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Solomon said, "Wisdom is the principal thing; therefore get wisdom, and with all 
your getting, get understanding". Clearly he is suggesting that wisdom can be had apart 
from understanding, which might appear counterintuitive at first. Biblically speaking, 
though, the two words are distinctly different. Wisdom and understanding are not the 
same thing, nor does one necessarily include or preclude the other. The word translated 
here as 'understanding' means to separate mentally, whereas wisdom tends to indicate ju-
dicious discernment, the ability to provide protection and guidance. Wisdom might in-
struct one not to place a finger on a hot stove, yet lack understanding of the science of 
electrical resistance when passing through a burner element, causing it to become hot. 
Clearly wisdom, in this instance, is the principal thing if one is only interested in protect-
ing flesh or just boiling water. However, understanding the science of electrical resistance
possesses one of a greater capacity for learning and is far more interesting. So, Wisdom 
might keep you from burning your finger, but Understanding could lead you to great dis-
coveries and useful inventions, like kitchen appliances.

In my previous exploration of various subjects, as they pertain to critical thinking, i 
only began to plumb the depths of those matters, and that's OK because my purpose has 
always been to illustrate how critical thinking can open things up for better understand-
ing, and wisdom, too, of course, as they appear to be drawn from the same font of knowl-
edge. For the purpose of more clarity, let me say that, although it is obvious that wisdom 
and understanding are plainly different concepts, they are related on various levels, and i 
think maybe that was on Solomon's mind when he penned the above quote.

The subject i wish to pursue in this writing is one that is generally ignored and usu-
ally avoided in open conversation, equally by religious folks as well as those not so in-
clined. The title, "Who is WHO?", refers to multiple beings found within the pages of the 
compendium known generically as The Bible. Generically, i say, because that label has 
been applied to more collections of writings than most religious folks would care to ac-
knowledge. You know who they are. They are compelled by their indoctrination to believe, 
or at least to claim to believe, that The Bible is perfect, literally perfect in every way. But 
of course the Bible is not now nor has it ever been perfect. Not only is it not perfect, it is 
not even the same book known and loved by its adherents from generation to generation. 
For example, the books known as "The Apocrypha" have been included, then excluded 
over time, and there have been, by some accounts, more than forty different books delib-
erately removed from inclusion in what various tribes of scholars and religious pundits 
deem worthy of the label "Inspired Writings". There are books referenced or quoted in 
The Bible that do not appear within its covers. For example, there is the Book of Enoch 
and the Book of the Wars of YHVH. Besides the books themselves, there are several per-
sonages mentioned within that are identified by labels, terms and names that do not bear 
up under scholarly or even logical investigation. For example, everyone knows about an-
gels, but how many know what an angel is? The truth is, almost no one. In fact, the word 
thus translated in the so-called Old Testament simply means 'dispatched, as a deputy, a 
messenger'. The Greek word, angelos, means the same thing, so anyone could be an angel
except for the fact that some of the Biblical characters identified as angels were reported 
to be capable of remarkable feats. They could appear and disappear from sight, blind an 
unruly mob, for instance, but the term was never used to identify a certain class or race of
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beings called 'angels'. In other words, although the various beings that were "dispatched, 
as deputies or messengers" were all called 'angels', there is no indication that the term 
was meant to identify a specific race or species of being. The author of the Book of He-
brews quoted "someone" as saying that man was made a little lower than the angels, so it 
is safe to conclude that there was some qualifying factor to being dispatched as that par-
ticular type of deputy or messenger, some class or race of beings that were created a little
higher than mankind. In Job 38, YHVH asked Job if he was able to "bind the sweet influ-
ences of the Pleiades", an interesting question in itself. The fact that Job or anyone from 
that era even knew the Pleiades existed raises a number of perplexing questions. In the 
same passage, though, Job was asked about Orion, Arcturus and the power of the entire 
Zodiac in its dominion over the earth. Could the inhabitants native to those star systems 
be possible candidates for the status of 'Deputy' or angel? Are Pleiadians or Arcturians 
similar species or even in the same family as Orionites? The problem is that without un-
derstanding to whom it is those labels, terms and names actually refer, any wisdom one 
might gain from such a study would certainly be limited, if not actually tainted. So, in de-
termining Who is WHO, we'll be examining gods, God and GOD, angels, demons, devils 
and The Devil, Satan, the Serpent, the Dragon, Lucifer, the Father in Heaven and the Holy
Spirit. Once we have sorted through this list, many of the reasons for confusion and dis-
agreement among religious sects and denominations will begin to diminish significantly. 
Although i am confident that this exercise will remove the confusion caused by incorrect 
translation of various words, the causes for the rancor and lack of unity among religious 
people are not likely to yield to anything less than a sincere change of heart. People must 
choose to stop bickering over things that don't really matter and cannot be proved any-
way.

