Mohammed had to make sure that on the surface Islam appeared generous and gentle in this
regard. But when Islamic Law and the practice of it is examined, it is far from being gentle and
generous.

One of the smoke screens Muslims use when trying to convert others, or to appease a non-
Muslim is in the claim that Islam is the very first religion which granted women the right to
divorce their husbands and to own property. This of course is an absolute lie, since many
religions, Including Judaism and Christianity granted these rights and in a much better and liberal
fashion as well. As a matter of fact, the very mother of the Arabs, Hagar, was herself the



property of a Jewish woman named Sarah. In Islam women can never exercise these rights
simply because they are forbidden to participate in any form of social life:

"And so to the believing women, that they
cast down their eyes and guard their private
parts, and reveal not their adornment

save such as is outward; and let them cast
their veils over their bosoms, and not reveal .."
(Light XXIV: 30)

"O Prophet, say to the wives and daughters

and the believing women, that they draw

their veils close to them .."

(The Confederates XXXIII: 55) (“Islam is peace!” President Bush)

"Remain in your houses; and display not
your finery, as did the pagans of old."
(The Confederates XXXIII: 25) (“Islam is peace!” President Bush)

And this seals the faith of their so-called “rights” beyond dispute:

"Men are the managers of the affairs of women

for that God has preferred in bounty

One of them over another...

Righteous women are therefore obedient...

And those you fear may be rebellious

admonish; banish them to their coaches

and beat them." (Women IV: 35) (Allah and Islam is peace?)

Islam restricts women to the home and the wearing of a veil and since man is appointed as the
manager of all the affairs of women with authority to even go as far as to “beat them” if they are
not obedient to their demands. Therefore a Muslim woman’s rights to own property is just an
attractive gimmick, a smoke screen, like a beautiful flower with an awful odor, it is merely given
to women to entice and bribe them. Those rights are practically non-existent for Muslim women.

As far as Khula (right to divorce) is concerned, while a man can divorce a woman whenever he
wishes, for a woman this is a process of going through a nightmare and mostly impossible or
impractical to say the least. In addition, she is to face the wrath of Allah and his peaceful angels if
she divorces without absolute justification. 99.9% of the time the judges of this male chauvinistic
sick society will ignore the pleas of a woman as the judges are males and rarely, very rarely does
a Muslim woman succeed.

Let’s examine this Khula a bit, shall we?

Ibn-e-Majah, vol. 1, page 571: “A wife must not seek divorce from her husband without a serious
cause. If she does, she will not enter paradise. If she can prove her case, she will be awarded
decree only if she returns all that her husband had bestowed on her as an entitlement or outright
gift. A woman who seeks Khula, cannot expect settlement!”



According to the law of inheritance the value of one male is equal to two women, (Women IV
10). The law of evidence is even worse; not only is a woman worth half as a man, but she is not
permitted to introduce evidence while the male can if male witnesses are available.

In light of the limitations and restrictions Islamic Law has imposed on women, it is safe and
honest to conclude that this was done deliberately in order to deprive women of any human
rights, and turn them into mere sexual toys, house pets and slaves, which causes men to flock to
Islam.

The woman'’s religious duty is to produce the maximum number of children, Ibn-e-Majah Vol. 1,
page 518 and 523 in his "SUNUN:" The Prophet said "Getting married is my basic doctrine.
Whoso does not follow my example, is not my follower. Marry, so that I can claim preference
over other communities (Jews and Christians) owing to commanding a greater number of
followers . "

"MISHKAT?" reports in Vol. 3 page 119, a similar hadith:
"On the Day of Judgement, I shall have the greater number of followers than any other prophet..."

Clearly Mohammed was after followers, fame, power and fortunes and the sure way to
accomplish this was through subjecting woman to the absolute authority of man thus becoming
mere baby-factories and slaves.

Under Islam the Muslim woman lives with the constant fear of what might happen to her if her
husband deserts her, (especially once she has mothered many children). This alone is enough to
keep her under his absolute control.

Let’s go even further on this subject:

"And monasticism they invented - We

did not prescribe it for them - only

seeking the good pleasure of God; but

they observed it not as it should be observed."

