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Foreword

As the author of the historical novel Future of God Amen, this book 
provides conversations and opinions that could not be included. 
History requires an objective analysis based upon facts and findings, 
which requires personal thoughts and opinions to be omitted. Religion 
is very personal for many people and is a sacrosanct subject that many 
do not question due to their deep-seated beliefs.

Future of God Amen presented the historical development of how 
mankind conceived one universal God by revealing facts and applying 
logical deductions and assertions based upon them. It would have 
been highly inappropriate to provide opinions or points of view that 
may discredit the beliefs of the religions discussed. For this reason, 
this book has been written to present the beliefs by members of two 
Internet forums and this author’s responses. Such comments and 
responses allowed for an exchange of ideas and religious points of 
view between skeptics and devout believers of God.

The responses given by this author provides an understanding of 
his beliefs and hopes for the future. His scope of thought transcends 
theological dogma and looks to the future aspects of morality and a 
unity of religious beliefs that allows beings to advance to the next 
stage of their spiritual development.

Too few people have been exposed to the history of our religious past, 
and only by having a true understanding of how our beliefs in God 
originated can we proceed on a path of knowledge about God and our 
purpose in life. To begin this book, it is fitting to provide an extract 
from Future of God Amen. It reveals truth is not static, but must change 
based upon continued experiences and acquired knowledge.

Presented are the views and opinions of the members of two different 
forums: one is gather.com and the other is theologyweb.com. You have 
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the benefit of reading stimulating and mind-awaking conversations 
by people who are deeply religious and knowledgeable of scripture. 
It is instructive to read how they supported their beliefs; some had 
well-founded reasons based upon scripture, while others resorted to 
circular reasoning and defensive comments.

It should be of interest to observe how the author supports his 
assertions and conclusions, many of which were presented in Future 
of God Amen. It will become obvious that religious views are not 
easily changed, which is one of the reasons why this book is written. 
Only by airing our religious views can a better understanding of what 
we believe and why we believe can be appreciated. It allows for the 
next phase of spiritual development in mankind based upon truth. By 
exchanging points of view, the truth will begin to surface, if not today 
certainly in the future so that people around the world can have a better 
understanding of their belief in God.

It is the author’s hope that by discussing our religious views freely 
and honestly, we can someday not only agree to disagree, but come 
to a clearer understanding that we all pray to the same God. Such an 
understanding will precipitate a movement whereby people from the 
major religions will put pressure to bear on their religious leaders to 
unify their beliefs in God.

Unity in the belief of God is a challenge for the future. We are still 
in an infant stage in the understanding of God and our purpose as 
creatures of God. There is no doubt that to break the chains of dogma 
that restrict religious leaders to have an open mind and provide the 
mandate of their profession, which is to teach us to love one another, 
they will need the assistance of perceptive and loving daughters and 
sons of God.
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A Father Seeks to Reveal Truths to All
From Future of God Amen, Pages 19-21

It would be derelict of this father not to reveal the truths learned by 
extensive reading and research; and by the exchange of ideas with the 
many people that have entered my life. Truth can be elusive and may 
take many years to comprehend based upon real life experiences. This 
author has been fortunate to have come upon truths by accident, and 
in many cases, by simply connecting the dots through the application 
of commonsense. It would be a foolish gamble to wait for somebody 
else to present the findings acquired in my lifetime. Our lives are made 
up of too many different events that shape our thoughts. Be they on 
an educational, social, and personal level, these events combined with 
our intellect and sensitivity will always present a different color of the 
way each of us see, interpret life, and develop our thoughts for others 
to hear or read.

This father feels a deep responsibility to educate and prepare his 
children for the world they live in. They were the initial motivation 
to write this book. As a father who desired to inform his children of 
the traps and deceptive ideas propagated around us, he felt obligated 
to share thoughts that may enable others to get closer to the truths that 
he has earnestly tried to surface. It is the author’s nature to be grossly 
offended when he or others have been made a fool of by means of lies 
and deceptive ramblings. However much it hurts, he prefers to always 
know the truth. He will not knowingly stand by and let his children 
made to be fools. This author writes for all those who have the courage 
to examine new avenues of thought. They will benefit by getting to 
know their own God, and be less likely to end their spiritual quest in 
disillusion and separation from God1.

1 God may be your own personal god that is not bound to a particular 
religious faith. God is therefore not conceived in the same way by each 
person and is formed by one’s own sensibilities, intellect, acquired 
beliefs and knowledge.
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The spiritual quest this author alludes to may simply be love for 
mankind. However you may conceive your God, you may be assured 
that He would rather have you love the people around you than to 
focus your love on Him. My responsibility as a father is to educate and 
prepare my daughters to make their own way in life.

They need not bow down, prostrate themselves in a submissive manner, 
and humble themselves as if their father was a God. They need only to 
respect me for the love and precious time invested to help direct their 
lives, develop their potential, and become strong individuals who can 
stand on their own two feet. God may be present, but He cannot do 
what a father and mother can do for them. That is, to have them carry 
on the legacy of raising wonderful children in this world.

As mere mortals, we may never be able to know the whole truth 
about God. We have had our share of prophets and righteous men, 
who endeavored to show their fellow beings how they can lead moral 
lives. We shall see in the forthcoming chapters that some have made 
mistakes in their zeal to impart knowledge about God. We should not 
fault them for trying to have us inherit a belief and way of life received 
through their revelations. Only by consistently trying to seek the truth, 
will we be able to have a clearer understanding of the lives we lead 
and, a more positive and healthy outlook for the future.

Many of us have some doubts about the existence of God. Others find 
themselves with a desire to believe in God, but unable to accept many 
religious teachings and traditional mores. There are others who feel 
that the concept of God is simply another form of philosophy that 
tries to find answers to questions of morality and the possibility of 
an eternal life. Then there are those who do not want to deal with the 
concept of God at all. They may follow the rule that is most equivalent 
to, “Thou shalt love thy neighbor as thyself.”2 Stated more simply, 
“It’s nice to be nice.”3

This book is not written to deceive my children and my readers. You 
will find that every conclusion and assertion made has been grounded 
in facts and references that have come from reliable sources. This 
author will not waste time on gobbledegook to prove a point. It is love 
for the truth that gives him the stamina to share his research efforts 
with you. There is no other agenda in this book than to open your 
eyes, widen your perceptions, and bring you closer to understanding 
yourselves and the God in which you believe.

2 Holy Bible, King James Version, Matthew 22: 39
3 Anonymous
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What Does Amen Mean?
Gather Post by Nicholas P. Ginex,  

November 18, 2010

Many Jews, Christians, Muslims, agnostics, and atheists are unaware 
of the true meaning of amen. Most people believe that amen means 
“so be it.” The Hebrew definition of amen has more specific 
connotations meaning truth, firmness, verily, and true. New findings 
by Egyptologists over the past 100 years reveal that Amen was an 
Egyptian God for over 750 years before Moses’s Exodus and more 
than two thousand years before the birth of Jesus Christ.

Egyptologists have been able to decipher hieroglyphics carved into 
temple walls, pyramids, and tombs that brings new knowledge to the 
God Amen. As many as thirteen pharaohs used Amen or Amon in their 
throne names as far back as 2,000 BCE. The Hebrew definition of 
Amen upholds the most revered attribute of the Egyptian God, which 
is truth. More importantly, in the Bible, Revelation 3:13, 14, Jesus 
Christ proclaimed Amen is:

“the faithful and true witness,  
the beginning of the creation of God.”

Should we believe the words of Jesus Christ that Amen is, “the 
beginning of the creation of God,” or Judaic and Christian religious 
leaders who teach Amen means “so be it”? This is a highly significant 
question because worshippers of these religions announce amen at the 
end of a prayer, supplication, giving thanks and praise, and singing 
amen. Could it be that God first introduced Himself to the Egyptians as 
Amen? The Egyptian priesthood were first to develop the concept of a 
soul, an eternal hereafter upon living a life of truth and righteousness, 
a belief in God, and a Son of God. Can it be that Revelation provides 
a key for religious leaders to acknowledge Amen as the common bond 
for them to work together to unify their beliefs and teach the Word of 
God—love one another? These three questions are very relevant today 
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with much division between Jews, Christians, and Muslims. Your 
comments and answers to these three questions may be very useful to 
assist the religious leaders to work together.

Place an Internet search on Future of God Amen to view press releases 
and the author’s website where he appeals to the daughters and sons of 
God who are endowed with love for humanity to assist perceptive and 
courageous religious leaders to work together to unify their beliefs.

Comments and Responses
Larry M’s Comment, November 19, 2010

Interesting speculations. From the point of view of a living language, 
the word means whatever people take it to mean. But following the 
changes in meaning over time of a word is quite interesting.

Ginex’s Response, November 19, 2010

Thank you, Larry.

I agree with you that the meaning of amen as one of the greatest 
Egyptian Gods for over two thousand years before Jesus Christ has 
been lost. This loss was mostly due to the inability of the Egyptians 
and Hebrews to decipher the hieroglyphics carved into temples and 
monuments. But then, the name Amen is specifically prohibited from 
being announced in Muslim communities as told to me by Greek 
orthodox religious leaders. However, we need not fault the Muslims. 
Jews and Christians interpretation of amen as not being related to a 
God but to admission of truth, such as, “so be it.”

Many interpretations by Christian religious leaders have claimed that 
Jesus Christ was referring to himself as “the beginning of the creation 
of God.” But this is foolish because God existed in the beginning 
before there was any need for a Son of God to teach mankind to love 
one another. Also, if Jesus is coequal to God as defined by the Trinity, 
then he was not created but existed with God from the beginning and 
therefore Jesus could not be Amen, which is truly a separate entity 
created by the spiritual nature of man.

It is no accident that Amen continues to be announced in temples and 
churches. Mosques are exempted because the Muslims regard Amen as 
a false God. Yet, the Priesthood of Amon, before the Moses’s Exodus, 
wrote scripture that proclaimed Amen as the one universal God of all 



5ameN aNd Jesus’ RevelatioN

creation. The Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religious leaders will fight 
to preserve their traditions, dogma, and scriptures by denying that 
Amen was the greatest Egyptian God. They further deny that many 
of their beliefs originated from the Egyptian religion. But, we need 
to accept that people indoctrinated into a particular belief will resist 
new information that threatens their way of life. Hey, what is wrong in 
admitting the truth and advancing on a new path of unification of three 
major religions, instead of causing continued divisions and eventually, 
the killing of innocent people?

Peace. Truth hurts, but knowledge allows us to grow into better human 
beings—if we are open minded enough to accept the most wonderful 
legacy given to man, the belief in God.

Gary G’s Comment, November 19, 2010

To answer the bigger question now. Jesus said, “I am the Alpha and the 
Omega, the first and the last, the beginning and the end” (Rv 22:13).

The scripture you are referencing is a characteristic of God, not a title. 
There is nowhere else in scripture to support the claim you have made 
to support that amen is a god. To base a truth on one scripture and 
make a claim that it represents that a “biblical theology” is heretical. 
You wrote. “But this is foolish because God existed before there was 
any need for a Son of God to teach mankind to love one another.”

You are foolish. “For the word of the cross (Jesus the Son of God) is 
foolishness to those who are perishing, but to us who are being saved 
it is the power of God” (1 Cor 1:18).

Jesus is not the highest authority, God the Father is. Even Jesus spoke 
of the Father as greater than Himself (John 12:49).

Amen is a myth.

Ginex’s Response, November 20, 2010

Thank you, Gary.

