L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



Copyrighted

— By —
THOMAS SAWYER SPIVEY

1926

All rights reserved.

Google



Visible Evolution

This is not a technical treatise. It is not offered as a text book.

It is merely a superficial display of a part of the known forms of life upon
this planet. The arrangement does not pretend to be a scientific classification,
but it does prove, beyond all necessity for disputation, a visible and logical se-
quence in the progressive development of animal life, from the first forms to
the highest physical being. The fact that law, order and purpose are apparent
in every feature of this life stream, makes a purposeful evolution inevitable.

Each step forward may say to the preceding step; I am higher than thou,
and all will speak the truth. In like manner, each lower step may say to the
next higher: Without me you could not have manifested, and all would speak
the truth, therefore, each is an essential part in the whole. This is ascent, not
descent.

Who would stultify himself by attempting to deny a visible evolution from
the lowest to the highest, with the living processes surrounding him?

Are we standing still? Are we going backwards? Are we going forward?
We must admit one of these. In view of all the evidences, isn’'t the forward
progression the only logical course? We cannot name a static condition evo-
lution; a backward movement is involution, therefore, the forward motion nat-
urally is evolution, no matter to what applied. It is a basic law in nature that
evolution shall not regurgitate.

Evolution means an unrolling or unfolding, in an act of growth, spreading
out, or extension. If there was no promotion in species and types, all nature
would consist of a single type. Chemistry very readily teaches us the method
of growth by new elemental combinations wholly unlike the original types.
No sane person may logically deny that, all new types are born of selection,
necessity and environment. Animal life especially, demonstrates this law. The
desire for food is the strongest developer of physical types. It developed every
form exactly as best to equip it to procure its food, and protect and promote
itself in its particular element, fins, beaks, claws, feet, hands, long necks—all
are essential evidences of an enforced evolution of form and mental capacity.
In the higher animals sagacity and alertness succeed strength and special parts.

Because of pride and vanity, shall we be compelled to turn up, our any-
thing but pretty noses at the lower animal types, which raised us to our proud
estate?
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VisiBLE EvoLuTION 5

modern high-class man evoluted out of the savage, why not the savage out of
the ape? And so on up the ladder.

No modern thinker, scientist or teacher, even hints that the present high
type of man is an immediate offspring of the hairy ape. Only the dishonest,
addlepated asses, who love to deceive the unthinking masses, suggest such an
idea, to the disgust of the thinkers and reasoners in their own churches. With
their blather about “monkey fathers,” they belittle their calling. No decent,
self-respecting monkey would care to claim kinship with these blatherskites.
Don’t believe for a moment that the ape is proud of the record of his “smooth”
brother Jacob.

That is sufficient digression.

Let us prove, by church history, that evolution is as inevitable as life itself.
No growing system can evade it, if progression is sought. Law and order rule
evolution: chaos and disorder rule involution.

In the beginning the Christian church met in the sylvan woods. That was
the original home of the hairy men, the monkeys. Esau.

They next held their meetings in caves by candle-light. These were. the
original homes of the cave-dwellers, and later, the monks, whence the use of
candles in the churches today—Honri.

Monk is derived from the Latin monachus, and monkey is derived from the
old Italian Monicchio — and the monk assumes practically the habits of the
monkey—Iliving alone in solitary places, or in communities, or as strollers, but
always concealing themselves, whence, no doubt, the name.

The next place was the tent and tabernacle of Cuccoth. The tent also was
the covering of the Nomadic tribes—typical of the itinerant braying jackasses
called evangelists of today. Jacob builded booths at Succoth for his cattle, be-
fore Moses began to thunder at Israel.

Not until A. D. 321, did Emperor Constantine issue the first decree enabl-
ing the Christians to erect and own church buildings, like civilized beings.

The crowning act in this evolution may be recognized in the pompous,
modern temples of today, costing millions, wrung from the energy of deluded
and enslaved humanity.