To make this quite simple and to the point, the Christians are insulted here because the enjoyment
of women sexually is "the good pleasure of God” for man. So woman’s purpose and duty is
clearly to be man’s sex toys and slaves. In exchange for being man’s slave, the woman is entitled
to be loved by her husband, something which is rarely practiced by Muslim men, and this “love”
for their wives is also subject to the husband’s discretion for the most part.

Under Islam, a woman MUST consent sexually to all her husband’ desires; in fact there is no
such concept as consent, when it comes to sex. The woman is obligated to submit no matter what,
as her husband has full authority over her body; she is practically a slave and there is no other
way to say it. One might sugar coat it with many different flavors of sugar, but it is what it is-
slavery.

Mohammed was not stupid in this regard; he made sure that males were ascended to a superior
status while women were subjected to humiliation in equal proportions. Here, judge for yourself,
don’t take my word for it:

"Women have such honorable rights as obligations
but their men have a degree above them."
(The Cow: 225)



This is one of the most hotly debated verses which the Islamic zealots always try to use as proof
to the would be female convert of the equality of the sexes.

Let’s see what the hadith has to say on this:

"If women comply with your commands, do not
molest them ..Listen carefully, they have a right
over you that you take care of their food and wear."
(Ibn-e-Majh, Vol. 1, p. 519)

So the only real rights a woman has is to get food and clothes and even these are conditional on
her obedience to her owner, her husband. To put it quite simply, under Islamic Law, man is
superior to woman. The following should make this point crystal clear:

1." ..marry such women
as seem good to you, two, three, four."
( Women: 1)

Here Islamic Law gives men the choice of having up to four wives and as you may already know,
as many concubines as he can afford. (On a side note, don’t you think it is strange that the west
says nothing about the thousands of white young girls rich Muslim men in Islamic nations buy
from kidnapping-Mafia? That is right, if you ever have the opportunity to visit a rich Muslim man
in Saudi Arabia, try sneaking around if you can. You will see at least one or two blonde young
girls/or women who have been bought and forced to be his wives/sex slaves. British, Israeli,
Vatican (VIA), Russian, French and American intelligence have been aware of this for a long
time, but due to cheap oil prices this subject has been successfully suppressed.)

Lately, Muslim scholars have been hard at work inventing all sorts of interpretations to attempt to
reconcile the great shame of Islam’s polygamy doctrine. Some of them claim that having more
than one husband is forbidden because it becomes impossible to know the real father of a child.
This worked well for them until the invention of DNA testing, so they will have to come up with
newer interpretations. Either way, they cannot at the same time claim “equal rights” between men
and women as those clerics on TV have been trying to feed the west every time our naive TV
networks becomes their mouthpiece.

Akbar the Great of India had 5,000 concubines and his son, Jehangir, had no fewer than 6,000! 1
suppose this is one form of private brothels, but that would be putting it mildly especially in light
of a recent trend which brings Muslim leaders to the microphones of the naive western media
where they have the audacity to speak of morals and human rights.

As a matter of fact, Muslim scholars have the chutzpah to claim that just as men have rights over
women so do women have rights over men. This is their claim as proof of equality, but the only
right a woman has over a man is the right to be fed and clothed, and again, that too is conditional.
Providing the woman merits it by being absolutely obedient to every command and wish of her
owner, the husband, only then is she to be fed and clothed. It is a master slave relationship, make
no mistake about it.

"If I were to order someone to prostrate before other
than God, I would have commanded woman to



prostrate before her husband.

If a husband tells his wife to keep carrying a load of
stones from that red mountain to that black mountain,
she must obey him whole heartedly."

(Ibn-e-Majah, Vol. 1, ch. 592, p 520)

"By God, who controls the life of Muhammad, a woman cannot discharge her duty towards God
until she has discharged her duty towards her husband: if she is riding a camel and her husband
expresses his desire, she must not refuse."”

(Ibn-e-Maja, Vol. 1, ch. 592, p 520)

Even if the woman is in the middle of baking bread at a communal oven where time-share is of
the essence, the wife must drop whatever she is doing at once and report to her husband for sex if
he ordered her to come. (Tirmzi, Vol. 1, p 428)

It should be noted that Islamic Law is set up in such a way that it makes it extremely hard for a
woman to get a divorce from her husband, especially since the father gets custody by default.
This inhumane law is one of those rules, which makes divorce hard but it is one of many which
ensures man’s grip over the woman.

