The Hidden God
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Laura Lee Vornholt-Jones

“In the big lie there is always a certain force of credibility;, because the
broad masses . . . more readily fall victims to the big lie than the small lie,
since they themselves often tell small lies in little matters but would be
ashamed to resort to large-scale falsehoods. It would never come into their
heads to fabricate colossal untruths, and they would not believe that others
could have the impudence to distort the truth so infamously.

“Even though the facts which prove this to be so may be brought clearly to
their minds, they will still doubt and waver and will continue to think that
there may be some other explanation. For the grossly impudent lie always
leaves traces behind it, even after it has been nailed down, a fact which is
known to all expert liars in this world and to all who conspire together in
the art of lying.”

Adolf Hitler, Mein Kampf, Vol. 1, Ch. X.

Mombasa Railway was well underway. John’s job was to build a bridge over the Tsavo

River. As a man who enjoyed big game hunting, John was looking forward to possibly
bagging some trophies while being stationed there. As he surveyed his new home that pleasant
March evening in 1898, little did he know that nearby was a sinister presence, an evil
intelligence, lurking in the gathering darkness.

I ieutenant Colonel John Patterson had a job to do. The race to complete the Uganda-

A few days after his arrival, two of his best workers disappeared. They were but the first of
many. Three weeks later, John was awakened to the news that one of his Indian officers, Ungan
Singh, had been killed. During the night a lion was seen thrusting its head through the doorway
of Singh’s tent. Grabbing Singh by the neck, the lion had dragged him off and eaten him. John
quickly set about to hunt down the beast, for once a lion has a taste for human blood, it becomes
insatiable. However, everything he tried, failed. More and more men were dragged screaming
from their tents at night to become meals for a lion.



To the horror of all, it quickly became apparent that there were not one, but two lions working in
cooperation! For nine long months, these lions were a constant menace to all working on the
railroad. As time passed, the lions grew bolder.® The Indian coolies began to fear that these
were not animals at all, but demons. Indeed, their uncanny ability to avoid ambushes and traps,
soundlessly penetrate thick barriers, ignore live animals and refuse poisoned bait left for them,
lent support to the idea.?

At first they [the lions] were not always successful in their efforts to carry off a
victim, but as time went on they stopped at nothing and indeed braved any danger
in order to obtain their favourite food. Their methods then became so uncanny,
and their man-stalking so well-timed and so certain of success, that the workmen
firmly believed that they were not real animals at all, but devils in lions’ shape . . .
They almost appeared, too, to have an extraordinary and uncanny faculty of
finding out our plans beforehand, so that no matter in how likely or how tempting
a spot we lay in wait for them, they invariably avoided that particular place and
seized their victim for the night from some other camp. . . nothing flurried or
frightened them in the least, and except as food they showed a complete contempt
for human beings. Having once marked down a victim, they would allow nothing
to deter them from securing him, whether he were protected by a thick fence, or
inside a closed tent, or sitting round a brightly burning fire. Shots, shouting and
firebrands they alike held in derision.?

The lions became so bold that they quit dragging their victims away, eating them within earshot

: ZAEEY of the survivors. This reign of
terror  finally culminated in
December when work on the
railroad was brought to a standstill
for three weeks.

One experienced big game hunter
. hired to kill the lions was himself
Killed by animals that had lost all
fear of humans.  Finally, after
nearly losing his own life in the
process, John Patterson killed the

One of the man-eaters of Tsavo.

'US. Presidentandwelkk nown outdoor sman, Theodore Roosevelt, in
that the incident of the Uganda man-eating lions . . . is the most remarkable account of which we have any

r e ¢ o IPedlsondl letter(to F. C. Selous in Forward, The ManEaters of Tsaydy John H. Patterson.)