Is there no evidence of evolution in this? It has trailed humanity in its
progressive trend. Never once has it led. Mankind had blazed the trails cen-
turies before Christianity was dreamed of.
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The First Chapter of Genesis

It is senseless to speak of the Cosmogony of Genesis: there is no such
thing. Raw assertions do not demonstrate truths and facts. Not one sentence
in the first chapter of Genesis conveys one scientific fact or instructive truth—
to the contrary, there is not one logical sequence in the whole text. Any ten-year
old school boy who would present an essay of this character would receive
scant applause.

Before we reveal the hidden significance of this Genesis stuff, by an inter-
pretation of the code words, we propose to tear to pieces the literal face of it,
to show how puny, how simple-minded, and how inconsistent it is. By assum-
ing an impolite and drastic attitude, we-are only accepting the challenge of
the bigoted church element, impudently thrusting into the faces of men who de-
sire to think and do those things which promote the best interests of humanity,
their imbecilic doctrines, which have cast the world into chaos and cheated
mankind of his original birth right—the right to think and reason for himself.

To begin, we declare as an utter false pretense the existence of such an in-
dividual as Moses. Mo means water and uses means he who draws out of the
water. Moses is a fake. Waters mean.the multitude of peoples of the world.
Water also means ordinances and afflictions. The law is personified in Moses,
hence the laws are drawn out of the people in their afflictions. Therefore, the
declaration that Moses is the author of Genesis is premeditated false pretense.

We shall offer no apology for anything, because, in seventy years experi-
ence, we have never heard a clergyman admit that he was wrong, or make an

apology.

Verse one:

“In the beginning God created the heaven and the earth.”

With no qualifying explanation regarding the identity of this God, or when
this beginning was, or the significance of the words heaven and earth, what sense
or reason do these first ten words in the bible convey? None whatever. Only
an addle-pated ass would give it any scientific credence. Before it can mean
anything we must know what God means, what heaven means and what earth
means.

Take your standard bible dictionary and you will find that God means
good. The opposite of good is evil, whence we have God and the devil. Heaven

6
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VisiBLE EvoLuTioN 7

means to heave up, an arch. In the same bible dictionary you will find that
Earth means producer.

We shall assume that the literal significance of heaven and earth, as con-
veyed by the bible text is, that heaven is the broad expanse of visible sky, or
preferably, the broad expanse of space with myriads of visible, heavenly bodies,
and the earth is this planet upon which we reside. This, however, is not the
hidden meaning.

The first sob to which we must call attention is, the egotistical idea, that the
God of the vast and infinite universe should select this planetary atom as his
seat of power. What possible evidence may be adduced to prove that, the sky,
with all its untold numbers of living bodies, and this planet, were produced
simultaneously? None whatever.

Now, let us emphatically state, right here. We deny the existence of such
a personal God as is suggested in this Christian scheme, therefore, we eliminate
from all consideration, that impudent attitude of the church, which gives to its
arguments that finality of divine authority which forbids questioning the au-
thenticity of the bible statements on any moot question.

This puts all questions right up to the raw truth and to make this clear,
we deny that any part of the bible is truth, or that it has any peculiar inspira-
tion back of it, other than the inspiration of pure, cussed selfishness, egotism
and rank hypocrisy. It was plagiarized from every available source of know-
ledge previous to its origin.

We thus state our position in order to put our opponents where they can-
not evade our questions,’by their specious claims of immunity. The question
concerns humanity; we do not care a tinker’s blank for the smug and pompous
attitudes of well paid church dignitaries. Their righteous indignation is only
suppressed wrath.

Now we shall return to our task. By what authentic, or even plausible
authority may it be established as a scientific truth, that, this planet was cre-
ated before the visible sun, moon and stars? Any simple minded fool may
blindly accept an unqualified statement as truth, but men with some regard for
common sense, and ordinary intelligence, have a right to demand a reason for
vital phenomena, before accepting them in the codes and rules governing the
conduct of community life. There are no special dispensations among men, who
may pose as lords and masters over men and deny this right.

Three questions must be answered before the first ten words of Genesis
may be given the slightest consideration.'}‘{li{’(yf,‘.‘ :

1. Who is this alleged God, and what are the credentials of him who
utters these ten words? We find no particular evidence of Mosaic inspiration.
Moses himself was a murderer and a fugitive. '

2. When was this beginning? When is the ending? That which has a
beginning must have an ending. Then what?
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8 VisisLE EvoLuTtion

3. Was the alleged heaven a blank previous to this beginning? A thing
which is created had no previous existence.

Before we proceed, let us determine the identity of this God who is stren-
uously declared to be a personal being, with all the ordinary human traits, pas-
sions and frailties.