For example, a prominent TV evangelist, now deceased, was long known for saying, 
"GOD is a good God", or maybe it should be written, "God is a good god", or even "GOD is 
a good god", but it's impossible to know which would be correct, simply because of the 
fact that almost no one has ever seen fit to try and work out the confusion caused by the 
lack of understanding of why this one word is so often used in the Biblical texts with so 
many different grammatical inflections. Try this exercise to see if it makes sense: Replace 
the word 'god' with its inverse, 'dog'. How silly does it sound to say, "Dog is a good dog"? 
How about, "There may be many dogs, but there is only one true Dog"? Why did the 
"translators" choose one form over another in all the various places? Is there a clue within
the context why one was used to the exclusion of the others? Does one choice derive from 
a completely different word, and if so, why didn't the scholars translate it differently in-
stead of merely altering the word's capitalization? It is expected, at this point, for the 
reader to be wondering why it really matters. By answering these questions, as they per-
tain to each of the above listed terms, labels and names, we will begin to dispel ignorance 
and maybe provide insight into both Solomon's wisdom and his understanding. In fact, we 
will see, by a preponderance of the evidence to be provided, that the "translators" were no
more doing their jobs than modern day mainstream media "reporters" are doing theirs. 
Like the fake news of today, those disreputable scholars were putting the desired "spin" 
on things to please their masters and to promote the specified agenda of their day. Let us 
embark then on our quest for understanding, and perhaps we will also get some Wisdom 
as we go.

For many centuries, Wisdom has eluded religious leaders and laymen alike regard-
ing this one simple word: god, God, GOD. Depending on how it is spelled, these pundits 
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will tell you that each one means something entirely different although they are indeed 
the same word, but essentially, they all agree the meanings vary from "false deity", to "the
real deity", to "Personal Identifier". Although a common understanding persists, few are 
willing to dig beyond the surface and challenge not only the inaccurate choice of words 
used in the translations, but also the hidden motives of the ancient scholars who were 
called upon to translate the sacred writings of antiquity. Identifying those hidden motives 
can best be achieved by exposing the blatant errors of translation and the consistency 
with which they occur. Is "god" synonymous with "deity"? That is the presumption upon 
which almost everyone agrees, but once you've examined the ancient texts with common 
reference works, like Strong's Exhaustive Concordance, it soon becomes clear that it is 
not. Is "God" a proper name or a title of some sort? The reader may be surprised by what 
is easily discovered with even a cursory examination of the facts. What is it about the all 
caps "GOD" that sets it apart from the other versions of the word? Why is it different, or is
it?