2 Scripture itself refers to demon possessed animals. See Matthew 8:31-32.

® patterson, The ManEatersof Tsayo “ The Fi r st A pBataerasn,c’e Ohfa pitheer Ma.n
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first man-eater. “The prize was indeed one to be proud of; his length from tip of nose to tip of
tail was nine feet eight inches, he stood three feet nine inches high, and it took eight men to carry
him back to camp.” A few weeks later, the second lion was killed. “He measured nine feet six
inches from tip of nose to tip of tail, and stood three feet eleven and a half inches high.”® Thus
ended a nightmare of violence which claimed the lives of no less than 35 people.®

There is something inherently terrifying about a sinister presence, strong, intelligent and evil,
lurking just on the edges of your vision. You cannot get a good look at it, but you know that it is
there: a fleeting glimpse, a mere impression, a sense that you are in danger. Such was the
experience of the railroad builders who encountered the Tsavo man-eaters. One can only
imagine the intensity of emotion and stress, knowing that such evil prowled nearby, intelligently,
patiently waiting for an opportunity to kill again.

But for the sake of illustration, let us add a spin to the facts. Suppose Lt. Colonel Patterson, in a
desperate attempt to find the man-eaters and protect his men, contacted a local native known for
his trained lions: lions that had been trained to hunt down and kill other lions. Suppose Patterson
hired the native to bring his tame, well-trained lions to camp. After initial surprise and unease,
the workers start to relax when they see how gentle and friendly the pet lions are. The workers
befriend their lion-guardians: petting them, slipping them food at meal time, accepting them as
an important part of camp life. The tame lions do not have the hoped-for success in tracking
down the wild man-eaters, but they do appear to frighten the wild lions away.

However, after a few weeks of peace, the man-eaters strike again, and yet again and still again;
always with an uncanny awareness of where the traps are set. The horrifying realization finally
dawns that it is their animal friends, the “well-trained, gentle” lions who are actually responsible
for the grisly deaths of the workers. In focusing on the danger, they had actually brought the
deadly menace directly into camp.

At what point were the railroad men most in danger? When they were living on the knife’s edge
of tension, huddled in tents, shivering behind barricades, knowing there were evil man-eaters
stalking into camp? Or when they welcomed the man-eaters into camp, accepted them as safe,
petted and fed them, all the while not knowing that it was the man-eaters themselves around
whom they were relaxing their guard? This is not mere idle speculation. Rather this has already

*patterson,op.cit, “ The Deat h-Eat erhé FEhmpt eMas.

> Patterson, op. Cit.,The Death of the Second Man-Eat er , " Chapter 9 .

® A 1996 movie of the story, TheGhost and the Darknessaimed 135 lives were lost. This number was based on a
statement made by Patterson in 1925. Patterson’s book.
addition to scores of unfortunate African natives of whomnoo f f i ci all record was kept."” R

forensics study, published in Proceedings of the National Academy of Scignaethe number at 35 people eaten
with as many as 75 people killed but not eaten. Seealso¢ KS [ A2y Qa 2T ¢3HH @2 Y2 P EILX RWNG IYyAHa
Notorious ManrEaters (New York: McGraw-Hill, 2004), by Dr. Bruce Patterson.
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occurred on such a huge scale, no one has ever seen far enough, or studied deep enough to
recognize it.

The Baylonian lions openly stalking the camp of Christendom have been the lions of Sunday
worship. Saturday Sabbatarians, convicted by conscience to worship on the seventh-day of the
week, have been outward focused; and there is danger in believing that any person, pope or
otherwise, has the power to change the eternal law of the one true God. It is good for the danger
of this lie to be exposed. However, there is a far greater danger. It is more sinister, more
effective because it not recognized as a danger. It is hidden in plain sight. The “pet lions” who
have been accepted as safe are Saturday, the very heart of the Babylonian mysteries.

Like the workers on the Uganda-Mombasa Railway in the altered story who focused on the lions
outside, all the while ignoring the danger of the “tame” lions in their midst, the god of Saturday
has been hidden. When Nimrod/Saturn was slain for idolatry, it profoundly shocked all who had
revered him for his prodigious strength. That a colossus such as he could be killed, and in so
gruesome a manner, drove idolatry into hiding.’

Now when Shem had so powerfully wrought upon the minds of men as to induce
them to make a terrible example of the great Apostate, and when that Apostate’s
dismembered limbs were sent to the chief cities, where no doubt his system had
been established, it will be readily perceived that, in these circumstances, if
idolatry was to continue — if, above all, it was to take a step in advance, it was
indispensable that it should operate in secret. The terror of an execution, inflicted
on one so mighty as Nimrod, made it needful that, for some time to come at least,
the extreme of caution should be used. In these circumstances, then, began, . . .
that system of “Mystery,” which, having Babylon for its centre, has spread over
the world. In these Mysteries, under the seal of secrecy and the sanction of an
oath, and by means of all the fertile resources of magic, men were gradually led
back to all the idolatry that had been publicly suppressed, while new features were
added to that idolatry that made it still more blasphemous than before.?