This bible proposition is taught literally. If it is all figurative, it means
nothing. By these three biblical statements it is evident that no personal god
ever existed to give divine authority to any body.

“God is all and in all.” (1 Cor. 15:28.)

“God is light, and in him is no darkness at all.” (1 John 1:5.)
“God is spirit.” (John 4:24.)

If this be true there is no personal God.

Good and evil.

God and devil.

Light and darkness.

These are all one in the dual attitude of negative and positive forces in
nature. Back to its Sanskrit origin, God means good, merely a qualifying word.

Verse second.

“And the earth was without form and void: and darkness was upon the
face of the deep. And the spirit of God moved upon the face of the waters.”

Here is a phenomenon; a formless void with depth, two faces and a surface
of water, and surrounded or covered with utter darkress.

What kind of monkey chatter is this? -

Darkness may only be recognized by a comparison with light, which did
not yet exist. John does not say that God is a spirit, he says he is all spirit
and this is corroborated by another John.

‘“No man hath seen God at any time.” (1 John 4:12))
But to ‘be doubly sure Luke tells us:
“Spirit hath not flesh and bones.” (Luke 24:39.)

Now, we should like to have some all wise Christian expert explain how
God, who is “all light, having no darkness in him at all”” could split himself in
parts and go prowling about over a body of water in utter darkness, for he
had not commanded the light to appear.

Furthermore, if the earth was “without form and void,” what was the
form and nature of this body of water, and to what was it attached? Where
did it begin and end in its relation to the earth? Does it not limit and individ-
ualize the spirit of God to have it moving upon the surface of this particular
body of water? Moreover, does it not suggest that God had a body which did
not accompany his spirit? It surely does leave the impression that the “spirit

Google



VisiBLE EvoLuTtioN 9

of God” left his body to move, walk, swim or fly upon the surface of a body
of water without form and void. How could a spirit utter human words and
in what language?

This necessitates an examination to see jilst what a spirit means.

2 Thess. 2:8—“The spirit of the Lord is his breath.”

Ah, now we have it. God blew his breath upon the waters. Webster
says breath means the air.

Eccl. 3:19—“All have one breath; so that a man hath no preeminence
above a beast.”

1 Cor. 15:28—“God is all and in all,” hence, he is the same spirit and the
same breath as are in man and beast.

1 Cor. 11:3—*God is the head of Christ.”

At last, we know the truth; the head of Christ was prowling about on the
dark waters.

Necessarily, for it to have any appreciable affect upon the waters, this
spirit had to be an entity. Therefore, its state of being was vibratory or gas-
eous. We are not informed why the spirit was there. The very fact that he
was moving on these particular waters, at this particular time, is evidence that,
before he began to move there, the water was devoid of contact with God, hence
God is not “all and in all.” We believe, however, this was a childish way of giv-
ing to the earth an atmosphere.

The following questions must be answered:

1. What was God moving on the face of these waters for?

2. Did he move only upon their face, or did he penetrate the body?

3. Had his spirit left a body somewhere else that it might come here?

4. What was all the balance of the universe doing for godly contact dur-
ing this time?

5. How can God be “all and in all,” yet be able to separate a part of
himself from himself to move about upon his own face?

6. If God is light, how could he be moving in darkness, for he had not yet
created the light?

Do these questions appear any more inconsistent than the language of the
text itself? The text of the verse conveys no sense or logic whatever. Praise
of its instructive value is pure blather. ‘

Verse three.
“And God said, Let there be light and there was light.”

Study this and see for yourself how little reason, logic or true knowledge
it contains. No more than though the space were blank.
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10 VisisLe EvorLuTion

The author was merely making general reference to the accepted scien-
tific knowledge of that period.

We challenge anybody to scientifically demonstrate a process which will
produce light by word of command without some well known mechanism for
~ producing it.