This superiority starts right from the lowest in Islamic society:

"Aisha said that she had a slave and a slave-girl who

were married. She told the Prophet that she wanted to
set them free. He said that she ought to free the slave

(man) first."

(Ibn-e-Majah,Vol. 2, ch. 130, p 100)

On evidence again:

" ..And call in to witness,

two witnesses, men; or if the two be
not men, then one man and two women,
such witnesses as you approve of .."
(The Cow: 280)

As I have stated earlier, one man is equal to two women when it comes to legal proceedings!
But perhaps this is a good time to bring in the myth about the limit on four wives:

"And if you desire to exchange a wife
in place of another ..take of her nothing .."
( Women: 20 )

In other words, a Muslim man can have as many wives as he wishes, providing he keeps swiping
them for new models, so that the number 4 is not exceeded at any time. Divorcing for a man is
quite easy since he needs not provide any reason for doing so. Hassan, one of the Holy prophet’s
grandsons used this method, he had gone through 70 wives. He would marry during the day and
after a few days he would divorce to get a new model. Sadly, those former wives now remained



his concubines having been left pregnant, and since they were mere concubines they had no rights
at all.

During the Roman Empire the Romans executed any man who had sex with a concubine by force,
yet Islam encourages the practice in order to attract followers. Let me tell you this, even though |
am an atheist, this alone makes Islam quite attractive; I could go to a Muslim country with a few
thousand dollars and set myself up as quite a “king in my castle” if you will. Of course I abhor
Islam and this practice so I would never do it, but [ assure you, it is quite tempting.

As far as raping a concubine under Islamic Law, there is no prohibition against it, but there is a
law, which punishes the woman, and not the man for “indecent” acts...

"Such of you women as commit indecency

call four of you to witness against them;

and if they witness; then detain them

in their houses until death takes them

or God appoints for them a way." (Women: 20)

So far no Muslim scholar has come forth to explain what "Or God appoints for them a way," in
which case it clearly implies death by incarceration and maybe even floggings or stoning to death
as is usually the case. But not to worry, “Islam is peace” because President Bush said it is; that’s
Republicans for you. Go figure.

Man’s authority over women is not limited to his own wife; it goes even further. For example, if a
man does not like his daughter-in-law and tells his son to divorce her the son must do so and the
father does not have to give any reason for disliking her. (Tirmzi,Vol. 1 p 440)

The Holy prophet Mohammed left yet another famous Muslim tradition, which Mullahs (religious
leaders) recite with great pride to show the depth of brotherly love amongst Muslims:

"Behold my two wives and select the one you like the best."

A famous Medinite Muslim (an Ansar) made this brotherly gesture to another Muslim at the time
Mohammed had to run from Mecca together with his followers to seek refuge in Medina. The
offer was accepted, so an-Ansar divorced her on the spot so he could give her as a gift to the
other. Once again you can see for yourself that to a Muslim man a woman is merely a souvenir, if
that.

Let’s look at another hadith:

“In the battle fought against FAZARA under the command of Abu Bakr, a very pretty Arab girl
was given as share of booty to Salama Bin Al-Akwa. He had not seduced her (raped her) when
the Prophet met him in the street, and said, " O Salama, give me that girl, may God bless your
father." Salam said, "She is for you, Messenger of Allah! By Allah I have not yet disrobed (raped)
her. "

The Messenger of Allah sent her to the people of Mecca, and surrendered her as a ransom for a
number of Muslims who had been kept there as prisoners.“(Muslim: 4345)

So this Holy Prophet, Mohammed, accepted girls and women as gifts. The Coptic Mary, who
gave birth to one of his sons, is an example in point.



“The Prophet declared from the pulpit at Hajj, a wife must not spend anything belonging to her
husband without his permission, and this prohibition equally applied to buying foodstuff.”
(Tirmzi Vol. 1, p 265)

“Even in religious matters of great importance, a wife is subjected to her husband's command.
There are several hadiths which say that a wife may not observe fasting without her husband's
permission in case he wants to have sexual intercourse with her.” ( Tirmzi, Vol . 1, p 300 )

Because men are so attracted to women, Islam treats woman as a devil:

“The Prophet unintentionally looked at a woman and was aroused. He went home and had
intercourse with Zainab (one of his pretty wives). He said, "Woman faces you as Devil. If you are
affected by her charm, have intercourse with your wife because she has the same thing as the
woman who affected you."”