The few righteous were not able to entirely staunch the flow of apostasy and rebellion. The
execution of Nimrod merely sent paganism underground until, at the first opportunity, it burst
forth like a mighty torrent, ever growing in greater power and influence, contaminating every
culture which it overflowed.

"Homer, describes Nimrod “as a great hunter; and
betokens something vast, and is applicabletoany t ower i ng per s on a d dlythological,.
Etymological, and Historical Dictionatyondon: C. Dilly, 1793) p. 308.

® Alexander Hislop, The Two BabylonfNew Jersey: Loizeaux Brothers, Inc., 1959) pp. 66 and 67.
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Early Christianity lost its peculiar primitive godliness as paganism was accepted in and infected
Christianity. This new, amalgamated Babylonian Christianity, with Saturn lying deeply hidden
at its heart, began to gain ascendency over the more traditional forms of paganism in the fourth
century just as the capital of the Roman Empire was moved from Rome to Constantinople.

Very early, indeed, did the bishops of Rome show a proud and ambitions spirit;
but, for the first three centuries, their claim for superior honour was founded
simply on the dignity of their see, as being that of the imperial city, the capital of
the Roman world. When, however, the seat of empire was removed to the East,
and Constantinople threatened to eclipse Rome, some new ground for maintaining
the dignity of the Bishop of Rome must be sought. That new ground was found
when, about 378, the Pope fell heir to the keys that were the symbols of two well-
known Pagan divinities at Rome. Janus bore a key,” and Cybele bore a key;* and
these are the two keys that the Pope emblazons on his arms as the ensigns of his
spiritual authority.™*

It was a brilliant move. By presenting himself to the pagans as the representative of Janus and
Cybele, and thus the rightful heir of their “keys,” the pope secured for himself a position of
power among them. The next step was merely to convince the
Christians that he was the rightful successor of Peter the apostle and
the rightful possessor of his “keys.”

Thus, though the temporal dignity of Rome as a city should
decay, his own dignity as the Bishop of Rome would be more
firmly established than ever. On this policy it is evident he
acted. Some time was allowed to pass away, and then, when
the secret working of the Mystery of iniquity had prepared the
way for it, for the first time did the Pope publicly assert his
preeminence, as founded on the keys given to Peter. About 378

was he raised to the position which gave him, in Pagan The Vatican City coat of arms
estimation, the power of the keys referred to. In 431, and not =~ _giShiays the keys of Jatus and
ybele, now claimed by the pope.
before, did he publicly lay claim to the possession of Peter’s  This emblem also appears on a
kevs 12 white and gold background on the
ys. Vaticanos f

° ovid, Fastj lib. 1. I1. 95, 99, Vol. IlI, p. 18.
YacCcybere]5Qa tltyikKS2y 2F (KS | 3rlAddies Jookd) @oRddn, 1806)R L £ £ dza ( NA ;
originally Pantheum Mythicum Seu Fabulosa Deorum Histgyiksuit scholar Frangois Pomey, p. 153.
11 . .
Hislop, op. at., p. 207.
“«1n proof of the fact that t RdraVolcll, @139ninvuralegafeiahiit made i

at it, but it was only in 431 that ididhbotsquatdamdi m was br oaf
footnote, emphasis original.)



Taking advantage of the credulity of the Christians, the pope secured for himself the preeminent
position of power as the head of both the Christian Church and the pagan religion.

It is not difficult to see how the Pagans would rally round the pope all the more
readily when they heard him found his power on the possession of Peter’s keys.
The keys that the Pope bore were the keys of a “Peter” well known to the Pagans
initiated in the Chaldean Mysteries. . . . There was a “Peter” at Rome who
occupied the highest place in the Pagan priesthood. The priest who explained the
Mysteries to the initiated was sometimes called by a Greek term, the Hierophant;
but in primitive Chaldee, the real language of the Mysteries, his title, as

pronounced without the points, was “Peter” — i.e., “the interpreter.”lg’ 14

The high priest of the pagan mysteries, the Grand Interpreter who taught the hidden secrets to the
highest levels of the initiates was naturally decorated with the keys of Janus and Cybele, for he
was the one through whom these mysteries were revealed.