Remember, the sun, moon and stars were not yet made.

- Science véry clearly teaches us the source of natural light, and the me-
chanical processes by which artificial light is produced. There can be no other
sources and certainly not by the childish hocus-pocus of this bible stuff.

Before he has provided any means of producing light, this fabulous being,
who is “all light,” conceals himself in total darkness, snaps his fingers and
turns himself on or off at will. What child’s prattle.

If God is “all and in all,” including light, why go to all the trouble of mak-
ing the sun, moon and stars, and requiring them to perform well defined mo-
tions, in relation to each other’s positions, to distribute light upon their surface?

These questions are pertinent and must be well answered to put sense in
the verse.

1. From what source did this first light emanate?
2. Did it shine alike on all parts of the earth?
3. What was the technical nature of this light?

4. If its nature was unknown, how was it distinguished as light at all?
*Nothing had been created with the sense of sight?

5. If God is light, “with no darkness in him at all,” how does he convert
himself into darkness?

6. Darkness is defined as the absence of light. Is God absent when
darkness comes? If so he is not “all and in all.” If he is present, then, he is
darkness as well as light. He is a dual being. This makes God both good
and evil, for God “saw the light that it was good,” and good means God, and
evil means devil.

We warn the reader that all this apparent simplicity is but a camouflage,
to conceal an enterprise requiring the wit and genius of the wisest men in the
world. In three other volumes, The Revelation, and The Resurrection, both
now on sale, and the third volume about ready to go to press, we expose the un-
derlying exploitation in an interpretation by a secret code, and we reveal the
Gnostic origin of it all.

We are, here, merely revealing the methods used to deceive and mislead the
unthinking masses. As long as they may keep the masses in ignorance that
long, they may coerce the learned. The true ecclesiastical trinity is ignorance,
superstition and fear.
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VisisLE EvoLuTioN 11

Verse four.

“And God saw the light, that it w-as good: and God divided the light from
the darkness.”

Here we discover this God has eyes. There can be no dispute about this,
for it says: “God saw the light.” It is a well known fact that, vision is the
only way by which light may be distinguished, hence, they had to give this
God eyes. Moreover, it is acknowledged that he was aware that there existed
inferior lights, otherwise there would have been no basis of comparison by
which he could distinguish this light as good light. Let us suppose that his en-
gineer had misunderstood his wig-wag, and had pushed the wrong button and
flooded the world with bad light. There could not possibly be a good without the
comparative bad. Good is God, hence we would have had the devil to pay in-
stead of the priest.

But that is not nearly so interesting as the dividing of light from darkness.
They undoubtedly had to be one originally, else he could not have divided them.
But, how is this astonishing feat accomplished? If we could blow, shove or
push darkness out of a dark room and leave the light, why pay electric light
bills? The light itself dispels darkness. When the light is extinguished it is
dark; that is a simple and palpable truth, proving conclusively that, God as
light, is not omnipresent.

Nature, for some curious reason, declares that a substance may not be, at
one and the same time, cold and warm, dry and moist, nor solid and fluid, and
it would seem that maybe the same nature has decreed that light and darkness
shall not occup the same space at one and the same time.

Now let us again ask questions.

1. Did this creative God have eyes?
2. If he did not, how could he have distinguished the light?

3. If this first light was a different light, coming from no visible source,
by what process did he divide the light from the darkness? At what point
did he turn off the light? All light must emanate from a source.

Verse five.

“And God called the light day, and the darkness he called night, and the
evening and the morning was the first day.”

Right here we must call attention to an all important matter. At the time
of the writing of the so-called book of Genesis, the belief still prevailed, that
the sun pursued a course around the earth. Six hundred years before the
Christian enterprise it was known, that the earth was a globe, but not until cen-
turies after, did Galileo, and others, advance the theory of the earth turning
upon its axis appear, almost costing them their lives. '
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12 VisiBLE EvoLuTion

So great a shock was this discovery to the ecclesiastical enterprise, for a
long time it was undecided just what course to pursue. The false pretense of
Joshua commanding the sun to stand still, exposed their ignorance, and made
a fool of their God of Genesis 1st. Hence, they hustled the nice, fatherly, half-
bald, silken bearded old Galileo to a dark cell in prison, so he could no longer
embarass them with this star gazing, and his foolish notions, which did not jibe
with the childish cosmo'gony of Genesis and the fictitious Moses.