(Tirmzi, Vol. 1, p 428)

The Prophet said:

“Woman has been created from a rib which is twisted.

If you try to straighten it, you will break it. It is

desirable to make the best use of it as it is.”

(Tirmzi, Vol. 1 p 440)

Here is a hadith which Muslim women must be proud of:

The woman whose husband remains happy at night, and

every night, she will be admitted into paradise.

(Tirmzi, Vol. 1, p 428)

As you can see, gratification of man's lust is an act equal to or of worshipping God!

The above is secured with:

“The woman who decorates herself for anyone other than her own husband is like darkness of the
Day of Judgement.” (Tirmzi, Vol. 1, p 430)

16. A woman, by nature, is man’s only calamity:

The Prophet said that he had not left for man any calamity, which could hurt him except woman.
(Tirmzi, Vol. 2 p 286)

Here is another Islamic beauty:

“A woman is not a believer if she undertakes a journey, which may last three days or longer,
unless she is accompanied by her husband, son, father or brother.” (Tirmzi, p 431)

“If a woman refuses to come to bed when invited by her husband, she becomes a target of the
curses of angels. Exactly the same happens if she deserts her husband's bed.” (Bokhari, Vol. 7 p
93)



“A woman in many ways is deprived of the possession of her own body. Even her milk
belongs to her husband.” (Bokhari Vol. 7, p 27)

Birth control is forbidden a woman:

The Prophet said: "When wife vexes her husband, then houri of paradise utter curses on her
saying, 'may God destroy you because he is with you only for a short time; he will shortly leave
you to come to us.' (Ibn-e-Majah, Vol. 1, p 560)

The Prophet said, "4 woman's evidence carries half the weight of that of a man .. it is owing to
lack of wisdom on their part. However, they are also injurious to the dignity of faith and cannot
be allowed to say prayer during the period of menstruation or observe tasting." (Mishkat, Vol. 1,

p 19)

The Prophet said: "Beware of women because the calamity that the Israelite suffered was caused
by women."” (Mishkat, Vol. 2, p 70)

The Prophet said: "Misfortune is a part of womanhood, residence and horse.” (Mishkat, Vol. 2, p
70)

The Prophet said: "No woman should perform a marriage ceremony of another woman or her
own because such a woman is the true seducer." (Mishkat, Vol. 2, p 78)

The Prophet said: "If Eve was not created, no woman would have been dishonest towards her
husband.” (Mishkat, Vol. 2, p 98)

The Prophet said: "When a man calls his wife to bed and she refuses and he is angered, then
angels keep cursing her all night ..even the Master of Sky (God) is annoyed with her until
husband is reconciled with her." (Mishkat, Vol. 2, p 100)

28. The Prophet said: "When a woman dies, if her husband was pleased with her, she goes to
paradise.” (Mishkat, Vol. 2, p 102)

29. The Prophet said: "On the Day of Judgement, a husband shall not be questioned for beating
his wife.” (Mishkat, Vol. 2, p 105)

Dealing with "feminine brutes." The Koran says: "And those you fear may be rebellious
admonish; banish them to their couches, and beat them. If they then obey you, look not for any
way against them." (Women: 35)

A hadith says:

" ..women had become bold with their men, and so the Prophet authorized beating them. As a
result, seventy women, during one evening, gathered at the residence of the Prophet to complain
ruefully against their husbands, who they thought, were not good people." (Ibn-e-Majah, Vol. 1, p
553)

"And say to the believing women, that they
cast down their eyes and guard their private
parts, and reveal not their adornment



save such as is outward; and let them cast
their veils over their bosoms, and not reveal
their adornment save to their husbands..." (Light XXIV: 30)

Again:

"O Prophet, say to the wives and daughters
and the believing women, that they draw
their veils close to them:" (The Confederates 33: 55)

Then came:
"And stay in your houses...” (The Confederates 33: 25)

So the Arab woman became a Muslim woman and as such she was reduced to the status of a sex
slave, house slave and a political pawn for the enjoyment of man.