Thus we may see how the keys of Janus and Cybele would come to be known as
the keys of Peter, the “interpreter” of the Mysteries. Yea, we have the strongest
evidence that, in countries far removed from one another, and far distant from
Rome, these keys were known by initiated Pagans not merely as the “keys of
Peter,” but as the keys of a Peter identified with Rome. . . . The existence of such
a title was too valuable to be overlooked by the Papacy; and, according to its
usual policy, it was sure, if it had the opportunity, to turn it to the account of its
own aggrandizement. And that opportunity it had. When the Pope came, as he
did, into intimate connection with the Pagan priesthood; when they came at last . .
. under his control, what more natural than to seek not only to reconcile Paganism
and Christianity, but to make it appear that the Pagan “Peter-Roma,” with his
keys, meant “Peter of Rome,” and that that “Peter of Rome” was the very apostle
to whom the Lord Jesus Christ gave the “keys of the kingdom of heaven”?
Hence, from the mere jingle of words, persons and things essentially different
were confounded; and Paganism and Christianity were jumbled together, that the
towering ambition of a wicked priest might be gratified; and so, to the blinded
Christians of the apostacy, [sic] the Pope was the representative of Peter the
apostle, while to the initiated Pagans, he was only the representative of Peter, the
interpreter of their well-known Mysteries.*®

B see John Parkhurst, An Hebrew and English Lexicon, Without Pointsidon, 1799), p. 602.

" Hislop, op. cit, p. 208.

" Hislop, ibid,, pp. 208-210, emphasis original; see also Jacob Bryant, A New System or an Analysis of Ancient
Mythology, (London: J. Walker, 1807) Vol. I, pp. 308-311, 356, 359-362.
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The title the pope bears is very descriptive. The word “catholic” means “universal.” As the head
of the Catholic Church, he is also the head of the Roman Catholic Church. The secret carefully
preserved within the very core of an interconnected maze of rites, symbols, ceremonies and
rituals is the identity of the hidden god. By his assumption of power in inheriting the keys of
Janus and Cybele, the pope is the sole legitimate head of the Babylonian mysteries. The very
name of this amalgamated system of religion as given in the Bible is “Mystery Babylon.

We have now only to inquire what was the name by which Nimrod was known as
the god of the Chaldean Mysteries. That name . . . was Saturn. Saturn and
Mystery are both Chaldean words, and they are correlative terms. As Mystery
signifies the Hidden system, so Saturn signifies the Hidden god. To those
who were initiated the god was revealed; to all else he was hidden. Now, the
name Saturn in Chaldee is pronounced Satiir; but, as every Chaldee scholar
knows, consists only of four letters, thus — Star.

This name contains exactly the Apocalyptic number 666:
S=60
T =400
U==6
R =200
666

If the Pope is, as we have seen, the legitimate representative of Saturn, the
number of the Pope, as head of the Mystery of Iniquity, is just 666. But still
further it turns out, . . . that the original name of Rome itself was Saturnia, “the
city of Saturn.” This is vouched alike by Ovid,'® by Pliny,*® and by Aurelius
Victor.?® Thus, then, the Pope . . . is the only legitimate representative of the
original Saturn at this day in existence, and he reigns in the very city of the seven
hills where the Roman Saturn formerly reigned; and, from his residence in which,
the whole of Italy was “long after called by his name,” being commonly named
“the Saturnian land.”*

16 Revelation 17:5

17 « I n

upon
but

name
calendar

the Litany of the Mass, t h eppewandmytsdvipup leave sercg r e
—(uMs’ . G aRratestangVol. Il., p. 79,1837.) Whence can this invocation
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taught

of

from the ancient worship of &Grodizeditha Babylbniaregod byHhed d e n
of St. Dionysius, and St. Baachus, hteheal‘smarethnyrro,l’l e

Cit., p. 269, footnote.
¥ Fastj lib. VI. 1. 31-34, Vol. lll, p. 342.
* Historia Naturalislib. Ill. 5, p. 55.