Let us now analyze the fifth verse.

Webster tells us that day signifies the time between sunrise and sunset.
How blasphemous of Webster to thus intimate that the sun has anything to do
with day. Especially when he could have taken the family bible, which he no
doubt possessed, and by referring to Gen. 1:5, ascertained beyond dispute, that
the sun was not in existence, in so far as the world was concerned, when God
named the light day and darkness night.

To make it worse, Webster declares that night signifies from Sunset to Sun-
rise.

Now we may gasp. ‘When God named the light day he was only speaking
figuratively. When he was speaking of light he must have meant something
else. In the original Sanskrit( day is dah, meaning to burn: hence, fire must
have been involved in producing the light which God called day, and this
brings the problem out of the divine field and right into the camp of the enemy
—science, chemistry and demonstrable truth, which God must conceal in figure.
Oxidation of matter creates heat, and rapid oxidation evolves light, the visible
manifestation of heat.

Let us now consider the figurative teaching of the very basic elements of
life. The absurdity of such a method casts suspicion upon the institution which
concealed the truth, for concealment signifies duplicity.

“It is the glory of God to conceal a thing.” (Prov. 25:2.)

It is the glory of science to reveal things.

Take your choice.

As far as we are able to find by the examination of customs, the day be-
gins with the dawn, the sunrise. How does it occur that in this first day of
Genesis, it begins in the evening? It was necessary to reverse nature to have
it begin in darkness. Had the light been already present, the God of Genesis
could not have snapped his fingers and commanded light to appear, and one-
half of the show would have been spoiled. When we get into the true inter-
pretation, however, it will be found that the original purpose of ecclesiasticism
was to begin its work in darkness and secrecy, necessitating the submersion of
humanity in the night of ignorance, that the church might claim the glory of
raising humanity into the light of intellect, and cheat previous civilization.

Sixth verse.

“And God said, Let there be a firmament in the midst of the waters, and
let it divide the waters from the waters.”
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VisiBLE EvoLUTION 13

Again we suggest to the wise ones: try to extract from this amazing idea
some ordinary common sense.

Now, we shall make even the ecclesiasts sit up and take notice.

In the Sanskrit the word firm is dharman, meaning support, law, order, to
hold fast.

Firmament means to make firm, a fixed foundation, established basis. This
is why firmament and heaven are one, meaning a government.

Waters mean peoples and ordinances. Therefore, the making of a firma-
ment merely signifies the establishment of law and ordinances in the ‘“midst
of the people,” and the separation of those above the law the church; from
those under the law the people. This is why they chose the name of Ecclesia.

If this interpretation is not correct, we invite the ecclesiasts to make known
a different explanation.

The questions are:

What is meant by firmament?

What is meant by the “midst of the waters?”
What is the intent and purpose of this division?
How were ‘“waters” distinguished from “waters’”?

A o o

By what process was the separation made?

We frankly admit, we have here, set you a hard task, but come across.
You must make known the secret significance of your hocus-pocus. Either you
must admit that your alleged cosmogony is all a false pretense or you must re-
veal its ulterior meaning and purpose. If you do not we shall do it for you.
You having plagiarized well established scientific theories gives you no credit.

The 7th verse is merely a confirmation of the sixth, but gives no in-
timation of what is meant. Both are utterly devoid of scientific significance
from a literal view.

“And God called the firmament heaven and the evening and the morning
were the second day.”

Now we have light. This was a big day’s work, crowded into limited
words. :

No one, that we are aware of, who is properly advised on the interpreta-
tion of Ecclesiastical figure, denies that, the word heaven, in the first verse of
Genesis means an Ecclesiastical government, and the word earth, in the same
verse means productive humanity.

It is a significant fact that the name Ecclesia is derived from the Greek
word Ecclesia, the legislative body ruling over ancient Athens. In view of this,
we shall take it upon ourselves to interpret the firmament as named in the 6th,
7th and 8th verses, and called heaven, to mean the establishment of the civil
government, the church posing as the waters, or people above the law, and the
common people as the waters which were under the law.
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14 VisisLe EvoLuTtionN

This was done on the second day.