To begin the study, one must be familiar with basic reference works. The gold stan-
dard for serious Bible students has long been Strong's Exhaustive Concordance with 
Greek and Hebrew/Chaldean Dictionaries. With this one book, virtually every word in the 
King James Version (KJV) of the Bible can be identified by the actual word in the Hebrew 
(Chaldean) or Greek language found in the most common ancient texts available. In this 
manner, the student can see what word actually presented itself to the translators, and al-
so see more clearly what that word literally meant. Generally this affords the student with
a more comprehensive knowledge and understanding of any particular passage of scrip-
ture. It also provides evidence of incorrect translations at times. More importantly to our 
purpose here is how critical thinking can enable us to compare the literal distinctions of 
the words used by the ancient writers with those chosen by the "translators", and thereby 
acquire some understanding. It is also imperative that we remember that even the oldest 
of all the ancient manuscripts, are only copies or transcriptions, at best, and may actually 
contain interpretations of words and phrases that may not have been perfectly accurate or
possibly even completely honest! Uncovering the truth revealed by this process will in-
evitably pave a road to the ultimate goal of Solomon's recommendation: Wisdom, the prin-
cipal thing; and the wisdom thus gained will allow us to discern the motives hidden within
the fraudulent translations. Then the real Law of Reciprocity will induce the flow of addi-
tional currents of Understanding, if we can employ an allegory. The balanced power of al-
ternating current. Wisdom and Understanding, Wisdom and Understanding. As Tesla 
proved long ago, an alternating current is not only more potent than direct current, but it 
travels long distances more efficiently because it alternates its direction of flow. Wisdom. 
Understanding. So the brain's energy also functions like that. Our brains are essentially 
hardwired this way. Wisdom is the principal thing, but when we change direction and seek
Understanding as well, we gain more of both, and they come to us more easily because of 
the new mental efficiency gained thereby.

To begin our examination of the word "god" in all three of its permutations found 
within the pages of the Bible, we'll address specific examples of scripture. Take this one, 
cut from  Rick Meyers' electronic version of the Bible, called "E_Sword", and pasted be-
low, complete with the words' links to the pertinent dictionary record:

1Sa_5:7  And when the menH376 of AshdodH795 sawH7200 thatH3588 it was so,H3651 
they said,H559 The arkH727 of the GodH430 of IsraelH3478 shall notH3808 abideH3427 
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withH5973 us: forH3588 his handH3027 is soreH7185 uponH5921 us, and uponH5921 
DagonH1712 our god.H430

Note that every passage of scripture examined in this study is from the KJV simply be-
cause that is the version relied upon by James Strong's team of linguists. Also, this pas-
sage contains two examples of the three permutations of the word under examination. 
Each of the superscripts identify where in the related dictionary the word can be found. 
The 'H' signifies the Hebrew/Chaldean Dictionary, while the 'G' pertains to Greek. As one 
can plainly see, both examples are exactly the same. They both were derived from #H430,
elohiym. Yet they are translated differently, and not just differently, but an entirely unre-
lated word is used. Elohiym does NOT mean 'god', although Strong's team of linguists fell 
into the sloppy habit of using a colloquialism instead of the etymologically correct word. If
you follow the etymology of elohiym provided below, you'll find that an honest and more 
accurate rendition of the word would be 'strong ones', as this term is the plural form of 
eloah and is generally deemed to be feminine in character. This reveals the subtle preju-
dice at work in the minds of the scholars, or perhaps the prejudice was a matter of proto-
cols established before the project was begun by those in a position to exert such unto-
ward influence. As you will see, the word developed from the root that means "to be 
strong". As the language progressed, it came to mean anything strong, like an oak tree, a 
pilaster or even a ram. It is easy to see how "ul (ool)" could grow to "ahyil", then "el (ale)",
"eloah", and finally "elohiym", at which point it was used to refer to deities in general. It is
vitally important, though, to realize that the word was also commonly used in deference to
magistrates, because of their political strength. In other words, the word has always 
meant "strength", from its original root throughout its etymological development. As we 
continue the study, it will become clear why the word was purloined and could never be 
legitimately translated as "god". Furthermore finding out what 'god' actually means from 
the Biblical record will undoubtedly shock every reader and possibly cause undue mental 
strain for some.