You are starting to fly out of the cage that has trapped your ability to 
think for yourself. God the Father is the highest authority and He alone 
created His Son, Jesus, when it was necessary to instruct mankind of 
the Word of God—love one another. God’s command was stated three 
times in the Gospel of John; the last set of commands given by Jesus.
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To believe the Son of God existed at the same time that God created the 
universe is really a sign of immaturity and a lack of logical thinking.

Gary G’s Comment, November 19, 2010

The definition of Amen:

A. Amen in the Old Testament and Judaism. The Old Testament uses 
the term in relation to both individuals and the community 1. To 
confirm the acceptance of tasks whose performance depends on God’s 
will (1 Kgs 1:36). 2. To confirm the application of divine threats or 
curses (Nm 5:22), and 3. To attest the praise of God in response to 
doxology (1 Chr 16:36). In every case, acknowledgment of what is 
valid or binding is implied. In Judaism, amen is widely used, e.g., 
in response to praises, to the Aaronic blessing of Numbers 6:24ff, 
to vows, and to prayers. It denotes concurrence or in the case of a 
vow commitment or at the end of one’s own prayer in the hope for 
its fulfillment. The LXX mostly renders the Hebrew term by génoito, 
which retains the idea of validity but weakens that of commitment to 
a claim.

B. Amen in the New Testament and Early Christianity. The New 
Testament mostly takes over the Hebrew as it stands and uses it in 
three ways.

1. As an acclamation in worship, it signifies response (Rv 5:14; cf. 
Justin Apology 65.3; Did. 10.6).

2. At the conclusion of prayers and doxologies (e.g., Gal 1:5; Eph 
3:21; 1 Tim 1:17; 1 Clem. 20.12 for doxologies, 1 Clem. 45.8; Mart. 
Pol. 14.3 for prayers), it expresses the priority of prayer and doxology. 
Along the same lines it can occur at the end of a prophecy (Rv 1:7) 
or book (Gal 6:18; Rv 22:20). It can also be put at the beginning 
of a doxology, especially where a transition is made (Rv 19:4). In 
Revelation 1:7, it is set close to the divine yes, but Revelation 22:20 
shows that it is the church’s answer to the divine yes, which is here the 
basis of the eschatological petition. The sense in 2 Corinthians 1:20 is 
the same, for God’s yes in Christ is the firm foundation for the amen 
of the community. Christ himself as the true witness can be called “the 
amen” in his own response to the divine yes that is declared in him 
(Rv 3:14).

3. When Jesus places amen before his own sayings, both in the 
Synoptics and (liturgically doubled) in John, the point is to stress the 
truth and validity of the sayings by his own acknowledgment of them. 
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The sayings vary in content, but all relate to the history of the kingdom 
of God as this is bound up with his own person so that in the amen 
we have all Christology in a nutshell. Acknowledging his word, Jesus 
affirms it in his life, and thus makes it a claim on others.

Gerhard Kittel, Gerhard Friedrich, and Geoffrey William Bromiley, 
Theological Dictionary of the New Testament (Grand Rapids, MI: 
W.B. Eerdmans, 1995), 53-54.

Ginex’s Response, November 20, 2010

Dear Gary,

Some of your references claim that Amen is Jesus Christ. This is 
foolish for many reasons.

One reason is that all priests of the Christian faith have taught that 
amen means “so be it.” But now you appear to disagree with them 
because you want people to believe Jesus Christ was referring to 
himself as being Amen. This is very disingenuous and dishonest.

The other reason why Jesus could not be Amen “the beginning of the 
creation of God” is because God did not need or have a Son when 
He first created the universe—only after He created mankind. So it is 
somewhat juvenile to believe God and a Son of God existed at the very 
beginning of time. This is called polytheism.

Face the truth. Amen was an Egyptian God for over 2,000 years before 
Jesus Christ. This is a substantiated fact and not a biblical revelation. 
Jesus was schooled by Jewish masters in religion who knew this fact, 
and Jesus was honest to share this in Revelation 3:13 and 14. He 
clearly stated that Amen is

“the faithful and true witness, the beginning of the creation of God.”

You are a man of faith who has been so entrenched in the Bible and 
Christian dogma that you fail to appreciate what Jesus is saying to 
“all those that hath an ear.” There is no harm in admitting that God 
introduced Himself first to the Egyptian people as Amen; the first one 
universal God. Jesus was saying in Revelation that you must recognize 
that Amen is the common bond of the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic 
religions. Only when the religious leaders of these religions perceive 
the words of Jesus will there be a breakthrough for peace, unity, and 
love between all peoples.
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The above reasons are based upon fact and most importantly, 
commonsense. I do not appreciate when a religious person blindly 
follows his or her faith without using their mind to discern truth, but 
instead ramble on with meaningless words. Why can’t you believe 
in the words of Jesus Christ? He is the highest authority, not the 
references you depict out of the Bible.

Notice how I write with clarity while you present a lot of jumble. I have 
presented facts from a civilization that existed and a priesthood that 
wrote scripture “Amon As the Sole God.” Facts are more believable 
than revelations by righteous men.

Gary G’s Comment, November 20, 2010

Nicholas,

You are taking this scripture way out of context and saying things I 
did not say. For clarity, scripture teaches that amen is “yes” and “so 
be it.” As is “truly, truly.” Again, Jesus’s reference to the amen in the 
scripture you are quoting merely states His approval for a statement.

You wrote. “Jesus was saying in Revelation that you must recognize 
that amen is the common bond of the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic 
religions.”

Scripture does not teach this. You are spreading a false belief and are 
a heretic. Jesus is the authority and the Bible is His Word given by the 
Father. Jesus is the Word.

Jesus said, “I am the Alpha and the Omega, the first and the last, the 
beginning and the end.” (Rv 22:13)

Jesus is God. The Father is God. The Holy Spirit is God. Amon is not god.

Ginex’s response, November 20, 2010

Dear Gary,

Life consists of changes where we learn from the past but keep 
improving our belief in God. The scriptures as they now exist are not 
perfect. We have seen the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic faiths have 
scriptures that have caused much hate, violence, and the death of 
many, many innocent human beings. This is because people, like you, 
are insistent that they have the only true God. Tell your beliefs to a 
Muslim, and my dear man, you might be beheaded. But this is similar 
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to what the Christians have done by burning heretics at the stake. How 
nice. These religious people are so loving.

You must understand, Gary, that I am not introducing a new religion. 
I am simply bringing knowledge to many people today that do not 
know the history of ancient Egypt and are ignorant of the fact that 
Egypt had a priesthood that existed for thousands of years. Many of 
the beliefs adopted by the Hebrews came from Egypt; Moses being the 
guiding light for Hebrews with many of the beliefs and moral codes he 
learned from the Egyptians. But of course, most Hebrews would not 
admit that and prefer to give Abraham the credit as being the founder 
of the Judaic religion in spite of the fact that he did nothing compared 
to what Moses did.

God came before Jesus because Jesus was His Son. If you believe God 
and a Son of God came into existence at the very beginning, that is, at 
the same time, you are a heretic because God had to come first. You 
are not only a heretic, but you make no sense. To create a Son, God 
had to exist first. This is pure logic. Think about it. Besides, a Son of 
God was not required until man was created, which was many, many 
years—maybe millions of years later.

Gary G’s Comment, November 20, 2010

This is where the line is drawn. The Bible is the inerrant Word of 
God. Jesus always existed. Jesus created everything. In fact you were 
created in Jesus’s image. “So God created man in His own image; in 
the image of God He created him; male and female He created them” 
(Gn 1:27).

John 1:1-3 states, “In the beginning was the Word, and the Word was 
with God, and the Word was God. He was in the beginning with God. 
All things were made through him, and without him was not anything 
made that was made.”

Ginex’s Response, November 20, 2010

Dear Gary,

You are a strong believer in God. Tell me, is your God the same God 
worshipped by the Judaic and Islamic religions? Of course there can 
only be one God of creation. Even though worshippers of the Judaic, 
Christian, and Islamic religions worship Him differently because of 
different customs and traditions, He has to be the same God. Would 
you agree?
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The God I believe in is mysterious, unknowable, and incomprehensible 
to all His creations. To say He is in the image of man is a sign of 
arrogance and immaturity. Nobody, including you, knows God. He 
is a vision taught to you as learned from scripture—scripture that has 
many, many flaws because it was written by revelations of righteous 
men. The facts I shared about the existence of Amen are real and 
verified by Egyptologists. Amen was worshipped since the year 2000 
BCE. It is no wonder he is still remembered in the minds of men in our 
temples, churches, and in some mosques.

Again, to make you do some original thinking of your own, why would 
God need a Son of God when He first created the universe? God had 
to come first before He would even create a Son. His Son was created 
so that mankind can receive His Word—love one another. The Word 
was delivered by Jesus from God many, many years after God created 
the universe. Even a little boy can understand that logic. To think God 
came into this world with a Son is foolish.

Gary G’s Comment, November 20, 2010

Nicholas,

It is clear we do not share the same belief in who God is. Jesus is God, 
always has been and will always be. Through Him all things were 
created as referenced in the numerous scriptures I have given you.

And I have to disagree with you firmly. I do know God. The Bible 
is very clear on having a relationship with the Father and with Jesus. 
I implore you to read the book of John. Jesus Himself said, “This is 
eternal life that they may know You, the only true God, and Jesus 
Christ” (John 17:3).

Also, Proverbs is very clear on leaning on your own understanding. 
“Trust in the Lord with all your heart, And lean not on your own 
understanding; In all your ways acknowledge Him, And He shall 
direct your paths. Do not be wise in your own eyes; Fear the Lord and 
depart from evil. It will be health to your flesh, And strength to your 
bones” (Pr 3:5-8).

Ginex’s Response, November 20, 2010

Gary,

It is very possible that it was the Spirit of God that caused me to write 
Future of God Amen. I believe in a God that created belief in Him by 
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first introducing Himself to the Egyptian people as the one universal 
God Amen. He made it possible for the Hebrews to learn from the 
Egyptians many of the moral and ethical codes of conduct the Egyptian 
Priesthood developed.

Would you deny that God first introduced Himself first to the 
Egyptians whose priesthood wrote “Amon As the Sole God”? Who do 
you think you are to dismiss a people who worshipped Amen for over 
two thousand years before Jesus Christ was born? The Egyptians gave 
our religions of today the greatest legacy known to man—the belief in 
God. But you, my friend do not appear to agree.

Why is it that you cannot agree with facts presented and detailed for 
your intellectual growth in the book, Future of God Amen? You must 
be capable of learning if you’re open to new discoveries.

Gary G’s Comment, November 21, 2010

Yes, I deny that God introduced Himself as Amon. This is not true nor 
Biblical. God is Yahweh. I don’t agree with you because your claims 
are not Biblical.

Ginex’s Response, November 21, 2010

Gary, by you denying that God first came into the minds of men 
as Amen, you are denying a possibility that is based upon factual 
evidence. The Bible is a wonderful work conceived by man through 
revelations but is not verified by evidence. God is Amen, Yahweh, 
Jesus Christ, and Allah. One God is just as valid as the other. They 
all represent God. The difference is which one have you been taught 
about to believe in? I believe each of these Gods because they are 
worshipped by people. The difference in my belief is that they are 
the same God, but worshipped differently by different people from 
different countries.

Gary G’s Comment, November 21, 2010

Hi Nicholas,

I think we are at the end of our discussion since you simply do not 
recognize scripture as the Holy Word of God, the revelation of Jesus 
Christ, and is without error.