We are told by the older bible vocabularies that a day as named in Gene-
sis, signifies an indefinite gospel period.

Up to this point not one word with scientific value has been found in the
text. .

“And God said, Let the waters under the heaven be gathered together
unto one place, and let the dry land appear, and it was so.”

If this were meant as literal truth, it would be not only untrue but un-
scientific, for practically all of the lands now visible upon the earth’s surface
are due to volcanic upheavals and constant readjustments. Periods which have
been very definitely determined by geological research, proving that the God
of Genesis had no possible connection with this work, because a large part of it
has subsequently occurred.

This verse merely signified the organization of nations. The word land is
commonly used to signify a nation of people.

When Bartlett, in his ‘Glossary’ said that nation was a corruption—per-
haps meaning a contraction—of the word damnation, he probably spoke ad-
visedly, for the word fitly describes national life.

“And God called the dry land earth: and the gathering together of the
waters called he seas.”

We have seen that earth symbolizes the masses of productive humanity,
as opposed to government, the heaven. The people are the nation, the land.
The seas are symbolic of warfare, the sea in motion meaning an army. The
word sea is derived from the Greek See, which is from the Latin Sedes, signify-
ing a seat of power and authority. Originally it was the seat from which the
Greek philosophers delivered their lectures and orations. In the church it has
been adopted as the jurisdiction of a bishop, or his throne.

We may safely assume that both sea and see merely distinguish the ruling
class from the masses ruled.

Now we plainly see that God was merely establishing himself as supreme
authority over earth, the people, and sea, the government, for he ceases to cre-
ate things in the earth, but-commands the earth to produce, thus assuming au-
thority.

In verse 11, he commands the earth to produce grass, herb and tree. In the
12th verse the earth obeys and God merely approves.

“And the evening and the morning was the third day.”

Reader, do you believe that vegetation appeared upon the earth before the
sun, moon and stars appeared? Of course you do not, and yet you are expected
to believe this. Every farmer knows that both sunshine and rain are absolutely
essential to produce vegetation. The earth itself eloquently preaches this doc-
trine, yet neither sun nor rain have been produced. Don’t be impatient, there
is a reason for this.
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VisieLe EvoLuTioN 15

Let us pass over verses 14 and 15 and get at the important “lights.”

Should we ask what bodies were set in the firmament of the heaven to di-
vide the day from the night, as stated in verse 14, no scientific answer could be
made, for the sun and moon are the only bodies which are capable of perform-
ing this function, and they are not yet made. We especially call attention to
this: God did not make the lights referred to in Verses 14 and 15, but he did
make the two great lights in verse 16.

The first lights have two functions: the one to divide the day from the
night, and the other to give light upon the earth.

These especially have reference to the separation of the church work from
the functions of government, and the education of the ignorant masses. Night
signifies a condition of adversity, affliction and ignorance. Day means a gospel
period. Light also means joy and prosperity.

“And God made two great lights; the greater light to rule the day and the
lesser light to rule the night; he made the stars also.”

The last clause in this verse should abruptly end all controversy as to the
value of Genesis as an educational force.

How could the author of this childish prattle know that some of those stars,
S0 pasually mentioned, were many times greater than the sun of this system,
which he has so boastingly placed in supreme authority.

This greater light means the sun, the lesser light means the moon, and these
are associated with the stars, and they symbolize the various forces governing
and controlling mankind.

Let some doubting Thomas question this interpretation.

Now, you zealots, go forth and preach the truth and you will be laughed
at.

We have all been wrong in believing that the sun and moon had something
to do with seasons, days and years. Here we are told that some other kind of
lights measured off these periods before the sun and moon were made. Gen. 1:14.

Another curious error appears in verse 16. The moon does not always ap-
pear to all parts of the earth each night, whereas the sun does make its appear-
ance each day, yet the moon rules the night.

Now for some more questions.

1. To make something, we must gather suitable materials and systemati-
cally assemble them into that which we desire to produce. Did God follow this
process?