*° Origo

Gentis Romanaeap. iii.

2 Hislop, op. cit, pp. 269-270, italics original, bold supplied.
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The deeply buried secret of the Babylonian mysteries is that all worship on a
counterfeit calendar is actually directed to the hidden god, Saturn, a.k.a.
the arch-rebel, Nimrod. While the external parade of rites and
ceremonies is primarily preformed on Sunday, the hidden god at the
root of it all remains Saturn. The coat of arms of the current pope,
Benedict XVI, clearly symbolizes this. Every pope since the 12"
century has had his own personal coat of arms. Each one has
similarly incorporated the “keys of Peter” into the design.

The Vatican website explains the symbols emblazoned on his personal
coat of arms as “a Moor’s head in natural colour . . . This is an ancient
emblem of the Diocese of Freising [Bavaria], . . . the Moor’s head is not
rare in European heraldry. It . . . is common in the Bavarian tradition.”??
The scallop shell at the bottom is explained: “The scallop shell . . . has
been used for centuries to distinguish pilgrims. Benedict XVI wanted
to keep this symbolism alive . . . .” The animal is described: “A brown
bear, in natural colour, is portrayed . . . An easy interpretation: the bear tamed by God’s grace is
the Bishop of Freising himself; the pack saddle is the burden of his Episcopate.”23

Pope Benedict XVI's Coat of Arms

This may be a suitably simple, politically correct explanation for the masses, but it is not the
deeper, hidden meaning. The pope’s coat of arms was created specifically for him by
Archbishop Andrea Cordero Lanza di Montezemolo (later created a Cardinal.) Anyone as well-
acquainted with heraldry as to be commissioned to design the new pope’s personal coat of arms
is also well-acquainted with its traditional heraldic meaning. A bear symbolizes “strength,
cunning, ferocity in the protection of one’s kindred.”?*

A Moor’s head “dates back to the Middle Ages when it was considered an honor to take a
Moor’s head.”® Such symbology is not only a racial insult, but is also an affront to every
Muslim as Moors were, without exception, of the Islamic faith. The Crusades mercilessly
slaughtered Muslims, Jews and apostolic Christians alike. It was during the Crusades that it was
considered an honor to decapitate a Moor because of his religion.

?2 see www.vatican.va/holy_father/benedict_svi/elezione/stemma-benedict-svi_en.html. While it may be

“common in the Bavar i awthétraditidnibéginon, ” no one knows ho
% Ibid.
% See www.heraldry.ws/info/article05.html; also, www.fleurdelis.com/meanings.htm
25 A
Ibid.



This meaning is underscored by the scallop shell. While it may be true that the scallop shell “has
been used for centuries to distinguish pilgrims,” specifically it symbolizes St. James, the patron
saint of Spain. His shrine is in Santiago de Compostela, one of only three Catholic “holy
cities.”®® Because Santiago de Compostela is near the coast of Spain, a scallop shell became a
symbol of the saint whose shrine was located there.
St. James is more commonly known as Santiago
Mantamoros: St. James the Moor Slayer! According
to tradition, “Saint James the Apostle appeared as a
ferocious sword wielding warrior on horseback to
help Christian armies in battles against the Moors
during the Reconquista. By virtue of his sainthood,
battles in which Saint James the Moor-slayer took
part always resulted in Christian victories against
their Muslim foes.”?’

These appalling symbols were carefully selected.
They were used in a different arrangement by
Cardinal Ratzinger before becoming Pope Benedict.
In 1981, Ratzinger was appointed Perfect of the
Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, formerly
known as the Holy Office of the Inquisition. This
made him the successor to the Grand Inquisitor.
Even before being selected pope, Benedict was a
prominent and knowledgeable theologian. His

St. James the Moor-Slayer. This famous statue is
on display in the Cathedral of Santiago de

decision to include a bear, a scallop and a Moor’s
head was a purposeful choice, as the Vatican
concurs, “Cardinal Joseph Ratzinger, elected Pope

Compostela. While one Muslim is being trampled

to death wunder his hors
Moors flank him on either side. Directly in front is
a Moords head stelpodyr Blindy
staring up at his killer.

and taking the name Benedict XVI, has chosen a
coat of arms rich in symbolism and meaning that transmits to history his personality and
Pontificate.”?