The account in Exodus states,
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And God spoke  all these words, saying, “I am the Lord your God, who 
brought you out of the land of Egypt,  out of the house of bondage. You 
shall have no other gods before Me. You shall not make for yourself 
a carved image—any likeness of anything that is in heaven above, 
or that is in the earth beneath, or that is in the water under the earth; 
 you shall not bow down to them nor serve them. For I, the Lord your 
God, am a jealous God, visiting the iniquity of the fathers upon the 
children to the third and fourth generations of those who hate Me, 
but showing mercy to thousands, to those who love Me and keep My 
commandments. You shall not take the name of the Lord your God in 
vain, for the Lord will not hold him guiltless who takes His name in 
vain” (Ex 20:1-7).

Ginex’s Response, November 21, 2010

Thank you, Gary, for acknowledging that God is the Lord and creator 
of all there is. He alone created the universe without the help of a 
Son.

Gary G’s Comment, November 22, 2010

So you choose only parts of the Bible so as to make it agree with your 
theology? And no, Jesus (God) made all things as stated here in one of 
many accounts. “All things were made through Him, and without Him 
nothing was made that was made” (John 1:3).

Ginex’s Response, November 24, 2010

Hello Gary,

I have no theology, only the desire to inform God-loving people who, 
where, and when the concept of one universal God originated. Please 
read my response to Mr. Clarke towards the end of this post. There 
is factual evidence that Amen was conceived by the Egyptians as the 
one God who created all there is. If you insist on denying Amen as 
the first God to be worshipped by a very religious people for over two 
thousand years, and loudly proclaim Amen is a myth, then you might 
as well convince yourself that the God you worship is a myth.

You stated, “All scripture is inspired by God and profitable for 
teaching, for reproof, for correction, for training in righteousness” (2 
Tm 3:16). You are correct, and the scripture written by the Egyptians, 
hymns that espoused beliefs in the one God Amen is also profitable for 
teaching. There is much for you to appreciate in the history of man’s 
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development, and how man came to conceive God. That is all I am 
trying to inform you of.

John K’s Comment, November 22, 2010

Nicholas,

You wrote, “The difference in my belief is that they are the same 
God but worshipped differently by different people from different 
countries.”

That is not different from what anyone who believes in God believes. 
If there is only one God, then no one was really ever worshiping 
anything but Him. No matter what they thought they were worshiping, 
there was nothing to hear them, and respond, but Him (except perhaps 
Satan in some sense . . .).

And there is no indication in the book that He did not have relationship 
with people before Abraham (or Moses), and quite the contrary, the 
book speaks of many people walking with God. It is not at all troubling 
to me to think that some persons in Egypt, Asia, Europe, and all over 
the world “met” Him and communed with Him, and told others about 
those encounters. In fact, it would be somewhat troubling to think 
these things did not happen. He’s God, for goodness sake. He was God 
then, just as He is God now. Why on earth would He not relate to His 
children?

That other notions of gods sprang up, through the fickle imaginations 
of men, is what it is. None of those gods ever did anything, and that 
people did not grasp what was happening when they saw evidence 
of His activity and interactions is perfectly understandable, and it 
does nothing to undermine what the book tells us. There is no need 
to introduce the idea that the people we see in the book “plagiarized” 
belief in the only real God from anyone else. He’s God and could 
reveal Himself at any time to anyone at all.

Of course, those who lived before Moses and walked with God, would 
have “met” him before Moses did . . . So what? That does not logically 
render anything that anyone wrote about a God (or gods), trustworthy 
or informative of the actual being, and it does not render all notions 
that all people had or have of Him, valid or inspired by God Himself. 
If you want to believe or do some stuff you think some Egyptian 
hieroglyphs or other ancient records speak of or more modern things, 
have at, knock yourself out. It’s a free country (for now).
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Ginex’s Response, November 24, 2010

Dear Mr. K,

You have provided a very perceptive comment, and I commend you 
for that. To admit that God has entered into the minds of men before 
Abraham and Moses is a breakthrough because you are willing to 
examine factual evidence that proves exactly that. However, it is not 
true that the God Amen never did anything. In a response to Mr. Clarke 
below, you will see that the ancient Egyptians believed that their God 
“created all there is.”

The proof that Amen was the first universal God does not undermine 
the Torah. However, there is positive evidence that the Hebrews did 
borrow much of their beliefs and some of their scripture from the 
Egyptians, which has been revealed by respectable Egyptologists, 
such as James H. Breasted.

If you wish to deny factual evidence, I can easily show “plagiarism” of 
Egyptian scripture has occurred by Hebrew priests. But this is not what 
we should be getting upset about. We should learn how our conception 
of God has advanced from its beginnings in ancient Egypt. We should 
not deny the gift the Egyptian priesthood has given to mankind; a 
belief in one universal God. Do not be so proud that you cannot admit 
that the Hebrews learned many of their beliefs about one God and an 
ample code of morality and ethics from the Egyptians. The trouble 
with Judaic, Christian, and Islamic believers is that they believe they 
have the only true God. But, lo and behold, that God first introduced 
Himself to the Egyptian people as Amen.

Jerry K’s Comment, November 23, 2010

The Bible is just another example of man’s attempt to “reveal” a 
relationship with a God, God, or god(s) . . . just an attempt . . . nothing 
more. IMnsHO.

Ginex’s Response, November 24, 2010

Hello Jerry.

You are correct that the Bible, and scripture before the Bible, is a way 
to reveal man’s belief in God. The trouble is that few people have the 
curiosity to learn how and where man first conceived the idea of one 
universal God? More importantly, people are ignorant of a wonderful 
history of a religious civilization that believed in Gods and advanced 
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to one universal God many, many years before Abraham and Moses. 
This knowledge should not be pushed aside with the flippant comment, 
“so what?”

John K’s Comment, Nov 24, 2010

Nicholas,

You wrote, “If you wish to deny factual evidence, I can easily show 
‘plagiarism’ of Egyptian scripture has occurred by Hebrew priests.”

That’s crazy talk. You cannot possibly prove that what is written in the 
book as from God did not come directly from God.

Ginex’s Response, November 24, 2010

Dear John,

It can easily be proven that the Hebrew priests plagiarized much of 
Egyptian scripture. I have several instances provided in Future of God 
Amen that were scrutinized by scholars of religion. It is not “crazy 
talk,” and you need to be open to new discoveries in life. All of what 
is in the Bible did not come directly from God because it would be an 
embarrassment to God for all the myths and distortions presented.

Gary G’s Comment, November 24, 2010

“But there were also false prophets among the people, even as there 
will be false teachers among you, who will secretly bring in destructive 
heresies, even denying the Lord who bought them, and bring on 
themselves swift destruction. And many will follow their destructive 
ways, because of whom the way of truth will be blasphemed. By 
covetousness they will exploit you with deceptive words; for a long 
time their judgment has not been idle, and their destruction does not 
slumber” (2 Pt 2:1-3).

Ginex’s Response, November 24, 2010

Hello Gary.

Do you think I am a false prophet? Unfortunately, I have no reason to 
be one but only a teacher who is trying to inform you about the belief 
of Amen as a universal God in a long distant past. I am only providing 
information so that you may learn something in your life.
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Norman C’s Comment, November 20, 2010

The word could have originated from the Coptic Church in Egypt, 
and borrowed from the ancient Egyptians—whose supreme god was 
Amon-Ra.

Ginex’s Response, November 20, 2010

Norman,

You are absolutely right. But, the ancient Egyptians existed before 
the Coptic Church. You mean the Coptic Church borrowed the name 
Amen from the Egyptians. The Egyptian priesthood wrote scripture, 
“Amon As the Sole God” before the Moses’s Exodus. This universal 
God was so popular for over two thousand years, that his name Amen 
(is the same as Amon) existed in the minds of men even as the new 
monotheistic religions gave birth.

Norman C’s Comment, November 20, 2010

That’s what I was trying to convey, Nicholas. Sorry that I wasn’t clear 
enough.

J J Myles’s Comment, November 20, 2010

Amon (Amen, Amun, Ammon, and Amoun)

Symbols: ram, goose, and bull

Cult Center: Thebes and Hermopolis

The god of Thebes, he was shown as human. He was viewed (along 
with his consort Amaunet) in Hermopolis as a primordial creation 
deity. Up to the time of the twelfth dynasty, Amon was a Theban god 
of no more than local importance, but as soon as the princes of Thebes 
had conquered their rival claimants to rule Egypt, and had succeeded 
in making their city a new capital of the country, their god Amon 
became a prominent god in upper Egypt. It was probably under that 
dynasty that the attempt was made to assign to him the proud position 
which was afterwards claimed for him of “king of the gods.”

According to the older Hermopolitan customs though, Amon was 
made by Thoth as one of the eight primordial gods of creation (Amen, 
Amaunet, Heh, Heqet, Nun, Naunet, Kau, and Kauket).
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Ginex’s Response, November 20, 2010

Yea, JJ, you know about much of the history of Amen. I have made a 
detailed study of the Egyptian civilization and wrote a book, Future of 
God Amen. This book describes how man first conceived the concept of 
one, universal God. Many of the beliefs were adopted by the Hebrews, 
and the God Amen has never lost its impact on the minds of men. 
Amen is announced in temples, churches, and sometimes mosques as 
worshippers give thanks, praise, and acknowledgement to God.

J J Myles’s Comment, November 20, 2010

An interesting study. I majored in cultural anthropology and minored 
in theology, so I did have the opportunity to learn a lot about the 
ancient cultures and their religious and spiritual leanings.

Ginex’s Response, November 21, 2010

Hello JJ.

It is refreshing to be able to converse with a person that has a thirst for 
knowledge which is only possible if you have an open mind. Listen 
and read all points of view until you feel in your gut that you are 
getting close to the truth. I have done that all my life because I do not 
like to be made a fool of. I question the highest authority whether it’s 
a pope, a president, a respected scholar, or a religious leader who has 
devoted a life to religious study.

Sue B’s Comment, November 22, 2010

Well, gee, if that’s all you wanted, I could have dazzled you the same 
way and even with the exact same words JJ did. I see you’re easily 
impressed. Always a sign of great wisdom.

Ginex’s Response, November 23, 2010

Thank you, Sue.

Please know I am not advocating a new religion, but trying to simply 
inform people about an ancient civilization that has given mankind 
one of our greatest legacies—the belief in God.

Richard Regener’s Comment, November 20, 2010

Emotional immaturity is alive and well, Nicholas. :-)
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Ginex’s Response, November 20, 2010

Ha, Ha, Ha, Ha. Richard, your succinct comment made me laugh. 
Thank you.

Lydia Shelley’s Comment, November 20, 2010

You know . . . I was going to disagree, and went to the Bible . . . looking 
at this passage in several different versions of the Bible, and have to 
agree you may be on to something here. Interesting.

I think the Bible is a sort of puzzle, that no matter how many times we 
read it, new insights and understanding come to us. Good work!

Gary G’s Comment, November 20, 2010

Hi Lydia,

The Bible is full of discovery. If you look at the letters to the churches 
in context with the scripture that has been referenced, you will see 
that the angel is describing a different attribute of who God is to each 
church. The book of Revelation is the revealing of Jesus Christ. He is 
eternal and has always existed.

Lydia Shelley’s Comment, November 20, 2010

I agree that amen in the book of Revelation is talking about Jesus or 
God . . . but not necessarily that the word came from Egypt. However, 
since Hebrew has no vowels . . . but the book of Revelation was 
written in Greek, which does have vowels. Also, not conclusively 
sure about precisely what amen means in all other usages throughout 
the Bible, but the context is drastically different from the Revelation 
usage. Thanks for making me think and study. Whatever you believe, 
Revelation 3:14 is something everyone should have a look at.