H430
'ĕlôhııym; el-o-heem' ;א�ל�ה�ים

Plural of H433; gods in the ordinary sense; but specifically used (in the plural thus, 
especially with the article) of the supreme God; occasionally applied by way of 
deference to magistrates; and sometimes as a superlative: - angels, X exceeding, 
God (gods) (-dess, -ly), X (very) great, judges, X mighty.
Total KJV occurrences: 2601

H433
א�לוה	  א�ל�ה	 'ĕlôahh;   'ĕlôahh; el-o'-ah, el-o'-ah

(The second form is rare); probably prolonged (emphatically) from H410; a deity or 
the deity: - God, god. See H430.
Total KJV occurrences: 57

H410
el; ale' ;א�ל
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Shortened from H352; strength; as adjective mighty; especially the Almighty (but 
used also of any deity): - God (god), X goodly, X great, idol, might (-y one), power, 
strong. Compare names in “-el.”
Total KJV occurrences: 242

H352
ayil ah'-yil' אי�ל

From the same as H193; properly strength; hence anything strong; specifically a 
chief (politically); also a ram (from his strength); a pilaster (as a strong support); an 
oak or other strong tree: - mighty (man), lintel, oak, post, ram, tree.
Total KJV occurrences: 185

H193
ul ool' אול

From an unused root meaning to twist, that is, (by implication) be strong; the body 
(as being rolled together) also powerful: - mighty, strength.
Total KJV occurrences: 1

Since i am writing this as a student and not as a linguist or even a scholar, it is im-
portant that we not lose sight of our purpose here, which is to clarify the actual meaning 
of certain words in the Bible that have not been properly translated and therefore have 
not been able to deliver to students and casual readers alike correct knowledge. This in 
turn means that without correct knowledge, understanding is essentially impossible, and 
without understanding, any wisdom one might derive from study must be suspect, at best.
Notice how often elohiym is found in the ancient texts: more than two thousand, six hun-
dred times. Almost always this word is translated as either "god" or "God", but if it is con-
sidered without the presumptions of tradition, and examined strictly from an etymological 
perspective, the word actually means "strong ones". It is also generally considered to be 
feminine in character. Plural and feminine! What does that revelation do to the Creation 
Story, as it has been told for centuries? If one has a history of Sunday School or any kind 
of religious training, that history is replete with arguments about how many "gods" there 
are. It was common knowledge in such arenas that 'true believers' comprehend only one 
true "God", and that only heathens and pagans would ever utilize a plurality of such a ti-
tle! Consider the following quotes:

Gen 1:1  In the beginningH7225 GodH430 createdH1254 (H853) the heavenH8064 and the 
earth.H776

Gen 1:26  And GodH430 said,H559 Let us makeH6213 manH120 in our image,H6754 after 
our likeness:

Growing up in the USA after WWII we witnessed the rise of "godless" science claim-
ing that the universe simply came into existence accidentally with no outside intelligent 
influence. Perhaps the most absurd statement ever made by otherwise intelligent and 
even erudite people! The great question of the day was, "Did 'God' really create the heav-
ens and the earth?". Later in our studies of world religions, we were asked to consider if 
maybe there were many "gods" who shared the glory. If we understand that elohiym refers
to a multiplicity of entities, NOT a single Creator, as the above familiar quote clearly im-
plies, we can begin to set aside some of our most basic traditions and myths and perhaps 
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start gaining real knowledge, and the understanding that comes with it. The very thought 
of doing so will probably be too difficult a challenge for many who read this, but if fears of
heresy can be sublimated for just a short time, this knowledge and that yet to be revealed 
will open new vistas of possibility as well as provide defenses for other fears not yet ex-
posed. At long last, it can be said with certainty and genuine understanding that the use 
of the plural in the Creation Story was NOT a reference to the Trinity Doctrine, nor was it 
a mistake. We can now say with authority that "God" did NOT create the heavens or the 
earth! In fact, God didn't create anything. God is a created being and probably one of the 
"sons" of Eloah and the Elohiym, like Satan and Lucifer. It was YHVH, YaHWeH, YaHoVaH,
Yah, the Self-Existing, Source of all that is or can be, including evil, who authored the exis-
tence of the Elohiym, who in turn created the heaven and the earth. "And Elohiym said, 
Let there be light"!