2. What was the nature of his materials and how did he assemble them?

3. It is said that he made the sun, moon and stars, and did many other
tremendous things in a single day—that is, on the fourth day. Evidently this
signifies the usual day of twenty-four hours, for the sun rules the day. This is
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even more emphatic by his specifying that the evening and the morning was
the fourth day.

4. In what manner did the function of the moon differ from that of the
sun in dividing the light from darkness?

Where did they put the darkness?

It is not sufficient to say this is all figurative; that is what we say it is,
but that eliminates God. The only way to keep this God in the story is to
preach it literally, which is false pretense.

“And God said: Let the waters bring forth, etc., etc., etc.”

If God had not suggested this, would these natural productive powers re-
mained dormant in the waters? Why was it necessary to command the per-
formance of that for which nature had duly made provision? Why, to estab-
lish the word of authority and command?

It is plain that the object of this isto make each kingdom a special .crea-
tion to avoid a consecutive evolution, and to promote the Godly authority which
is later to be inherited by the church through the son of God.

1t is noticeable that all the great, and wonder inspiring things are the di-
rect works of God, for instance, the sun, moon and stars, and, now, after hav-
ing commanded the earth and water to produce of their own energy, he created
great whales. This was the fifth day.

After this, God said, let the earth bring forth living creatures, never-
theless, he takes upon himself the responsibility of making these, merely a
weak purpose to evade the law of natural evolution.

This all has the aspect of amusement, for someone who is not exactly cer-
tain as to what he shall next make. His creation of the animals is apparently
the end of his play, when it suddenly occurs to his imaginative mind to make a
living picture of himself, and he says to himself, Let us—note the plural us—
make man, in our—note the plural our—image, after our likeness, and let them
—again note the plural them—have dominion. God is either dual or plural.
This is intended to account for the male and female animals.

That is sufficient. This creature made offhand, male and female man, is
the special dispensation of the whole scheme. He, or they, have no place in
the previous evolution. Nevertheless it was necessary to make man male and
female, just like all the other animals, so God would not have to make millions
of men and women to people the earth. This special dispensation, because God
is just like men and women, shall take possession of the world and have do-
minion over all the living creatures thereof. Now why couldn’t God have taken
charge himself?

Now, reader, we are gonig to hand you a jolt. This special dispensation
symbolizes the priesthood, and all the other living creatures symbolize the
common herd of humanity. The evidence of this is in the fact that civil rulers,
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not associat‘ed with the church, are na.med beasts of the field, the field being the
place in which the church workers are busy cultivating the crop of converts.

Rain will now be in order to fertilize this earth, symbolizing humanity.
Rain means the church doctrines, poured upon humanity. Dew means conver-
sions. ‘‘My doctrine shall drop as the rain.” (Deut. 32:1.)

The extent of this Genesistic creation is, that God did this and that, guided
merely by his whims. No reason or purpose is given that does not reflect to his
credit and power, yet not a single word identifies this human, personal God.

That is the basis of faith. It does not concern you who God is. God is
God, and that is final. How dare you question who God is? He created the
heaven; he created the earth; he commanded the light from no source; he
made night and day before he made the sun and moon; he didn’t make the
waters, but he made a firmament to divide the waters; he commanded the
earth to produce vegetation before there was either sunshine or rain, then he
made the animals, including man.

What more, in heaven’s name could you expect an ordinary, personal God
to do? Some people are never satisfied. But, this has not answered one of
our questions.

Apology

We have used some pictures in this demonstration as a compliment, be-
cause they best portray the intent and purpose of nature to enthrone power,
beauty, art and refinement as the culminating revelations of a logical sequence
in the evolution of living beings upon this planet. Creative nature must have
a motive, and that which is most pleasing and edifying to humanity must be
accepted as the highest manifestation of the evolution. These portraits are
intended to occupy that position and have our most sincere respect and regard.

—The Author.
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The Nitrogen Man---The Nerves

Shem—the man of flesh.

(The physical body of the holy ghost revealed.)

Noah is the brain.

No means place.

“Know ye not that your body is the temple of the
holy ghost which is in you?” (1 Cor. 6:19.)