It is of importance to know that Mohammed sealed many alliances with various powerful men
such as Umar, Abu Bakr, Uthman and Ali, all sealed through marriages. These are the men who
held the status of high ranks and dignity at the side of Mohammed, for having been helpful in the
spreading of Islam and are also co-founding fathers of the Arab Empire.

The rise of women to political power in nations such as Pakistan, Turkey and Bangladesh is
merely a sign of spiritual decline and not to be seen as within the Islamic Law. In fact, Pakistani
women have lost their positions when the military coup overthrew the government and set itself
up as the new government, which is now heading back to the Islamic Law style. Furthermore,
these liberal Muslim nations are constantly in strife with religious wars between the liberal
Muslims and the Strict Koranic Muslims. Many Muslim nations, which attempted democracy and
modernization and liberal laws, have already failed as the true Muslims have overtaken them.

Now that we have explored the true nature of Islam with regards to Human Rights and women of
this world it is important that I do not conclude this chapter before I show you just how important
sexual enjoyment is to Allah and his holy men.

Not only did Allah turn earthly women into sexual toys and slaves but the women of the world to
come, which are called HOURIS, are also specially made for the true Muslim men to enjoy once
they enter paradise. The Koran describes the HOURIS, as being the most delightful, delicate and
sensual and obtaining them is one of the highest goals and honor for the Muslim men to enjoy. As
a matter of fact Islam has special prayers through which men plead with Allah solely for the
granting them HOURIS; these supernatural sex machines are said to be the “the providers of the
most exquisite and charming sexual pleasures.” For these reasons uneducated and weak minded
men embrace and stick to Islam, so that they may have part in the Islamic paradise. So you see,
Islam is a bewitching bribe for many men and a most attractive one indeed!

Islamic salvation entails obtaining entry into the “land of houris” where there is no end to sensual
delight and satisfaction, stars in the sky, flowers in the garden and the best foods in abundance;
all for man’s sake. All Allah asks of man is that he becomes a Muslim and lives and die as a
Muslim.

Mohammed was no fool, he knew man’s greatest weaknesses and made sure to exploit it fully as
no religion before his has done.



What is a houri?
The Koran says:

" ... for them (the Muslims) is reserved a definite provision. Fruit and a great honor in the
Gardens of Bliss reclining upon couches arranged face to face, a cup from a fountain being
passed round to them, white, a pleasure to the drinkers ..... and with them wide-eyed maidens
flexing their glances as if they were slightly concealed pearls."

( The Rangers 40: 45 )

"Surely for the God-fearing

awaits a place of security,

gardens and vineyards

and maidens with swelling bosoms." (The Tidings 30)

But Allah even included a bonus:

"Surely the pious shall be in bliss,

upon couches gazing:

You find in their faces the shining bliss

as they are offered to drink of wine sealed,
whose seal is musk ... and whose mixture
is Tasnim, a fountain at which to drink
those brought nigh." (The Stinters 20: 25)

Hadith Tirmzi, volume two (p. 35-40) which gives details of houris, the ever-young virgins of
paradise:

1. An houri is a most beautiful young woman with a transparent body. The marrow of her bones
is visible like the interior lines of pearls and rubies. She looks like a red wine in a white glass.

2. She is of white colour, and free from the routine physical disabilities of an ordinary woman
such as menstruation, menopause, urinal and offal discharge, child-bearing, and the related
pollution.

3. She is a woman characterized by modesty and flexing glances; she never looks at any man
except her husband, and feels grateful for being the wife of her husband.

4. An houri is a young woman, free from odium and animosity. Besides, she knows the meaning
of love and has the ability to put it into practice.

5. An houri is an immortal woman, who does not age. She speaks softly and does not raise voice
at her man; she is always reconciled with him. Having been brought up in luxury, she is a luxury
herself.

6. An houri is a girl of tender age, having large upright breasts. Houris dwell in palaces of
splendid surrounding.

Mishkat, volume three says on pages 83-97:



7. If an houri looks down from her abode in heaven onto the earth, the whole distance shall be
filled with light and fragrance...