Almost everyone who ever contemplated spiritual or even religious matters has 
been presented with the idea that "God" and Satan are at war, as though there existed 
some level of equality between them that might render the outcome of such a conflict un-
certain. Indeed the Book of Revelation declares that there was war in Heaven, but it never
said who was fighting whom. As new understanding emerges from this study, there may 
prove to be more truth to this common misconception than we realized. Perhaps "God" 
and Satan are at odds with each other as much as Republicants and Demoncrats or Phar-
isees and Sadducees of two thousand years ago. Maybe Conservatives and Liberals are 
just flip sides of the same coin. Maybe "God" and Satan are entities cut from the same 
cloth and their true nature has been deliberately hidden for thousands of years. What if 
"God" is really the personal name of an ancient Babylonian deity, possibly the primary de-
ity of the Chaldean Mystics known as magicians in Biblical parlance? What if the ancient 
servants of "God" were the actual cult of magicians that Moses encountered at Pharaoh's 
Court? What if that same cult still exists today and represents the power structure of what
Biblical prophets called 'the rich men of the earth'? What if that cult is known by other 
monikers, like 'Illuminati', or 'New World Order'? Consider the truth revealed in the Book 
of Job as related to our current study:

Job 1:6  Now there wasH1961 a dayH3117 when the sonsH1121 of GodH430 cameH935 to 
present themselvesH3320 beforeH5921 the LORD,H3068 and SatanH7854 cameH935 
alsoH1571 amongH8432 them. 

Here we see that not only do the Elohiym have "sons" but that there exists some protocol 
for these personages to "present themselves" to yet another being that we have yet to 
identify. Since elohiym is generally considered to be feminine in character, what if eloah is
not only singular but masculine in character? Not to suggest that eloah and the elohiym 
had physical intercourse at times, is it beyond reason to comprehend that their relation-
ships somehow created or fostered the beings that the scriptures identified as "the sons of
elohiym"? Is it then natural and logical to conclude that eloah represents the entity known
in Biblical terms as the Father in Heaven? Typically rendered in all caps by the "transla-
tors", YHVH was misrepresented almost seven thousand times as LORD or GOD! It means 
neither.

H3068
'yehôvah; yeh-ho-vaw ;י�ה�ו�ה
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From H1961; (the) self Existent or eternal; Jehovah, Jewish national name of God: - 
Jehovah, the Lord. Compare H3050, H3069.
Total KJV occurrences: 6521

H3050
yahh yaw י�ה
Contracted for H3068, and meaning the same; Jah, the sacred name: - Jah, the Lord,
most vehement. Cp. names in “-iah,” “-jah.”
Total KJV occurrences: 49

H3069
'yehôvih yeh-ho-vee י�ה�ו�ה
A variation of H3068 (used after H136, and pronounced by Jews as H430, in order 
to prevent the repetition of the same sound, since they elsewhere pronounce H3068 
as H136): - God.
Total KJV occurrences: 302

H1961
'hayah haw-yaw ה�י�ה

A primitive root (compare H1933); to exist, that is, be or become, come to pass 
(always emphatic, and not a mere copula or auxiliary): - beacon, X altogether, be (-
come, accomplished, committed, like), break, cause, come (to pass), continue, do, 
faint, fall, + follow, happen, X have, last, pertain, quit (one-) self, require, X use.
Total KJV occurrences: 3502

H1933
'hava'  havah haw-vaw', haw-vaw  ו�ה ה�ו�א

A primitive root (compare H183, H1961) supposed to mean properly to breathe; to 
be (in the sense of existence): - be, X have.
Total KJV occurrences: 6

Notice the highlighted sections above, how the translators were influenced by their 
traditional misuse of the word "God", as though its meaning supersedes the etymological 
facts. H3068 is almost always translated as the all caps LORD or GOD, but in reality, it 
should be translated as some variant of "YaHWeH", YaHoVaH, etc., or its actual meaning: 
"Self-Existing". Also notice the root word, H1933, means to breathe. Breath is always 
connected to spirit. Remember how Yahshua passed on the Holy Spirit to his disciples? He
breathed on them and said, 'Receive the Holy Spirit'! He also said, 'Whoever blasphemes 
the Father or the Son will be forgiven; but anyone who blasphemes the Holy Spirit will 
never be forgiven'! For this reason, i believe the truths revealed in this study tend to sup-
port the idea that the Holy Spirit is the all encompassing entity identified by the Name 
given to Moses, YHVH, the Self-Existing. Consider the following verse where the Self-
Existing is translated as GOD, which indicates a different entity than the Elohiym of 
Creation!