Ginex’s Response, November 20, 2010

Dear Lydia,

Thank you for having an open mind. I realize that it is very difficult 
for worshippers of the Judaic and Christian religions to accept amen as 
meaning something other than what they have been taught by religious 
leaders. I am a man who has seeked the truth about God since I was a 
little boy. Only though extensive reading of books written by respected 
historians and Egyptologists that I was able to learn that Amen was the 
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greatest Egyptian God for 750 years before the Moses’s Exodus, and 
2,000 years before the birth of Jesus Christ.

My studies have resulted in authoring Future of God Amen, which not 
only reveals how man first came to conceive God, but also, how God 
has profoundly influenced the development of the Judaic, Christian, 
and Islamic religions. Again, thank you, Lydia, and may God bless 
you.

John K’s Comment, November 20, 2010

You wrote, “The Egyptian priesthood were first to develop the 
concept of a soul, an eternal hereafter upon living a life of truth and 
righteousness, a belief in God, and a Son of God.”

Oh . . . beat God to developing those concepts, did they? What a 
fruitcake. ;)

Lydia Shelley’s Comment, November 20, 2010

ROFLMAO, John. You do have a way with words sometimes . . .

Ginex’s Response, November 20, 2010

Hello John,

Please tell the viewers of this post where and when God developed 
those concepts. If you are unable to do so, you my friend are the 
fruitcake. I deal with facts that have been verified, not revelations that 
may or may not be true.

If you are unable to enlighten us with your knowledge then you are 
the fruitcake. However, I am still willing to teach you things about the 
past that are true and have been substantiated by actual findings—if 
you desire to learn.

John K’s Comment, November 20, 2010

You wrote, “Hello, John, please tell the viewers of this post where and 
when God developed those concepts.”

The question is utterly silly, to a man of God, Nicholas. Obviously 
He would have had to “develop the concepts” before He created the 
wheres and whens human beings can have any awareness of . . . You’ve 
got man creating God at the root of your teaching, and that has nothing 
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whatsoever to do with the Abrahamic religions . . . It’s man-worship, 
and I figure you will have a much better chance of getting praise and 
agreement if you go preach to the other man-worshipers, dude;)

Ginex’s Response, November 20, 2010

John K,

If God created the concepts of a soul, that He is God, and created all 
the codes of conduct for us humans to follow, tell us where God does 
this. If man can develop how to control electricity, fly to the moon, 
understand what makes up an atom, why could he not also create the 
concept of God? It took thousands of years for the ancient Egyptians 
to finally develop this concept of one universal God. The priesthood 
of Amon was able to write the scripture that described their God. I 
will present some of that scripture for you tomorrow. It was developed 
long before the Abrahamic religions and before Moses, who is the 
father of the Judaic religion, not Abraham. Abraham never wrote a 
word of scripture. It was Moses that wrote the Book of the Covenant 
that contained his conversations with God, and it was Moses that led 
the Jews out of Egypt. Why in the world are you giving Abraham 
credit; give credit where credit is due.

You, my friend, have got to learn to be humble and try learning 
something instead of calling the three questions presented in this post 
as being silly.

John K’s Comment, November 21, 2010

Nicholas,

You wrote, “If man can develop how to control electricity, fly to the 
moon, understand what makes up an atom, why could he not also 
create the concept of God?”

Of course people can make concepts of gods, but that does not make 
gods. Real things do not spring into existence when people generate 
concepts in their mind. You can test that any time. Imagine a big pile 
of gold in your closet, then go check, and you will see there is no 
pile of gold sitting there. Imagine you are flying to the moon . . . then 
notice that you are still on the earth . . .

When you have satisfied yourself that it is not possible to create things 
by generating concepts (even if you write them down), then we’ll talk. 
Until then, I see no point in discussing anything serious with you.
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Ginex’s Response, November 21, 2010

Thank you, John, for your very enlightening answer, you wrote, “Of 
course, people can make concepts of gods, but that does not make 
gods. Real things do not spring into existence when people generate 
concepts in their mind.”

You must know that concepts, thoughts of the human mind, are 
required to develop a real thing. Concepts are called theories, and 
theories have led to the understanding of electricity, development 
of radar, TV, the plane, and rockets to the moon. My dear friend, do 
yourself a favor and go back to school; you will find that concepts, 
thoughts, are essential for people to understand not only themselves 
but the world around them. The ancient Egyptians were a people 
that developed the most advanced civilization of their time. The 
Egyptian priesthood developed the concepts of a soul, truth, and 
righteousness, a hereafter, a universal God Amen, and even a Son of 
God. These are facts my friend that are described in great detail in 
the book, Future of God Amen. Do yourself justice and learn about 
the past; it would help you to better understand God. Click on www.
futureofgodamen.com

Sue’s Comment, November 21, 2010

This is what happens when we take scripture out of context. We can 
even make scripture say opposite of what it actually does say when 
we insist on taking some of it and deciphering it alone. Only after 
we have learned that we cannot do this and derive meaning that was 
intended, we need to learn to read in that context. After we decide not 
to take scripture out of context and rewrite the Word of God with our 
own understanding, which we are also told not to rely upon, and we 
learn to read in the context of the scripture and in the context of the 
whole Word of God, then we can begin to understand scripture the 
way it was meant to be understood. When we take a verse that ends 
with a semicolon and decide to omit the verse that comes after it and 
completes it, we have stopped in the middle of a sentence; much less 
have read in any context.

It’s no different than if I were to write, “Go to hell and tell them what 
I said” and I put that into verse instead. Written in verse:

1 Go to hell

2 And tell them what I said.
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Take my first verse without the second verse that completes the 
sentence, and what do you have? Do you have what I meant to convey? 
Well, maybe you think you do, but I am not telling anyone to go to 
hell in a way that might be considered offensive, but merely to deliver 
a message to people who are there because of the second verse that 
completes the sentence.

You took two verses in the middle of a chapter and decided to decipher 
them.

You had the right idea by at least finding out what the Hebrew word 
means. “The Hebrew definition of Amen has more specific connotations 
meaning truth, firmness, verily, and true.” If something is true or firm, 
we might say, “so be it” because it is so.

Now let’s examine the context herein from Revelation 3:1-15, not just 
the verses13 and 14of the chapter 3.

1. “And unto the angel of the church in Sardis write; These things 
saith he that hath the seven Spirits of God, and the seven stars; I know 
thy works, that thou hast a name that thou livest, and art dead.

2. Be watchful, and strengthen the things which remain, that are ready 
to die: for I have not found thy works perfect before God.

3. Remember therefore how thou hast received and heard, and hold 
fast, and repent. If therefore thou shalt not watch, I will come on thee 
as a thief, and thou shalt not know what hour I will come upon thee.

4. Thou hast a few names even in Sardis which have not defiled their 
garments; and they shall walk with me in white: for they are worthy.

5. He that overcometh, the same shall be clothed in white raiment; and 
I will not blot out his name out of the book of life, but I will confess his 
name before my Father, and before his angels.

6. He that hath an ear, let him hear what the Spirit saith unto the 
churches.

7. And to the angel of the church in Philadelphia write; These things 
saith he that is holy, he that is true, he that hath the key of David, he that 
openeth, and no man shutteth; and shutteth, and no man openeth;

8. I know thy works: behold, I have set before thee an open door, and 
no man can shut it: for thou hast a little strength, and hast kept my 
word, and hast not denied my name.
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9. Behold, I will make them of the synagogue of Satan, which say they 
are Jews, and are not, but do lie; behold, I will make them to come and 
worship before thy feet, and to know that I have loved thee.

10. Because thou hast kept the word of my patience, I also will keep 
thee from the hour of temptation, which shall come upon all the world, 
to try them that dwell upon the earth.

11. Behold, I come quickly: hold that fast which thou hast, that no man 
take thy crown.

12. Him that overcometh will I make a pillar in the temple of my God, 
and he shall go no more out: and I will write upon him the name of 
my God, and the name of the city of my God, which is new Jerusalem, 
which cometh down out of heaven from my God: and I will write upon 
him my new name.

13. He that hath an ear, let him hear what the Spirit saith unto the 
churches.

14. And unto the angel of the church of the Laodiceans write; These 
things saith the Amen, the faithful and true witness, the beginning of 
the creation of God;

15. I know thy works, that thou art neither cold nor hot: I would thou 
wert cold or hot.”

We see in the preceding verses from the verse 1 through verse 12 that 
the Spirit is speaking to the churches.

In Revelation 3: 13-14, the verses to which you refer:

“He that hath an ear, let him hear what the Spirit saith unto the 
churches.” We just saw what that Spirit said in the preceding verses 
1-12. The verse 13 tells the churches to hear what the Spirit said. The 
verse 14 verse in an instruction specifically to the angel of the church of 
Laodicea and that he should be written to, letting this angel know that 
it is the truth, the message of firmness or the so be it or amen of what 
the Spirit has proclaimed to the churches and so is the admonition.

Interpretation:

Hear what the Spirit said to the churches so you can write (record) 
what has been said. This is the truth, the so be it, the firmness of the 
message, the faithful and true witness that He wants to send to the 
angel, and that is that from the beginning, God has known that this 



24 Nicholas P. GiNex

angel has neither been cold nor hot, and God wishes that this angel 
were cold or hot, but he is not; he is lukewarm. It is a statement of 
warning and rebuke to the angel, and it is an amen.

Let’s look at this very good explanation.

“One of the primary dangers for all of us in God’s church is 
Laodiceanism. We are definitely in what the Bible indicates is the “last 
era”—the last church age of God’s church just before the tribulation. 
The apostle John was inspired to describe this era in very clear terms 
in Revelation 3:14-22. Note that this era is condemned not for any 
specific doctrinal errors, but for a complacent, lukewarm attitude. So 
those who are Laodiceans may have a “watered-down” approach to 
doctrine in general, but they appear to have most of the truth. It is 
just that they are complacent and may say, in effect: “I am rich, have 
become wealthy, and have need of nothing” (v. 17). Yet, in God’s eyes, 
they are “wretched, miserable, poor, blind, and naked.”

Where do I stand? Where do you stand? Each of us must constantly 
try to objectively evaluate ourselves—not other people. And I warn 
you solemnly that not all Laodiceans are in the “other groups!” For 
we in the living church of God have a certain number of Laodiceans, 
and all of us are in danger of becoming that way if we succumb to the 
dominant “spirit” of this church age—and of the society around us. 
Discouraged by the continuing captivity of his people and perhaps 
the general malaise among them, he began to zealously seek God . . . 
Each of us must constantly try to objectively evaluate ourselves—not 
other people. And I warn you solemnly that not all Laodiceans are in 
the “other groups!”

Remember that all of revelation is what it says it is, and it is an 
admonition to all. So be it.

Ginex’s Response, November 21, 2010

Dear Sue,

Thank you for your response. There is a lot for our readers, and me, 
to consider. I agree with your opening about “context,” and that 
theologians have interpreted, reinterpreted, and misinterpreted their 
holy scriptures to suit the thinking of the times. The rabbis have made 
this an art form, and they are correct in doing so. They believe the 
holy book has all the answers given by God to mankind, and that it is, 
therefore, their duty to reinterpret passages to suit their times.
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I would like to say a very simple thing. If the Word of God is given 
by God, it is given by the Spirit of Amen in a way that all people can 
understand. Holy scripture needs no interpretation by rabbis, priests, 
and imams. Interpretations are really mumble jumble of words to 
convince worshippers to think in other directions and believe in other 
points of view. Sue, having said that, I will try to be succinct and 
humble in my reply to your comment.