8. An houri's face is more radiant than a mirror, and one can see one's image in her cheek. The
marrow of her shins is visible to the eyes.

9. Every man who enters paradise shall be given seventy-two houris; no matter at what age he had
died, when he enters paradise, he will become a thirty-year-old, and he will not age any further.

10. Tirmzi, Vol. 2 states on page 138:

In this chapter I have given an absolutely honest and accurate view of Islamic human rights and
particularly the status and non-rights of women. Perhaps you should look up everything [ have
said here, and please do reflect on it, because the very future of our existence as a race may very
well depend on it. It is my sincere belief that unless we work to put a stop to this savagery as soon
as possible, by the time the Arabs arm themselves with nuclear weapons it may very well be too
late.
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Frxxe**The Omnipotent God ?*******

First of all I wish for you, the reader, to understand that this essay is written in such language as to appeal
to the average person and not just to the intellectual. The average person is poorly educated and lacks the
mental grandeur to understand scholarly language. For this reason traditional arguments against the
existence of God, put forth by many scholars have failed to reach through the minds of the unsophisticated,
the simple minded if you will. This is made clear in that theologians have not bothered to put forth counter
arguments in forms which can be understood by their followers, and preachers have purposely ignored or
failed to mention in their temples of brainwashing the existence of these arguments. The best arguments
against god therefore remain unknowable to the masses, as if they do not even exist; the blind followers of
religion have never encountered them and so, their minds are blind still.

One of the things you will never hear a preacher or theologian admit openly is that there is no rational
proof of god’s existence; that it is impossible, logically speaking, for such proof to exist. In order for me to
show you just how true this fact is, I will use the “Omnipotence” of god claim, one of the characteristics of
god which theists have assigned to their god(s), and the problem of evil. Please note that my argument
against god in this case is purely logical and rational, therefore, if you are not well educated in the laws of
logic and subject, do not expect to understand what you will read henceforth.

One of the things I will show you is that theological doctrines put forth in the Bible and Koran as well as
many other religious dogma, are inconsistent and leads the laymen to reject reason with extreme attitudes
when these problems are brought to their attention. This essay is intended for the theists whom not only
believe in a god, but that their god is also wholly good as well as omnipotent. Such is the case with the
Biblical and Islamic god. Also note that [ have excluded the mythical figure called “Satan” from this
equation as it does not concern Satan but the faith and claims of this “Omnipotent god” alone and in this
case the existence or non-existence of Satan is irrelevant. However, I will address this issue later or
perhaps in another essay.



To get right to the point and root of the problem let me simply state it clearly: God is wholly good; god is
omnipotent; and yet evil exists. There is a clear contradiction between these three statements, and only
two of them could be true and one false. Nevertheless, all three of them are essential parts of the biblical
god-character and Christian and theistic doctrines. This problem is not merely a theological problem but a
logical problem in that when critically analyzed it either undermines the very idea of the Biblical god, or on
the other hand, logic and reason must be thrown out and ignored completely.

So, let’s look at the problem in-depth so as to cover all bases and not leave any loopholes, let’s not
overlook any premise on the subject. Let’s be objective to the minute details to “leave no stone unturned”
and see “if these things be true” to quote one of the great defenders and creators of the very myths in
question, Paul. The problem is not self evident to the average reader, so for this reason I shall now outline
the very basics of their own doctrines with regards to “good” “omnipotent” and “evil” etc. This way the
reader will understand the premises better than he/she could ever get from a preacher; since preachers are
in the business of confusing people and not showing them the light. Preachers and theologians are in the
business of evading logic and reason; only when they convince their followers to ignore these two greatest
tools of the mind, only then can they be assured of a continuous income.

Back to our subject. Good simply means that it is opposed to evil, that pleasure is opposed to pain, that
happiness is opposed to suffering etc. Good things, the preachers teach, eliminate evil, that “the good shall
overcome the evil” until evil is extinguished. God, being omnipotent, therefore can overcome and eliminate
all evil; this is because he is omnipotent-he can do anything. That is what the theologian and preachers
preach. Yet here we are, in reality, and to put it quite simply, evil still exists, and this all-good god has
failed to eliminate evil. “God has a plan” the theist would reply. We’ll see about that.