Gen_6:5  And GODH3068 sawH7200 thatH3588 the wickednessH7451 of manH120 was 
greatH7227 in the earth,H776 and that everyH3605 imaginationH3336 of the 
thoughtsH4284 of his heartH3820 was onlyH7535 evilH7451 continually.H3605 H3117
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When Moses was pressed into service by the Spirit of Yah, he was told this:

Exo 6:2  And GodH430 spakeH1696 untoH413 Moses,H4872 and saidH559 untoH413 
him, IH589 am the LORD:H3068 

Exo 6:3  And I appearedH7200 untoH413 Abraham,H85 untoH413 Isaac,H3327 and unto-
H413 Jacob,H3290 by the name of GodH410 Almighty,H7706 but by my nameH8034 JEHO-
VAHH3068 was I notH3808 knownH3045 to them. 

It's interesting that the translators got the Name right this one time. If you expend the 
energy to count how many times they deliberately translated the name incorrectly, you 
will find it is nearly seven thousand! Another interesting fact found in this example is that 
#H430 elohiym is speaking to Moses, which leads us to wonder what the correct trans-
lation would be in this instance. Should it be as a proper name, 'Elohiym', or as a des-
criptive, like an adjective, 'a strong one', or maybe as a superlative, 'The Strong One'? One
can only speculate in circumstances such as this. What does seem apparent here is that 
the one who Exists apart from all others and all things, the very Source of all that does 
exist or ever has or ever will, has a Name, and that Name says all that needs to be known 
of that one Great Personage: Self-Existing! The very Patriarchs of the Israelite nations, 
Abraham, Isaac and Jacob, only knew him as El Shaddai, The Almighty Strong One. The 
significance of this revelation is inescapable. Now that the Israelites are to be miracu-
lously freed from four hundred and thirty years of bondage, they are to know the personal 
Name of the One who called their ancestors out of their homeland and made a covenant 
with them to create a nation of nations, a nation of kings and priests, and his Name says 
all there is to say about him. He alone is Self-Existing. All deities, planets and peoples 
derive from the Self-Existing One, the Source. His Name isn't "God". He isn't a god or the 
god. He isn't a deity or the deity. As he said to Isaiah:

Isa 45:7  I formH3335 the light,H216 and createH1254 darkness:H2822 I makeH6213 
peace,H7965 and createH1254 evil:H7451 IH589 the LORDH3068 doH6213 allH3605 theseH428

things

Now, for what may well be the most closely guarded secret in Biblical history: The 
actual identity of who "God" really is and why his name has been used to deflect people's 
attention from the depth of reality that is revealed once his scam is exposed. It usually 
takes quite awhile for this truth to set in, but once it does, so much about the Bible and 
religion in general begins to make a lot more sense than ever before.

Isa 65:11  But yeH859 are they that forsakeH5800 the LORD,H3068 that forgetH7913 
(H853) my holyH6944 mountain,H2022 that prepareH6186 a tableH7979 for that 
troop,H1409 and that furnishH4390 the drink offeringH4469 unto that number.H4507 

H1409
gad gawd ג�ד

From H1464 (in the sense of distributing); fortune: - troop.
Total KJV occurrences: 1

H1408
gad gad ג	ד

A variation of H1409; Fortune, a Babylonian deity: - that troop.
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Total KJV occurrences: 0

H4507
'menııy men-ee מ�נ�י

From H4487; the Apportioner, that is, Fate (as an idol): - number.
Total KJV occurrences: 1