In September of 2006, Benedict angered Muslims around the world when he quoted from an
obscure medieval text, saying, “Show me just what Mohammed brought that was new, and there
you will find things only evil and inhuman, such as his command to spread by the sword the faith
he preached.” Muslims were outraged and demanded an apology.

“Salih Kapusuz, the deputy head of the Turkish ruling AKP party, said Pope Benedict’s remarks
were either the result of pitiful ignorance or a deliberate distortion. ‘He has a dark mentality that

?® The other two are Rome and Jerusalem.
7 See www.crusades-encylopedia.com, St. James the Moor Slayer, emphasis supplied.
% See www.vatican.va/holy_father/benedict_svi/elezione/stemma-benedict-svi_en.html, emphasis supplied.
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comes from the darkness of the Middle Ages,” he said. ‘He is going down in history in the same
category as leaders such as Hitler and Mussolini.””? The Pope has never offered an apology,
opting instead to simply express sorrow that some people had been upset.

The fact that the pope deliberately chose to include such inflammatory symbols in “a coat of
arms rich in symbolism and meaning” for the specific reason of transmitting to history “his
personality and Pontificate” begs the question: Precisely what is Benedict planning for his
pontificate?

Aside from the gruesome, barbarous connotations which accompany using a Moor’s head on
one’s personal coat of arms, there is yet a deeper level of symbolism that must be understood. A
head with the coloring and features of a man from the Negroid race
is revealing when compared with how Nimrod was represented.

| have already noticed the fact that Nimrod, as the son of
Cush, was a negro. Now, there was a tradition in Egypt,
recorded by Plutarch, that “Osiris was black,” which, in a
land where the general complexion was dusky, must have
implied something more than ordinary in its darkness.
Plutarch also states that Horus, the son of Osiris, “was of a
fair complexion,” and it was in this way, for the most part,
that Osiris was represented. But we have unequivocal
evidence that Osiris, the son and husband of the great
goddess-queen of Egypt, was also represented as a veritable
negro. In Wilkinson may be found a representation of him
with the unmistakable features of the genuine Cushite or
negro.®

This illustration from The Manners and Customs of the Ancient
Egyptians® directly links Osiris  with Nimrod. The name
“Nimrod” comes from Nimr, a “leopard,” and rada or rad “to
subdue.” Therefore, the name means “the subduer of the leopard.”
Thus, a leopard’s skin was closely identified with Nimrod and the
high priests of Osiris wore leopard skins when called upon to
officiate at any high occasion. “That dress directly connects him
[Osiris] with Nimrod. This negro-featured Osiris is clothed from
head to foot in a spotted dress, the upper part being a leopard’s skin, the under part also being
spotted to correspond with it.”%

% www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/1529021/Muslims-condemn-Pope-for-insulting-Prophet.html
30 4 . . .
Hislop, op. cit, p. 43, emphasis supplied.
*1 Sir John Gardner Wilkinson, op. cit.,Vol. VI, Plate 33.
%2 See Hislop, op. cit, pp. 44 and 45; Wilkinson, op. cit, Vol. IV, pp. 341 and 353.
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Another image of Osiris** shows him with darker skin than the already dusky Egyptians and,

furthermore, portrays him as being a
giant. Notice the priest standing in front
of Osiris. This is not a child; he has a
beard. The priest is wearing a leopard
skin, showing he is a priest of Osiris.
The artist was not taking “artistic
license,”  portraying the  figures
disproportionately. Rather, this picture
IS consistent with the various accounts
that claim Nimrod was of gigantic
stature.

33 Osiris was typically portrayed wearing the white shroud of a mummy as he was god of the afterlife.
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Elsewhere as well, Nimrod was represented as black. “In India, the infant Crishna (emphatically
the black god), in the arms of the goddess Devaki, is represented with the wooly hair and marked
features of the Negro or African race.”  More modern representations also show

Crishna/Krishna as having a different color of skin from his mother.