Question: Is god also evil? Can god be all-good without also being equally evil? Can good exist without
evil? What would we compare good to if we never know what evil is? How can we determine that a god is
all-good if he has no evil attributes to compare the good to? Can God create good without also creating evil
at the same time?

First of all, if god is all-good and incapable of evil, then certainly god has limits and in turn is not
omnipotent. If there are limits to what god can or cannot do, then you must admit that your god is not
omnipotent. If you are willing to admit that god is also evil, then you must change your doctrine and
discard the parts of the bible which claim otherwise.

Furthermore, the theists and the Bible, as well as the Koran, claim that god can also do what is logically
impossible. The theologians and preachers as well as the laymen alike insist that god is the author of the
laws of logic as well; that god is the one who created logic. Now I ask you this: Does god think logically?
Does he use the same standards that he sets forth for others to follow; does he practice what he preaches?
Or is god not bound by logical necessities?

If god created logic, as you claim, then he created evil as well; you can’t have your cake and eat it too!
Many evils are logical necessities and either you accept logic and reason or commit yourself to an insane
asylum. Either something is or is not; a thing cannot be both A and B at the same time; it is either A or B.
Furthermore, if god does use logic, then he is not omnipotent, since he is BOUND by the laws of logic
which he created. Furthermore, if god does not use logic, then what standard of discipline is there for an
intelligent being?

Either evil is opposed to good or it is not. If evil, as is taught by your Bible is not evil any more, than you
must give up on your Bible and your god; on the other hand, if you insist the bible is true, then you must
conclude that evil no longer exists.

Let me put forth yet another argument directly related to the subject of this essay. Suppose your god were
to take you to heaven, where there is no evil at all; how would you be able to enjoy the all-good nature of
heaven? To what would you be able to compare each experience of every moment spent there in order for
you to recognize it as good and pleasant? How would this be possible, without any challenges? Fact is you



would not be able to; you would be worse than a vegetable in such a state, no different than a person in a
coma would be.

Now, some would argue that god had to use evil in order to teach us about what is good. To those who
make this claim, or similar ones, my reply is that: if this is so, then god is not omnipotent; god was bound
by a limitation, a limitation which prevented him from being able to demonstrate good to us without evil.
Fact is, without evil good cannot exist-period. You cannot demonstrate to me that a certain action is good
without putting forth an example of evil. Furthermore, you cannot demonstrate to me anything good
without letting me experience the evil. If you admit this is true, and it is to any sane and intelligent person,
then you must admit that your god is not omnipotent. If god could have designed a planet with humans
without any evil on it but did not, then your god is not wholly good. Furthermore, if he had made such a
planet, the beings he would create would not be able to choose anything; they would be robots or
vegetable-like.

Now let me present yet another related argument. Would the universe be better off without any evil in it? If
yes, you must redefine what evil is and what it is not; in other words, some of the things, which are
destructive by their very nature, would have to be considered good. This would include hurricanes and
earthquakes and such. These things would have to be eliminated or simply declared a blessing. But you
would still be faced with a lala-land situation where nothing has any meaning or value because to have the
ability to value anything you have to understand the meaning of loss-of-value. Without losses the gains are
meaningless, there are no challenges, the mind would be reduced to a vegetable state, there would be
nothing to aspire for, nothing to desire and nothing to miss.

Some of the other values or characteristics ascribed to god. Since “benevolence” is also one of god’s
attributes, how is it that god keeps misery in existence? Could god make the virtue of benevolence possible
without misery? If so, how? It is a logical impossibility. So if god can do it illogically but not logically,
then again god is bound by an inability and hence he is not omnipotent. I know that many of you will run
to the “god can do anything because he is god” argument. To this [ would simply say that A is not B yet A
and B are both A at the same time. If you do not understand what this means then you know how
unintelligible YOUR “mystery” argument is. When you reduce god to a simple “mystery” then you cannot
claim to know anything about him. Not honestly anyway. Either god can be known or cannot be known. If
he cannot be known then he might as well not exist. If god can prevent hurricanes from destroying people
and their property and does not, then benevolence cannot be ascribed to him. Not by an honest person to
say the least. If god does not pr