We also need to consider the naming of one of Jacob's sons, Gad:

Gen 30:11  And LeahH3812 said,H559 A troop cometh:H1413 and she calledH7121 (H853)

his nameH8034 Gad.H1410 

H1410
gad gawd ג�ד

From H1464; Gad, a son of Jacob, including his tribe and its territory; also a 
prophet: - Gad.
Total KJV occurrences: 71

Take careful note that H1408, H1409 and H1410 are exactly the same in the ancient Chal-
dean language. There are no vowels in that language, and no lower case letters, but the 
little dots that "Hebrew" scholars will tell you are vowel significations were invented lit-
erally thousands of years after the quoted texts were written! What that means is simply 
that no one can say with certainty what vowels actually belong in any words written in 
that language at that time. Any "scholar" who says otherwise is either lying to you or is 
not a scholar at all. The point of this is that whether the word is seen to be a name or not, 
it means 'a troop', but we know for sure that 'G_D' was used as the birth name of a son of 
Jacob because his arrival increased the number of Leah's sons to a small company, a 
troop, in other words. From the context of the passage quoted from Isaiah, it is clear that 
the words, 'G_D' and 'Meniy' refer to ancient Babylonian deities that the Israelites had 
taken to worshiping. To "furnish a drink offering" and to "prepare a table" are clear indi-
cations of ceremonial worship. That is the reason the prophet was directed to prophesy 
against them! Idolatry was one of their most common sins. So it makes no difference how 
one chooses to pronounce the name, Gad, Gawd or God, we can state categorically it was 
the same word in the original tongue. The other fact we can determine from this exegetic-
al process is that regardless of how the name was pronounced in the original tongue, 
today it is spelled and pronounced "God". Far from being a generic term for any deity and 
especially for the Self-Existing Source of all that is, or the Creators of the heavens and the
earth, aka the Elohiym, "God" is clearly the personal name of a prominent Babylonian 
deity that was worshiped by the people of Israel at the time of Isaiah's ministry.

If we can agree that Satan and Lucifer and now "God" are all evil, we also must at 
least consider that YHVH, the Self-Existing created them as surely as "he" created good 
and all of the personages that we generally consider to be good. YHVH, The Holy Spirit, 
Self-Existing Source created the Elohiym, Eloah, all the "angels", whatever they are, and 
all the "devils", as well. As the prophet recorded YHVH's own words: "I...create evil"! Not 
only has YHVH provided us with love, joy and peace, but their respective antitheses: ha-
tred, despair and war! That realization brings new meaning to the statement, "My ways 
are not your ways. My ways are higher than your ways".
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Thus are we provided with a useful segway to my next thought, that being of "As-
cension". Ascension, whereby it is postulated that vertical integration of the species is a 
literal rather than figurative reality. In this context, the term 'species' is applied to the 
various, largely bipedal, inhabitants of not only other planets, but outlying star systems 
and even other galaxies as well; but also it refers to the higher frequencies at which those
species exist. Their vibrational norm is said to establish their location on the vertical 
scale, which is measured from low to high. Each level is also refered to as a density or di-
mension, if my understanding of the subject is correct. I do not pretend to be an expert on
this subject, nor do i claim to be an adherent to its tenets. Third density, where we mortals
exist and have our very being, pertains to the three dimensions to which we are physically
bound. Beyond those boundaries lie time, space, and light itself, areas of existence not 
limited to physicality at all, where the higher frequencies provide for greater flexibility in 
conditions of existence. Perhaps this is one way of expressing a realm heretofore known 
as 'spiritual'. Cutting edge research is continually revealing new information regarding 
the role that frequencies play in every aspect of our physical world. Healing modalities 
have long been known to destroy every form of pathogen in situ by simply matching vibra-
tional frequencies to those natural to the various pathogens. In a night vision, circa 1980, 
i was told by a bearded old man in a homespun robe, sitting across a rough sawn table 
from me, "We found that to cure cancer, we had to speed up the molecules"! Upon awak-
ening, i imagined a device that would use a form of microwave energy focused with a pyr-
amidal structure for that purpose. Later i called my cousin, who finished his doctorate at 
MIT bombarding neutrons in a machine he designed and built. I timidly asked him if he 
ever heard the term 'speed up the molecules' in his work. Of course he said, yes, it's a 
term he encounters often. With a great sigh of relief, i asked him what it means. He told 
me that molecules are sped up when they are heated. They also are heated when their 
vibrational frequencies are raised. That encouraged me to pursue the matter at its source,
the Holy Spirit, where i was certain the 'dream' had come from. As i prayed for more in-
formation on how to speed up the molecules, the Spirit asked me a question: "How does a 
comet speed through the universe?"! Understandably frustrated by the question, i said, "I 
don't know, Lord. YOU know! So HOW is it done?"! With no hesitation at all he said, "By 
magnetic propulsion". That was nearly forty years ago, so the knowledge within the sci-
entific community regarding these matters has grown by orders of magnitude. Being that i
am only a carpenter, i had no way of pursuing this revelation, but i've guarded the know-
ledge in my heart in hopes of seeing it transmuted into reality some day.