S \\.\\\W/////
§ ;,;;.\\ix\i\-.
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This engraving from The Hindu Pantheon, shows the Modern artwork still portrays Krishna with dark
Hindu Nimrod, Krishna with marked African hair and skin.
features (Edward Moor, London: T. Bensley, 1810).

The weight of evidence would indicate that Nimrod did indeed have the physical characteristics
of the Negroid race. As Nimrod/Saturn was the god of Saturday, and Nimrod was represented as
African in appearance, a Moor’s head is an appropriate symbol of the hidden god, Saturn and its
worship day, Saturday. “Saturn, the hidden god, - the god of the Mysteries, whom the Pope
represents, whose secrets were revealed only to the initiated” is symbolized on Pope Benedict’s
coat of arms as a Moor’s head. Prominently displaying a symbol understood only by the
initiated indicates the Pope’s position as Grand Interpreter of the Mysteries.

3 Hislop, op. cit, footnote, p. 238, emphasis original.
** Hislop, ibid,, p. 271.
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In prophecy, a bear symbolizes Medo-Persia.®*® The exaltation of Sunday as a holy day comes
from the Persian mystery religions, specifically Mithraism. A bear, therefore, fitly symbolizes
Sunday exaltation. “The functional purpose of [coats] of arms is identification.”®” Therefore, as
the two emblems emblazoned on Pope Benedict’s personal coat of arms are deeply buried
symbols of both Sunday and Saturday, their purpose is to identify their owner, to the initiated, as
the chief authority over both days of worship. To the uninitiated, this is carried over in practice
by the principle that one may attend Sunday mass on Saturday after 4 p.m. and have it count as
the weekend mass.®

But there is still one final mystery to penetrate: the identity of the ultimate hidden god. Whom
did Nimrod represent? The apostle Paul answered this question: “But I say, that the things which
the Gentiles [pagans] sacrifice, they sacrifice to devils, and not to God: and | would not that ye
should have fellowship with devils.”** The power that inspired Nimrod and all of his
worshippers is none other than that of Satan, the adversary.

Now, on inquiry, it will actually be found, that while Saturn was the name of the
visible head, Teitan was the name of the invisible head of the beast [of Revelation
13]. Teitan is just the Chaldean form of Sheitan, the very name by which Satan
has been called from time immemorial by the Devil-worshippers of Kurdistan;
and from Armenia or Kurdistan,* this Devil-worship embodied in the Chaldean
Mysteries came westward to Asia Minor, and thence to Etruria and Rome. It is
undeniable . . . that Teitan, in Pagan belief, was identical with the Dragon, or
Satan.”

* See Daniel 7; compare with Daniel 2:38-40.

37 www.stedmundsbury.gov.uk/seb/live/arms.cfm

* Office of Bishop Skylstad, Catholic Diocese of Spokane, Washington. Upon inquiry, the Assistant to the Bishop
stated," Anyt hing after 4 o' clock on a Saturday can
weekend. You don’t have to go again on Sunday.
*%| Corinthians 10:20

0 Erederick Walpole, TheAnsayrij (London: Richard Bentley, 1851) p. 397. See also, Sir Austen H. Layard, Nineveh
and Its RemaingLondon: John Murray, 1853), Vol. |, pp. 287-288. The Turks, who came from the Euphrates,

be

cons,|

render itthe sameway. nWSRK2 dza SQa ¢ dzN} h@Kp5HQiwh2ylaNB o nsheytin().* Sat an, ”

W. Redhouse, London: Bernard Quaritch, 1880, p. 277.)
o Hislop, op. cit, p. 276, emphasis original.
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It may be difficult for modern readers to see the connection between “Satan” and “Teitan.”
However, the link in etymology is there. Ancient Chaldee frequently transformed Sh or S into T.
Consider the following examples:

Hebrew Chaldee
Shekel (to weigh) Tekel
Shabar (to break) Tabar
Seraphim Teraphim
Asar (to be rich) Atar

Remove all of the deceptions, the symbols, the pagan rites and Christian names; what remains at
the core is the identity of the god hidden behind all ancient and modern false religion: Satan.
This is not a denunciation against Roman Catholics. Rather, this is an acknowledgement that the
“mystery of iniquity”*? spoken of by the apostle Paul in the first century has permeated the entire
world, Jews and Protestants included. The passing centuries have buried the truth about the
Babylonian mysteries so deeply that none but modern initiates have known the truth: all who
worship on Saturn’s day are ignorantly worshipping Saturn/Sheitan/Satan. In scripture, Babylon
is a symbol of confusion and false religion. However, most scholars agree that the name actually
meant “Gateway of the gods.”