Sue, your explanation is appreciated. I have read John’s Revelation, 
and I agree with much of what you have said. Yes, Jesus, was extremely 
upset at the lukewarm devotion of the Laodiceans not worshipping and 
acting for God by assisting and loving their fellow beings. However, 
Jesus also had spoken about other churches in which he commended 
some and admonished others. However, Jesus was clear that it was the 
Spirit of God that told him to speak to the churches, “He that hath an 
ear, let him hear what the Spirit saith unto the churches” (Rv 3: 6, 13). 
You will note that Jesus Christ is speaking on behalf of God. Then in 
3:14, Jesus indicates that it was “Amen that said these things,” and 
Jesus clearly identifies Amen as,

“the faithful and true witness, the beginning of the creation of God.”

You will note that Jesus was careful to indicate that Amen was “the 
faithful and true witness,” which means Amen was an entity, a real 
Spirit of God, and not the meaningless words of “so be it.” Yes, Jesus 
then clearly states for those that hath an ear (Rev 3:13), Amen is “the 
beginning of the creation of God.” Here is no taking anything out of 
context. God inspired righteous men to write His words, and God is 
not that ignorant not to know how to express Himself for the common 
people to understand Him.

Sue, you must realize that Jesus was groomed and taught by the great 
Jewish masters of his time. Surely, the Jews knew of Amen because 
the Egyptians built many temples of worship for Amen in Palestine, 
Syria, and as far north as the Euphrates River. The trouble with most 
well-meaning religious people is that they know very little, and perhaps 
nothing, about the ancient Egyptians and their religion. They fail to 
appreciate that the Egyptians worshipped Amen for over 750 years 
before Moses’s Exodus and 2,000 years before Jesus. These people 
were very religious, perhaps more so than the many worshippers of the 
Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religions. Do not dismiss the Egyptians 
as praying to a myth; for if you do, you might as well realize that your 
God is a myth.
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No, Sue, Amen was not a myth, but the beginning of the creation 
of God who has profoundly influenced the development of the 
Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religions. Perhaps, Jesus made this 
pronouncement to someday wake up religious leaders to acknowledge 
that they all have their roots with the first God of creation, Amen. The 
ancient Egyptians were a people that developed the most advanced 
civilization of their time. The Egyptian priesthood developed the 
concepts of a soul, truth, and righteousness, a hereafter, a universal 
God Amen, and even a Son of God. These are facts that are described 
in great detail in the book, Future of God Amen. Do learn about the 
past; it would help you to better understand God. Click on: www.
futureofgodamen.com

Sue’s Comment, November 21, 2010

Dear Nicholas Ginex,

You’re entirely welcome. Why, you answered this beginning with 
another thread is beyond my ability to understand because it makes the 
whole thing rather difficult to follow, but perhaps that is your intent.

I never spoke once about theologians’ interpretations of scripture 
in context. I spoke about the necessity for any common individual 
reading the scriptures to read them in context. I said, “This is what 
happens when we take scripture out of context. I am not a theologian. 
Do you consider yourself to be one? Where do you get the idea that 
you can agree with something that I haven’t stated is in your own 
head, unless you are, indeed, a theologian, and I have misunderstood. 
Please forgive me if you are and I have misunderstood.

“I would like to say a very simple thing. If the Word of God is given 
by God, it is given by the Spirit of Amen in a way that all people can 
understand. Holy Scripture needs no interpretation by rabbis, priests, 
and imams.”

The Word of God is from the Holy Spirit of God. Amen, amen, and 
amen. It is through that Holy Spirit that all men who seek the truth 
of the Word of God are inspired of that spirit of truth if they seek 
Him before reading the Word. You’ve started with a bent that has 
put words in this forum with ideas that I have never stated, and you 
have continued accordingly, so it is very difficult to even respond. I 
never said it needed interpretation from any of the types you mention, 
including protestant ministers, monks, bishops, or popes, that you left 
out.
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“However, Jesus was clear that it was the Spirit of God that told him 
to speak to the churches, . . .”

I have no idea why the “however” is in here. Of course it is the Spirit 
of God through which Jesus speaks at all times, because all members 
of the Trinity are one and the same God. This includes Jesus Christ 
and the Spirit.

“Then in Revelation 3:14, Jesus indicates that it was ‘Amen that said 
these things’ and Jesus clearly identifies Amen as, ‘the faithful and 
true witness, the beginning of the creation of God.’” I just finished 
explaining how you did not understand that verse in its context, and 
you did not understand what I said because if you did, you would 
not still be taking a portion of a sentence and making it fit what you 
want it to say, instead of what I explained it to be. Now, if you want 
to continue this discussion with me, you will have to show me that 
you understood anything I wrote above. To this point, it appears that 
you have understood not a word. You cannot agree with me when you 
don’t even understand to what you are agreeing.

Ginex’s Response, November 21, 2010

Dear Sue,

I clearly read what you meant by context. I had to clearly indicate to 
you that what Jesus said has important significance. You do understand 
that “faithful and true witness” identifies an entity and not just words 
like “so be it.”

Once you learn to accept that amen was a real entity, not a myth, you 
will understand why Jesus then said, Amen is, “the beginning of the 
creation of God.”

You need to reread the brief summary of history I provided for you.

Sue, you must realize that Jesus was groomed and taught by the great 
Jewish masters of his time. Surely, the Jews knew of Amen because 
the Egyptians built many temples of worship for Amen in Palestine, 
Syria, and as far north as the Euphrates River. The trouble with most 
well-meaning religious people is that they know very little, and 
perhaps nothing, about the ancient Egyptians and their religion. They 
fail to appreciate that the Egyptians worshipped Amen for over 750 
years before the Moses’s Exodus and two thousand years before Jesus. 
These people were very religious, perhaps more so than the many 
worshippers of the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religions. Do not 
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dismiss the Egyptians as praying to a myth; for if you do, you might 
as well realize that your God is a myth.

If you do not wish to accept that Amen was an Egyptian God that was 
worshipped for at least two thousand years before Jesus Christ, then 
we cannot agree on anything.

Sue’s Comment, November 21, 2010

You did not address my last comment. In fact, with this comment that 
you’ve now replied, you may as well have started another thread. 
You’re off on the tangent that you want to prove is so, and all you’re 
doing is reiterating what you’ve already said. In fact, I already had 
gone to your link days ago, when I saw the discussion in which you 
were engaged in LYR (a www.gather.com Group named Losing Your 
Religion) and where you left the link. If you want to carry on a logical 
conversation with someone who has said things to which you have not 
replied because you have not understood what that person has stated, 
you need to ask some questions and/or reread what has already been 
said and try to understand. If, however, it is only your intention to 
hawk your site, your ideas, and play prophet, then I suggest you go 
back to that forum and talk in circles with people who like to do that 
kind of thing.

Take care.

Ginex’s Response, November 21, 2010

Sue,

You avoid answering the topic of this post and the three questions 
readers were requested to ponder and respond to. You will not even 
agree to the brief history that the Egyptian people were a very religious 
people for more than two thousand years before Jesus Christ. What we 
have here is a failure to communicate.

I am not spreading a new religion, and I don’t care to make a dime on 
my book, Future of God Amen; I don’t need the money. The purpose 
of the book is to educate and inform people, like yourself, where and 
how the greatest legacy was given to mankind—the belief in God.

If you cannot have an open mind or the curiosity to learn about how 
man first conceived God, and how that God has had a profound 
influence on the development of the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic 
religions, then I can only wish you the best of health and a good life. 
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I have no animosity in my heart towards you, but love and thanks for 
communicating with me.

Scott’s (I Support Zionism) Comment, November 21, 2010

You’re off on the tangent that you want to prove is so, and all you’re 
doing is reiterating what you’ve already said.

This thread is kinda like junk science that he started. Sorry, I have not 
read your replies, Sue. After reading what he posted, I didn’t want to 
waste my time.

Ginex’s Response, November 21, 2010

Hello Scott, who supports Zionism,

You have to be concerned that the thunder Jews are proud of, which is 
being the “chosen ones” is at risk when knowledge gets out that it was 
“The ancient Egyptians that communicated with God first.”

Scott, stop being a loser and learn something in your life. Believe 
in yourself and improve your understanding of other civilizations. 
Unless, you think you know it all. Hey, I am only trying to inform you 
of a civilization that created the concept of God, truth, righteousness, 
the soul, and even the Son of God.

Teach yourself something in life. I do not like to throw stones, but 
communicate in a civilized manner. If you cannot do the same, you 
will disgrace yourself with our Gather readers. Be polite and write 
with commonsense, we will all appreciate you doing that.

Scott’s (I Support Zionism) Comment, November 21, 2010

The Egyptian priesthood were first to develop the concept of a soul, an 
eternal hereafter upon living a life of truth.

They were not.

Sue’s Comment, November 21, 2010

Amen, Scott.

Ginex’s Response, November 21, 2010

Hello Scott, who supports Zionism, and Sue,
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You both agree that the ancient Egyptian priesthood that existed for 
thousands of years before Moses and Jesus Christ did not develop the 
concept of a soul, a universal God, and a hereafter that require a life of 
truth and righteousness. Gee, can you inform me what you know?

What is amazing is that by reading not only my book, Future of God 
Amen, but countless others by the most respected historians and 
Egyptologists you could learn something. They say ignorance is bliss. 
Hey, maybe that saying is right.

Sue’s Comment, November 22, 2010

I know that they may have discovered that such concepts existed, but 
they did not create the concepts because the concept of a God to Whom 
every knee should bow and every tongue confess was already created 
before the beginning of time. That is the only “universal” God there 
is. Your attempts to conflate Islam, Christianity, and Judaism into one 
big universal gangbang are not appreciated by that “Universal” God 
of the Bible. Maybe you should study the Bible and understand the 
Word of God because deliberate, stiff-necked, arrogant ignorance and 
rejection of that, once you have knowledge of its existence, will not 
prove to be so blissful.

Ginex’s Response, November 23, 2010

Dear Sue,

I am glad that you at least believe that the Egyptians discovered that 
the concepts of the soul, a hereafter upon living a life of truth and 
righteousness, a universal God and a Son of God. These concepts 
of ideas were developed over thousands of years. However, can you 
please tell our Gather readers where, or who told you, “The concept of 
a God to Whom every knee should bow and every tongue confess was 
already created before the beginning of time?” You need to cite your 
references so there is credibility to what you write. You mean God 
existed before the beginning of time. However, the concept of God 
was developed after many, many years by a very religious people. The 
concept of God evolved in the minds of men and taught by righteous 
men. Yes, God may have inspired righteous men to conceive Him.

The problem Sue, is that Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religious 
leaders, like yourself, do not acknowledge hard proof by Egyptologists 
that the Egyptians were first to develop the concept of one universal 
God. I could present Egyptian scripture that definitely reveals that 
Egypt conceived one universal God, but I will do that on another Post. 
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For now, here are facts that prove the Hebrews were influenced by 
Egyptian religious beliefs.

The Jews knew of Amen because the Egyptians built many temples of 
worship for Amen in Palestine, Syria, and as far north as the Euphrates 
River. The Egyptians worshipped Amen for over 750 years before the 
Moses’s Exodus and 2,000 years before Jesus. These people were very 
religious, perhaps more so than the many worshippers of the Judaic, 
Christian, and Islamic religions. Do not dismiss the Egyptians as 
praying to a myth or false God because if you do; then you might 
as well realize that your God is a myth. Of course religious leaders 
refuse to admit that there was a universal God before the birth of their 
religions. They are either ashamed for never admitting the truth or, 
afraid that people will realize that all three monotheistic religions stem 
from the same God, Amen.