If the nervous system could be wholly dissected out
of the tissues and made stiff enough to stand alone, it
would in a ghost-like manner reveal the entire contour
of the body and its organs.

The tree of life manifested.

Note the conserving nature of this nervous net-work,
80 closely interwoven that it is impossible to dissect it out
from the tissues it surrounds and penetrates.

It gives impulse to every thought and act of the hu-
man organism. It does not differentiate between good
and evil.

Shem symbolizes the flesh and skin which cover and
protect the nerves and muscles.

Ah is an abbreviated form of Jah, Jehovah, God, hence Noah signifies the
place of God, which identifies God as the thinking power of man, located in the
brain, the potential center, out of which emanate will, speech and action, the

spiritual manifestations

of Shem, Japheth and Ham. (John 1:12-13) and the

physical manifestation of God.
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The Carbon Body---The Man

FIG. 10. The Skeleton

Ham—Dblack, burned

“Cursed be Canaan (Ham) ; a servant of
servants shall he be unto his brethren.”
(Gen. 9:25.)

The bones bear all the burdens of the
body, and are the charred evidences of
chemical combustion in the human system.

Man manifests in the bones.

The muscles govern and dictate to the
skeleton its every action, nevertheless, the
skeleton is absolutely essential to carry out
the commercial functions between the body
and the external world, hence, Ham be-
comes Canaan, commerce and trading, the
natural exchanges and compensations of
life.

“And the body is not one member but
many. ’

“But now are they many members yet
one body.

“And the eye cannot say unto the hand,
I have no need of thee; nor again the head

to the feet, I have no need of you.” (1 Cor.
12))

This is an important truth. The feet alone can give the body axial mo-
tion. They may take us to a thing but we must grasp it with out hands. The
eye can guide us but it requires physical action to move the body, and muscu-
lar action would be useless without the bony structure. The lymphatics center
in the hands because of the necessity for a myriad of discriminations in perform-

ing its functions.

Google



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



‘S[1ed-00VW]

. 3001dw}
JunoL B8 jo worjoas sE0I) —

"eas Ay Jo
0WINS AP U SjeOY I} SV DDAy

‘1eM-JO-UTW

asangniiod YL — 132 bcﬂcﬁ © PUE $|[32 SAISIYPE 0Ml

74~

28

772 wopDpIW)
‘w0 jo wmumod 4O SN pEAIAL—
omy wusy uoosoyswieds
uswmny nyeN-

(9:62 "qop) , WIom ® ST J8Y} UBWI JO UOS O],
wIop\ ayj—3uruurdag ayg,

dOIddd 4VANIT HHL

‘spjozojemiods Suueqpe Yim ‘88T  (0¥9 X) emong jo vplosogsmly

(

00190)8 SDLIPY 1O 883 o1 modj FUOMW |[vws

e

s

‘eozojewlads JO swioj suoury

S v

3 &[0t

O

€

~N

Google




L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



Cdbldisdadty ¥ —
-gfof-Ruof-Apped  ‘wn? e s0p wn 1A ur) oy J

(@) sq18 [vayoen
Juimoys A1)} Avw
jo 3unoy —

idiedipad 'z ‘ednayd ‘1 tsadepuadde jo sited x1s
Yl ‘91 :XeIoy;'ys i peay 'y 'uawopqe’ *371S [RINJEU * & '1InISOP $IpOoIfIvL
‘3831 18 UM (r2m)) ojnbsow Isnoy uowwod jo uonsod ‘g e W e pae 9o rredm & 1omImiep PPOAITY
“Jsas 3 udym (s2;2ydon ) oynbsow euelew jo uonisod ‘y —

iy
|
SSABA

@

‘5QeId SNOLIBA

® e

/ 2iade 1y

Google

FONFINTIANOD ANV ALISSHOUN J0 SWH04



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



L Original from
D d b
e GODSI“? UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA



The
REVELATION

An interpretation of essential parts of the
bible, by a code, giving a secret mean-
ing to the text wholly different
from the literal intent.

Price $5.00 - Post Paid

1The
RESURRECTION

An expose of the gnostic origin

of the bible.
Price $4.00 - Post Paid

Address
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