The day on which one worships directs that worship to the God/god of that day. Worship by a
counterfeit calendar thus becomes a gateway to false gods (demons). This was a principle
acknowledged by Christ Himself when He said, “For the Son of man is Lord even of the Sabbath
day.”® The lord of Sunday is Solis Invicti (the invincible sun). The lord of Saturday is
Saturn/Sheitan/Satan. The Lord of the Sabbath day is the Creator. To direct one’s worship to
the correct deity, one must worship on that God’s/god’s day, calculated by His/his calendar.
Laying aside work and observing a holy day of rest, is an act acknowledging allegiance to the
divinity that lays claim to that day.

Do not be tempted to suppose that worship on Sunday is the lesser of the two evils. Worship on
Saturday directs one’s worship to the hidden god, Saturn/Sheitan/Satan. However, the two
worship days are inseparably bound. Worship on Sunday, the “first” day of the week,
perpetuates the lie that Saturday, the “seventh” day of the week, must be the true Sabbath. All
who worship by the pagan/papal calendar created, perpetrated and sustained by those very same
Babylonian mysteries which assumed a Christian disguise in the 4™ century C.E. are joining in
the worship of Nimrod. In so doing, they are giving honor to the power that inspired him: Satan.

|| Thessalonians 2:7
* Matthew 12:8

14



Sunday-keeping Protestants and Saturday Sabbatarians have been unjustified in feeling morally
superior to Roman Catholics. Sir George Sinclair of Ulbster stated: “Romanism is a refined
system of Christianised heathenism, and chiefly differs from its prototype in being more
treacherous, more cruel, more dangerous, more intolerant.”** This strong denunciation embraces
all of Christendom, indeed, the entire world that is united in using the counterfeit calendar of the
Babylonian/Roman mysteries.

The battle over worship, begun when Lucifer first sought to usurp the homage due to the one true
God, will rage with increased intensity to the very close of time. This is the issue of the final
struggle in the great controversy between the Creator and Lucifer. The very fact that the
mysteries of Babylon are now being laid open, that the hidden god, Saturn, is now being exposed
for the devil-worship that it is, reveals as nothing else can, that the time spoken of in Revelation
as occurring just before Christ returns is right upon us.

In the Apocalyptic visions, it is just before the judgment upon her that, for the
first time, John sees the Apostate Church with the name Babylon the Great
“written upon her forehead” (Revelation 17:5). What means the writing of that
name “on the forehead”?  Does it not naturally indicate that, just before
judgment overtakes her, her real character was to be so thoroughly developed, that
everyone who has eyes to see, who has the least spiritual discernment, would be
compelled, as it were, . . . to recognize the wonderful fitness of the title which the
Spirit of God had affixed to her. Her judgment is now evidently hastening on;
and just as it approaches, the Providence of God, conspiring with the Word of
God, by light pouring in from all quarters, makes it more and more evident that
Rome is in very deed the Babylon of the Apocalypse; that the essential character
of her system, the grand objects of her worship, her festivals, her doctrine and
discipline, her rites and ceremonies, her priesthood and their orders, have all been
derived from ancient Babylon.*

The conflict is much bigger than Catholics versus Protestants or Sunday-keepers versus
Saturday-sabbatarians. Heaven is now revealing to minds long darkened by assumption and
tradition the errors of pagan mystery worship in contrast to the truths of the worship of the
Creator. To worship a pagan god simply requires calculating one’s worship day by a pagan
calendar. In order to show loyalty to the Creator, His luni-solar calendar must be used to locate
His holy Sabbath day. This is the issue, the decision facing everyone on the planet: Whom will
ye serve?

* Letters to the Protestants of Scotlgrfitst Series, (Edinburgh, 1852), p. 121, as quoted in Hislop, op. dt., p. 285.
* Hislop, op. cit, pp. 2-3.
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