Hey, it’s no accident that Amen is pronounced at the end of a prayer, 
supplication, for expressing thanks and praise, and singing Amen for 
the first God conceived by man.

Sue’s Comment, November 23, 2010

“I am glad that you at least believe that the Egyptians discovered that 
the concepts of the soul, a hereafter upon living a life of truth and 
righteousness, a universal God, and a Son of God.”

Mr. Ginex,

What the flip does that mean? That’s not even a sentence. It makes 
no literate sense. You are the author of a book, and you want to be 
taken seriously? How fried to crispy, charred, and disintegration do 
you think you can get and still be taken seriously?

Then you have the colossal nerve to tell me, “You need to cite your 
references so there is credibility to what you write.” I’m in stitches. 
You accept a rudimentary, plagiarized comment from someone else, 
without a cited reference, because he agrees with you, but tell me that 
a statement I made akin to the basics of stating that one plus one equals 
two needs a reference.

I hope, for your sake, that if you want to sell that book, you don’t 
refer anyone of any intellect to these threads. You’ll never sell another 
copy.

Ginex’s Response, November 23, 2010
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Thank you, Sue, for identifying an incomplete sentence. I have taken 
out the word “that” so it becomes readable.

“Dear Sue, I am glad that you at least believe the Egyptians discovered 
concepts of the soul, a hereafter upon living a life of truth and 
righteousness, a universal God, and a Son of God.”

I think you would like to verify if I am incorrect about the following 
historic facts presented below:

The Jews knew of Amen because the Egyptians built many temples 
of worship for Amen in Palestine, Syria, and far north, below the 
Euphrates River, in the town Byblos. The Egyptians worshipped Amen 
for over 400 years before Abraham entered Egypt, 750 years before 
the Moses Exodus, and 2,000 years before the birth of Jesus. These 
people were very religious, perhaps more so than many worshippers 
of the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religions.

Do not dismiss the Egyptians as praying to a myth or false God because 
if you do; then you might as well realize that your God is a myth. 
Of course religious leaders refuse to admit that there was a universal 
God before the birth of their religions. They are either ashamed for 
never admitting the truth or afraid that people will realize that all three 
monotheistic religions stem from Egyptian religious beliefs and their 
worship of God Amen.

Sue’s Comment, November 23, 2010

“And being found in fashion as a man, he humbled himself, and 
became obedient unto death, even the death of the cross. Wherefore 
God also hath highly exalted him, and given him a name which is 
above every name: That at the name of Jesus every knee should bow, 
of things in heaven, and things in earth, and things under the earth; 
And that every tongue should confess that Jesus Christ is Lord, to the 
glory of God the Father.” (Phil 2:8-11)

Amen.

Ginex’s Response, November 23, 2010

Yeah, Sue. You have verified with the Philippian 2:8-11 quote that 
the man Jesus Christ is to be worshipped by every tongue as being 
the Lord, to the glory of God the Father. This paragraph identifies 
that the Father is God. What many people are confused about is when 
was Jesus created by the Father? Was it when the Father first created 
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the entire universe or after He created man? It would seem that Jesus 
was not needed to be God’s emissary to spread His Word (to Love one 
another) until men were created. Would you agree? Or do you believe 
God created a Son of God when He first created the universe because 
He needed a helper?

Eamon W’s (So Be It) Comment, November 21, 2010

Funny, I always thought it was because the world revolved around me. 
LOL.

Very interesting article and responses. Thank you.

Ginex’s Response, November 23, 2010

Thank you, Eamon, for finding this article interesting. We owe much 
to the intelligent and probing comments made. By the way, I note that 
your name incorporates the name Amon—a variation of Amen.

Lea and . . . c. Comment, November 22, 2010

What good does it do to know which God came first? Confusing at 
best. I studied with Bible experts for seven years. My conclusion is 
that the Bible if it is true describes a God who is vindictive, violent and 
belligerent. I have no use for that god. I think much of it is metaphors. 
Now Jesus had a different outlook, the law of love was what he talked 
about. Since he never wrote anything, we have to trust those who 
heard and repeated it.

As for the Son of God question, we all are. If God exists, it makes 
sense we are all part of God and therefore can call ourselves “sons.” 
Imagine an infinite soul and each one of us is a bit of it but also the 
whole of it . . . falls in line with an hologram, each part no matter how 
small represent the whole.

In fact, we are god or god is us. We are all connected, so begin with 
yourself. If you want peace be peace, and if you want love be love and 
spread it around. When we all understand that, we will create it.

That is what Jesus meant when he said the Kingdom of God is here 
on earth but you cannot see it. It is within yourself but you must 
acknowledge it yourself; let go of illusion and you will see it. Makes 
sense that we are in the world as form but not of this world as in 
soul. We are energy at the soul’s level, and there are other dimensions 
of being. Where you go depends on your choices of choosing light 
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versus darkness in this life . . . you are cocreators of your own destiny, 
and your actions will either help or hinder others but it also affects 
you because we are all related at some level. Law of cause and effect 
holds. Some call it Karma.

God is a great scientist. Just look at nature. We are pitiful. Some of us 
destroy, but we all participate.

Ginex’s Response, November 23, 2010

Dear Lea,

I will answer your leading question, “What good does it do to know 
which God came first?”

Knowledge allows all of us to see the roots of our ideas and beliefs. It 
is a marvelous accident that the Rosetta Stone was found and allowed 
Egyptologists to decipher hieroglyphics. The knowledge that has 
surfaced allows mankind to understand how the concept of God, a 
soul, a hereafter based on truth and righteousness, and even a Son of 
God had evolved.

This knowledge does not mean we forsake the beliefs in God taught 
by Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religious leaders. What we should 
do is rejoice and admire an ancient civilization that gave mankind 
the legacy to believe in God. There is no shame in acknowledging 
where and how mankind conceived God. Only the truth will set 
us free to expand our belief in God. By knowing the truth, we 
are allowing our beliefs to grow with the scientific method that 
relies on knowledge based on facts. The knowledge unearthed 
by Egyptologists and archeologists are factual evidence of man’s 
growth and development in conceiving God. This knowledge is 
not based upon revelations that may or may not have any validity 
whatsoever. We all know that many of the revelations are simply 
myths. For example, God’s flood could not have happened because 
the Egyptian civilization existed before and after Noah’s flood 
without loss of any Egyptian lives.

You are absolutely right that we are all sons and daughters of God. Do 
you know that is the subtitle of my book, Future of God Amen? What 
this book does is reveal the truth about how man came to conceive 
God. It shows this God, named Amen, has profoundly influenced the 
development of the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religions. Upon 
presenting the beliefs of the Egyptian religion, a careful critique was 
given of the three monotheistic religions showing weaknesses in 
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their scriptures. The last chapter provides recommendations for these 
religions to work together, unify their scriptures, and teach the Word of 
God—love one another. A key recommendation is that people, around 
the world, pressure their religious leaders to unite and teach the Word 
of God given by Jesus.

We agree, Lea. You are most perceptive, a daughter of God.

Jerry K’s Comment, November 22, 2010

Well said, Lea!

Scott’s (I support Zionism) Comment, November 22, 2010

What good does it do to know which God came first?

After reading this. LOL. It’s the next sentence that’s the kicker, LOL.

I studied with Bible experts for seven years listening.

Was Nicholas one of experts? LOL. It’s like who needs comedy 
central?

Just read a few of these Gather liberal replies or post.

Ginex’s Response, November 23, 2010

Hello Scott,

You love to throw stones; making comments that are not backed up 
with reason. Now, how could I be a Bible expert when I was a graduate 
electrical engineer with an MBA in finance. I was schooled to use my 
head and not be made a fool of by being as gullible as you to believe 
Judaic scripture to the point of advertising you are a Zionist. Unlike 
you, I love Jews, Christians, Muslims, and all people who feel the love 
in my heart that I have for them. I could even love you, Scott, if you 
would give me a chance.

Lea and . . . c. Comment, November 22, 2010

I am sure Jesus has visited both of you and told you the truth. I study 
everything including Buddhism, Zen, and the Tao. I think the smirks 
represent the types who have closed minds and hearts for that matter. 
Jesus was neither arrogant nor he depict himself as a know it all.
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Neither was he a Republican by any means . . . far from it. I would 
say he would be a liberal and progressive for sure if he lived today, 
and he would kick all the lying Republicans out of Congress and some 
Democrats too. Actually all of them would be good.

Jerry K’s Comment, November 22, 2010

None of that crap even matters to the one who has truly found God 
(not God nor Gods) (God, ultimate truth . . . God and god(s), less and 
lesser truths).

God is truth and unconditional love . . . none need more . . .

Ginex’s Response, November 23, 2010

Hello Jerry,

It’s good to have you here on this topic. I agree with you about God 
being truth and unconditional love. However, this has no meaning 
without linking truth and unconditional love to what you are trying 
to say.

Jesus Christ said it best, which can be reduced to just three words—love 
one another.

It would be wonderful if people from every country are taught to love 
one another; they are our brothers and sisters. As Lea has beautifully 
stated, we are all part of the same body of God. We are His creations. 
Let’s make Him proud of us.

John K’s Comment, November 23, 2010

Nicholas wrote, “However, this has no meaning without linking truth 
and unconditional love to what you are trying to say.”

Yeah, the devil is in the details, as they say . . . here’s some.

“Time again (remember Atlantis) to flush the whole bunch of us and 
start again, humanity has just been a cancer on the earth, better to do 
it before we take our ways into space and contaminate it also.” (Jerry 
Kays) Wuv is a many splendored thingy-majig, eh. ;)

Ginex’s Response, November 23, 2010

Hello Mr. K,



37ameN aNd Jesus’ RevelatioN

It is true that the devil is in the details, or what is being said needs 
clarification. Are you being sarcastic with the remark that humanity is 
just a cancer on earth and periodically needs to be flushed out?

I do not subscribe to the God’s flood (Noah’s flood) story in the Old 
Testament that man is evil. Yes, you are correct that there are a lot of 
crazy people because we are individualists with egos and many of us 
are just not smart or properly raised from childhood.

I refuse to believe that human beings are inherently evil. Most people are 
loving, giving, and enjoyable to be around with. At least, I have found 
that to be the case with all races of people. The problem is that they are 
fed lies, myths, and rules of conduct by religious leaders that precipitate 
hate, violence, and the killing of human beings. Have you read the suras 
in this post that were taken directly out of The Koran? What is needed 
is a rewrite of all three scriptures, the Torah, New Testament, and The 
Qur’an because they are out of date and poorly written.

Clarke M’s Comment November 23, 2010

The root of the word amen comes from Hebrew aman, which means 
to nourish and make strong. Emunah (faithfulness) in Hebrew refers 
to God the Father as the faithful (nourisher).

Aum in Sanskrit and Pali is traditionally is given as from a (aa) 
representing first one and um (auum) representing God the mother.

With the Hebrew language the development of a sense of the observer 
as distinct from the observed becomes evident. The relation of the 
sounds of the Hebrew language to the human body indicates that this 
awareness of humans as separate from nature developed organically.

Owen Barfield says, “the Semitic languages seem to point us back to 
the old unity of man and nature, through the shapes of their sounds. 
We feel those shapes not only as sounds, but also, in a manner, as 
gestures of the speech-organs-and it is not difficult to realize that these 
gestures were once gestures made with the whole body—once—when 
the body itself was not detached from the rest of nature after the solid 
manner of to-day, when the body itself was spoken even while it was 
speaking.”