My purpose here is to establish reasonable grounds for advanced understanding 
and improved wisdom regarding matters generally considered too difficult to ponder, if 
not actually heretical in nature. What we have uncovered here would seem to be in agree-
ment with the former references made in this study, with "angels" being a little higher 
than earthbound mankind, and putting the Holy Spirit at the top of the existential scale. 
This also seems to lend some credence to Messiah's post-resurrection instructions to his 
disciples not to cling to him because he had not yet ascended to his father. The problem i 
have with current theories of Ascension is how they are almost fanatically connected to 
evolution, either Darwinian or Buddhistic. The Darwinian version is too absurd to give any
attention, and it is the Buddha's brand that seems to prevail anyway. Simply stated, it is 
believed that one's soul (spirit?) travels from times past through numerous incarnations 
until one has learned the great lessons of life, to love others as oneself, to live a life of ser-
vice, and therefore has ascended from the lower levels to the higher until one has reached
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Nirvana. So, what is Nirvana? It is the condition of nothingness. Now, surprisingly, this is 
very true to the actual meaning of the word. Evolve literally means to become nothing. A 
ball of yarn held by its end and rolled down a long incline is evolving as it goes, until the 
ball now longer exists. Once a candle has been lit and allowed to burn out, it has evolved 
completely. According to some who have studied  the subject of Ascension, there are at 
least thirty-nine levels or densities to which one may aspire. Each level or density appears
to be related to achieving a higher plane of existence. As one progresses from the lower 
basic nature of the animal kingdom to realms of enlightenment, unity consciousness and 
love for others, one's vibrational frequencies are raised accordingly, and vice versa as 
well.

As stated earlier, i am neither a protagonist nor antagonist to this subject matter, as it is
essentially new to my way of thinking. However, since i have discovered the concept of critical
thinking, my approach to difficult subjects has changed considerably. The number of babies i 
have not thrown out with their bath water has increased significantly in the recent past. Those 
ideas may not have been as clean as i would have liked, but perhaps with a bit more effort, i 
will be able to make them more agreeable to their older ideological family members. I am per-
fectly at ease with the idea that the "angels" dispatched to any of the key figures in my favor-
ite Bible stories were actually fifth, sixth or higher density beings who were, and probably still 
are, domiciled in some exotic far away star system like the Pleiades. Their "sweet influences" 
have changed the outcome of many such tales. Take Daniel's experience with the lions or his 
good friends, Shadrach, Meshach and Abednigo, for example. All of them avoided untimely 
deaths because of the beings who were dispatched for their benefit. The hungry lions didn't 
eat Daniel because their mouths were shut by the "angel". The three brave young men were 
thrown into a super heated furnace for refusing to worship the golden image of the Babylonian
king, but all that got burned up were the soldiers who threw them in and the ropes that were 
used to bind them because of the fourth "man" who was seen walking around inside the 
flames with them! Sweet influences, indeed.
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