Ginex’s Response, November 23, 2010

Dear Clarke,



38 Nicholas P. GiNex

Your response is very illuminating, and I thank you for that. The 
Hebrew connotation of Amen refers to “God the Father as the faithful 
(nourisher)” and reinforces the Egyptian belief in their God as the 
creator of all there is. The following extracts from Future of God 
Amen reveals that Amen was worshipped as the one, universal God 
of all there is.

Amen, the Universal God—The following excerpts from a Hymn to 
Amon-Re, from the Boulaq Papyrus residing in the Cairo Museum, are 
dated sometime in the eighteenth dynasty. It indicates acknowledgement 
and joy in praise of Amon-Re to the height of heaven and the width 
of the earth.

Extract from The Hymn to Amon-Re

The chief one, who made the entire earth . . .
Jubilation to thee for every foreign country—
To the height of Heaven, to the width of earth,
To the depth of the Great Green Sea!

Ikhnaton was more specific in his praise of Aton as the god of other 
countries and ultimately, the entire earth. The following extraction 
clearly states Ikhnaton’s perception that god is a universal force for 
all mankind.

Extract from The Hymn to the Aton

The countries of Syria and Nubia, the land of Egypt,
Thou settest every man in his place,
Thou suppliest their necessities:

Amen, the God of Creation

In The Hymn to Amon-Re, the god Amen-Re is viewed as the supreme 
god that creates and sustains life. The following excerpts are provided 
to emphasize Amen as the “Creator and Maker of all that is.”

Hail to thee, Amon-Re, . . .
Lord of what is, enduring in all things, enduring in all things, . . .
Lord of eternity, who made everlastingness . . .
Who made what is below and what is above, . . .
The chief one who made the entire earth, . . .
Thou art the sole one, who made all that is,
[The] solitary sole [one], who made what exists . . .
Father of the fathers of all the gods,
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Who raised the heavens and laid down the ground,
Who made what is and created what exists; . . .
Maker of all mankind, Creator and Maker of all that is . . .

Revisiting The Hymn to the Aton, the eloquent pharaoh and poet 
Ikhnaton wrote:

How manifold it is, what thou hast made!
They are hidden from the face (of man).
O sole god, like whom there is no other!
Thou didst create the world according to thy heart.

I also agree with Owen Barfield who says, “the Semitic languages 
seem to point us back to the old unity of man and nature, through the 
shapes of their sounds.” However, Owen was not schooled in Egyptian 
history; otherwise, he would have pointed us back to the thousands of 
years in Egypt before the use of amen by a Semitic people.

Sue’s Comment, November 23, 2010

Philippians 2:8-11 may identify the Father as God, but it does not at all 
identify God as exclusively the Father. God is all three Beings in One 
Triune Godhead, Father, Son, and Holy Spirit.

You said that I “have verified with the Philippian 2:8-11 quote that 
the man Jesus Christ is to be worshipped by every tongue as being the 
Lord, to the glory of God the Father.” The second person of the Trinity 
has two natures, God and man. It is the human nature of Jesus Christ 
to which this glory refers. It does not take away the Divinity of Jesus 
Christ as God, however. Therefore, none of the questions you asked 
apply. Christ was not created. He was always God, but did not manifest 
Himself until He was born of the Virgin Mary, suffered under Pontius 
Pilate, was buried, and arose again revealing also His divinity.

Sue’s Comment, November 23, 2010

Let me make that even a bit clearer. “Wherefore God also hath highly 
exalted him, and given him a name which is above every name: That 
at the name of Jesus every knee should bow, of things in heaven, and 
things in earth, and things under the earth; And that every tongue 
should confess that Jesus Christ is Lord, to the glory of God the 
Father.”

The glory of God the Father cannot be complete without the 
acknowledgment from every person and thing ever fathomed in the 
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world and beneath it declaring that Jesus Christ shares the divinity 
with God the Father.

Sue’s Comment, November 23, 2010

This is why religions that do not recognize the divinity of Christ 
cannot be conflated with Christianity. I don’t care what any word in 
the Bible like amen may have meant to some other religion or what 
the name Jesus Christ means to Jehovah Witnesses or to Mormons or 
any other religion that does not recognize that supremacy. It is not the 
Jesus Christ of the living word that lives on past all heresy to the end 
of time, including any heresy that you would like to contribute to the 
confusion.

Ginex’s Response, November 24, 2010

Dear Sue,

Your three responses are simply trying to substantiate your belief in 
the Christian God. This is good. I do not want to deter you from your 
beliefs in God because it is your commitment. You must understand 
that I am only trying to inform you how, where, when, and who 
developed the concept of one God. You can stay with your Bible and 
not inquire how God first revealed Himself to men. That’s fine, as long 
as you are happy that is all that matters. I refer you to my response to 
Mr. Clarke where you may be able to read some scripture extracts 
that substantiate that the Egyptians were a very religious people and 
believed in one, universal God who “created all there is.”

John K’s Comment, November 24, 2010

Nicholas,

You wrote, “You must understand that I am only trying to inform you 
how, where, when, and who developed the concept of one God.”

Your entire theory is built upon a logical fallacy, and a rather simple 
one at that. Let’s construct a logical parallel. A person tells you 
some things about Joe in the morning. Another person tells you that 
afternoon, that Joe told them some things about himself. The things 
both people say about Joe bare some similarities.

To conclude that the only explanation for those similarities is that the 
second person is lying about having heard from Joe and must have 
heard the first person’s account and embellished on it, is irrational. 
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The obvious potential that Joe actually spoke to the second person is 
simply ignored.

That you totally ignore that obvious potential, demonstrates that 
you have zero confidence that God could really interact with people 
(including those who wrote the words in the Book). It demonstrates 
that “God” is just a concept to you, and cannot therefore relate directly 
to people Himself. The possibility that God is a real Being, that can 
really relate to human beings does not even occur to you, so you are in 
essence an atheist and not a believer at all as far as I can tell . . .

Ginex’s Response, November 24, 2010

Dear Sue and John,

Please forgive the accidental deletion of your comment. I did read it, 
however, and I admire your strong belief and faith in God. I am only 
trying to inform people of a past few people know about. I contend 
that it is the Egyptian Priesthood that finally produced the scripture 
titled, “Amon As the Sole God.” You are correct that until exposure of 
one God by Amenhotep IV and after the priesthood wrote extolling 
one God, Egypt for thousands of years worshipped multiple gods.

The remaining portion of this comment is for Mr. John K. First, Amen 
the Egyptian God is not a fallacy, but worshipped by a very religious 
people who worshipped him for over two thousand years. He is a 
concept of God as being one, universal entity or force that “created 
all there is.”

God did interact with the Egyptians for they were a very religious 
people. They revered life all around them and formed gods to represent 
some of the wonders of their world. After many years of worship, a 
very sensitive, intelligent pharaoh realized that there is only one God 
that is responsible for all creation. I have responded to Clarke with 
several extracts that verify that God inspired Egyptian priests to write 
scripture extolling the belief in one, universal God. If you desire to 
disbelieve that amen existed and was worshipped as a God, then I need 
not try to persuade you.

God has been conceptualized by some people as having the form 
of a man. I do not. To me, God is mysterious, unknowable, and 
incomprehensive. God is the creator of the entire universe, which 
includes our galaxy, our solar system, our earth, and all the human 
beings that pray to Him in a Temple, Church, and Mosque. That 
means He is the God of the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religions 
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and all people from all races. Unfortunately, your God is limited to the 
worship of only Christians and you do Him a great disservice by doing 
that. Do you truly believe in a God that only caters to your group of 
people that worship Him?

Clarke M’s Comment, November 24, 2010

Nicholas,

My opinion, without thorough researching it that the Sanskrit root is 
the basis of the Hebrew word. The father-mother sense in India could 
easily have shifted to emphasize more the father for the Hebrews. I 
think the archaic Hebrew manuth for “man” is related to the Sanskrit 
manu

As I recall, “Amon-Re” was a minor Egyptian god for a long time 
before he became a major one, the one you describe?

I am aware the early Christians took many rituals from Egypt, while, 
before Jesus, the Hebrews had taken many key ideas into the Old 
Testament from Babylon during their captivity (Zoroastrian, Magi). 
We still don’t know the early history of Egypt, “pre-sand.”

Ginex’s Response, November 24, 2010

Thank you, Clarke, for extending more information regarding the 
Hebrew word amen, which had to be adopted and modified after the 
Jewish priests wrote the Torah. I refer you to buy a paperback copy of 
Future of God Amen (only $19.99) to learn a comprehensive history 
of the Egyptian people, their religious beliefs, how those beliefs 
were adopted by the Hebrews, and why the Egyptian God Amen had 
a profound effect on the development of the Judaic, Christian, and 
Islamic religions. More importantly, recommendations are given to 
assist religious leaders of these faiths to unite their beliefs and teach 
the Word of God—love one another.

Clarke M’s Comment, November 24, 2010

Nicholas,

I have studied the nineteenth century (?) English translations papyri 
Egyptian, but it’s been awhile. I am more familiar with Middle Eastern 
and Asian texts, seals, inscriptions (in the original languages). I’ll try 
to look into it.
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I favor dating the “original” Zoroaster before Pharaoh Amenhotep 
IV, who reigned in the eighteenth dynasty, from around 1352-1335 
BCE. Prior to his ascension to the throne, the Egyptians worshiped a 
pantheon of deities that frequently merged and diverged. One of the 
popular ones at the time was Amun, a solar deity, whose priesthood 
was quite powerful. A sign of his popularity was the fact that the past 
few pharaohs honored Amun in their regal name with Amenhotep IV. 
Soon upon taking the throne, he changed his name to Akhenaten “Glory 
of Aten”—honoring his new god Aten. The subsequent development 
of Atenism is not clear, considering that after his death Akhenaten 
was branded a heretic, and he was erased from this historical record: 
his capital was abandoned, his temple pulled down, his statures and 
reliefs defaced, and all official lists of pharaohs skip his term. The 
only reason we know about him today is because in pulling down his 
temple and abandoning the city, the ancient Egyptians inadvertently 
preserved much of what they didn’t shatter or break.

As I mentioned, I think we don’t have a complete history of early 
Egypt, including “pre-sand,” the dates of pyramids, and so on. The 
politics of the current government is just one reason.

But generally, as I recall, archeologists have determined the transition 
to Aten as sole deity was gradual, over a period of ten years or so. 
At its height, Atenism was completely different from the standard 
Egyptian faith that existed hundreds of years before (and hundreds 
after). Under Akhenaten, there was one primary temple, located in the 
new city (“Horizon of Aten”) at modern day Amarna. Atenism was 
also iconoclastic in that Aten could not be depicted physically like 
the other previous gods. While Amun, Horus, Ra, Osiris, and others 
were all shown in human form, Aten was only displayed as a sun disk 
with rays of light radiating outward and ending as hands bestowing 
blessings upon humanity. Aten still received sacrifices much like other 
deities at the time, and although Akhenaten constructed two or three 
other minor temples, the temple at Amarna was the primary place of 
worship. Akhenaten himself was seen as the high priest with his wife 
Nefertiti also performing important religious ceremonies. Akhenaten 
even called for the closure and destruction of temples to the other gods, 
only allowing worship of the “one true god” Aten. With the death of 
Akhenaten, his son and grandson and nephew eventually took over 
and Egypt reverted to its polytheistic past. This was Tutankhaten, who 
changed his name to Tutankhamen soon after becoming pharaoh.

I don’t know if there was a direct connection between the Egyptian and 
Zoroastrian monotheistic faiths that can be shown based on academic 
research, although they are both intriguingly tied to Judaism. When 
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attempting to date the Exodus, many scholars place Moses either just 
before Akhenaten at the time of the Hyksos expulsion or just after 
Akhenaten at the time of Ramses II and the Habiru. The Hyksos were 
invaders from the Levant, who entered Lower Egypt (north) and ruled 
for some time before being expelled by a resurgent southern army from 
Upper Egypt. After the reign of Akhenaten, pharaohs had to deal with 
raiders from the same region which they called Habiru (Hebrews?). 
There are no solid connections, and historians continue to debate the 
historicity of the Exodus, and any historical connections or historical 
memory that might be legitimate. Either way, Akhenaten right in the 
middle of the period of Exodus is interesting.

From my perspective, the connections between Africa ((Egypt 
included), India, Tibet, Central Asia, the Mediterranean, Middle East 
etc.) were given, but academia has its literal-mindedness to protect. 
Many centers of culture and cities remain to be discovered although 
I expect traces of significant spiritual significance will not have left 
traces, including relatively recent ones, circa 1000-1200 AD (Curious 
what Göbekli was about, which has been under careful excavation 
since 1996 ? It puzzles me and others.)

As for Zoroastrian connections, scholars know that the Zoroastrians 
influenced Jewish thought. During the end of the Babylonian captivity, 
once Babylon was conquered by the Persians, the Jewish leadership 
was under Zoroastrian rule. Prior to their deportation some fifty years 
earlier, Judaism appears henotheistic, meaning they worship one god 
while acknowledging others. “You shall have no other gods before 
me,” and place Yahweh as primary and above other gods, but not as the 
sole deity. After the Babylonian captivity, their language changes such 
that Yahweh alone is god. The scholarship suggests that coming into 
contact with the monotheistic Zoroastrianism with its one god, a devil, 
an afterlife (heaven or hell) and angels and demons, greatly affected 
Jewish theology. Prior to the captivity with the Book of Job, Satan is 
simply one of God’s angels playing “devil’s advocate” so to speak. 
Afterwards, Satan takes on some of the characteristics of Zoroastrian’s 
Angra Mainyu. And Cyrus the Great not only freed the Jews from 
captivity, but even helped them rebuild the temple in Jerusalem by 
partially funding the construction. It seems that he recognized his one 
god in their one god, much as the polytheists had recognized their 
pantheon in others.

Ginex’s Response, November 24, 2010

Dear Clarke,
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I must first commend and thank you for giving me more information 
that I can add to my knowledge of Egyptian history. I am sure our 
Gather readers will benefit from it.

Before I respond to your response, I would like for you to do me 
the favor of identifying your reference(s) concerning the Hebrew 
definition of Amen as meaning, “Emunah (faithfulness) in Hebrew 
refers to God the Father as the faithful (nourisher).” This is a very 
significant definition because it acknowledges Amen as “God the 
Father” and adds a wonderful idea that He is the “faithful nourisher.”

My response to your elucidating comments follows. However, after 
reading your response, I will like to mail you a complementary signed 
copy of Future of God Amen. Just send your address in an e-mail to 
me at nickginex@gmail.com

You will find much of the details in my book of your response concerning 
the history of Amenhotep IV (1375-1358). I use the dates presented 
by the respected Egyptologist, James H. Breasted. It is clear that the 
1675 BCE invasion by the Habiru (Hebrews) known as the Hyksos, 
Sheppard Semitic tribes from Palestine and Syria, occurred very close 
to Abraham’s first entry into Egypt around 1680 BCE. Using these 
dates, a timeline in Future of God Amen shows that Moses was born 
twenty-eight years after the reign of Amenhotep IV, who changed his 
name to Ikhnaton in reverence to his god, Aton. Therefore, by adding 
forty years being raised in a pharaoh’s royal house and forty years 
before he walked out of Egypt with a great following in 1250 BCE, 
Moses delivered the commandments from God about 108 years later.

Your history of Zoroaster is illuminating in that you have found that 
scholars of history suggests that having come into contact with the 
monotheistic Zoroastrianism, with its one god, a devil, an afterlife 
(heaven or hell) and angels and demons, that Jewish theology was 
greatly affected. However, you must realize that Zoroaster was born 
in the sixth century, around 660 BCE, which is long after the Israelites 
were instructed by Moses in 1250 BCE (Man’s Religions by John B. 
Noss). It may be true that the Jews incorporated angels and demons 
or devils, but they had already believed in one universal God and an 
afterlife upon living a life of truth and righteousness. The belief in God, 
truth and righteousness, were Egyptian beliefs that Moses brought out 
of Egypt and taught large numbers of followers.

By the way, if you read Exodus 23:23, the Jews already believed in 
angels before Zoroaster, unless Exodus was written much later and 
added to the Torah. This is a possibility since the Torah was not 
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finalized until 444 BCE by Ezra and Nehemiah. Also, Exodus 37:6-9 
describes that two angels out of gold were to be placed on each side of 
the mercy seat with their wings spread over the mercy seat and their 
faces facing inward towards each other. Consequently, I would not 
place much credibility on the research of scholars if they are lacking 
knowledge of the history of the ancient Egyptians. We should not fault 
these scholars and theologians because many of them have not read 
the discoveries made by Egyptologists over the past 100 years with the 
ability to decipher hieroglyphics.

Lea and . . . c. Comment, November 24, 2010

We are the new species who bridges light and darkness. Our 
consciousness has evolved in deep space millions of light years away. 
We have comeback to see how mortals are doing. Basically nothing 
has changed since the day we placed a little knowledge of your creator 
in your heads. You have continued to wage war and make mortal 
enemies of your brothers. You are a race prone to destruction. Blind as 
a bat in a cave, you dwell in the darkness of your mind and plot murder 
and thievery.

You never followed my law, there is no love in your heart, your ego is 
too large to make room for love . . . you shall perish like others before 
you.

Ginex’s Response, November 24, 2010

Dear Lea,

I always look forward to your writing because you are truly a sensitive 
and perceptive woman. Your response scares me, and I am highly 
concerned that you may be right. The way people are behaving 
towards each other is on track for a disastrous train wreck. However, 
we that “see” the danger of a frightful future must not just recognize 
the problem, we must rebel and solve the problem.

Future of God Amen was written to inform people around the world 
how man has come to conceive God. More importantly, it identifies 
weaknesses in Judaic, Christian, and Islamic scriptures and provides 
recommendations for the “good” people in this world to “wake up” 
and be proactive. I will not cry over spilled milk but fight for the 
survival of the human race and our planet.

Ginex’s Response, November 29, 2010
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Larry, I did not answer your response to

“Nicholas,

That’s what got the Koran started. It was a new perspective on old 
religions.”

It is now November 29, 2010, and I provide it below.

Hi Larry,

The Koran is really not a new perspective on old religions because 
it retains the belief in one God. The difference is that the Muslims 
call Him Allah instead of Yahweh in the Torah. Future of God Amen 
relates how Muhammad used the influence of the Judaic and Christian 
religions to mobilize believers who became armies that accomplished 
two things:(1) Unite the many Arabic tribes into a Muslim nation, and 
(2) use the Koran to further their nation’s growth by claiming they have 
the true religion and therefore beat up people in surrounding countries 
with the Godly commands declaring that they deserved punishment 
and death if they do not repent and worship Allah.

Jerry K’s Comment, November 30, 2010

If “that” is what the Koran means to them, then they fit the concept of 
orthodox exoterics involved with the objectivity of the little j jihad . . . 
quite different than say the Sufi and others more subjectively esoteric 
who know of and seek the big J of Jihad.

Ginex’s Response, December 1, 2010

Hello Jerry,

I agree with you about the objective and subjective acceptance of 
Jihad being committed in many countries today. The esoteric view 
by most Muslims could be influenced with a big Jihad and extremist 
fundamentalist Muslims by the small jihad. However, I cannot accuse 
any one group of Muslims that take the Koran literally. The suras 
presented in the post, “Are Muslims Misled by the Koran?” clearly 
indicate a destructive path taught by imams and caliphs to the Muslim 
people. These suras advocate bigotry, hate, violence, and killing of 
people who do not believe in the Muslim God, Allah. You may want 
to read those suras, and you will find that for a Holy Book, it is a poor 
representation of the will of God.
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Jerry K’s Comment, December 2, 2010

Nicholas,

The difference between jihad and Jihad (little j and big J) is the difference 
between the objective orthodox and exoteric mis-understandings of the 
masses . . . that which dwells more on fear and the literal interpretations 
of spiritual messages intended to be seen in a transcendent light . . . 
that of those who associate jihad with violent physical acts against 
others, those they might call “infidels” . . .

On the other hand, there is the transcendent view that is more spiritually 
mystical, the subjective and esoteric view of those such as the Sufi 
who sees the big J Jihad as the betterment the mind internally towards 
being involved with wisdom and love . . .

If and when one does not understand, at least, and hopefully practice 
the higher, then they are more likely to contribute to the problems. 
I have read some of the Muslim material and much of the Christian 
Bible to know that there is more than one way to interpret the words 
and for sure, to know that even those words as they exist are not 
beyond accidental and intentional misrepresentation.

It is the exoterics that each have their own God by various names. It is 
the esoterics that are most likely to relate to the one and only God of 
love and truth who would be without name.

IMnsHO.

Ginex’s Response, December 2, 2010

Hello Jerry,

I think there is a lot I can learn from you regarding the beliefs by 
Muslims in their God. Please try to identify the Muslim sects and the 
territories they exist in, who have, as you say, the objective orthodox 
exoteric view versus those who subscribe to the subjective esoteric 
view. From what I can interpret from exoteric and esoteric is the former 
believes in the small j, and the latter believes in the big J in Jihad. 
That is, the small j are those Muslims who follow the Koran literally, 
believe in Allah, and violent physical acts against others; whereas, the 
big J are those Muslims who believe God has no name and they strive 
for the betterment of the mind by pursuing wisdom, love, and truth.
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Muslims use the word Jihad in a religious context to refer to three 
types of struggles: an internal struggle to maintain faith, the struggle 
to improve the Muslim society, or the struggle in a holy war. There 
is a lot of posturing with fancy words, small j and big J, exoteric and 
esoteric, and objective versus subjective. I refer to this use of words 
as mumble jumble where there is a defensive posture by those who do 
not wish to clearly tell the truth.

Jerry, I would like to fully agree with you that the majority of Muslims 
seek love, wisdom, and truth, but the western world has not seen a 
proactive position by Muslim religious leaders speaking out for those 
wonderful attributes. Hence, there is legitimate fear and apprehension 
of the goals of Islam and Muslim worshippers. Do you think it is the US 
news media that is deliberately hiding the desires of Muslim religious 
leaders to promote world peace and love of their fellow men? One has 
to consider this possibility because I have not heard Muslim religious 
leaders speak out and demonstrate their desire for world peace. These 
leaders missed a great opportunity to show the world their intent for 
tolerance, compassion, understanding, and love if they would stand 
up and loudly proclaim that they want the 9/11 site not simply for a 
Mosque but for a tri-religious structure that represents Muslims, Jews, 
and Christians. Such a jesture of friendship will encourage worshippers 
of the Islamic, Judaic, and Christian religions to make a unified effort 
to respect and love one another.

Jerry, the weakness of the Islamic religion begins with a very poor 
Holy Book that advocates bigotry, hatred, violence, and the killing 
of people around the world who do not believe in the God repeatedly 
called Allah. I believe in calling a spade a spade. All the mumble jumble 
does not change what is written in the Koran. Muslim religious leaders 
believe it is the true book of God and the true religion. However, 
from what you are trying to tell me and others is that Muslims of the 
esoteric belief have no name for God and follow a system of belief that 
improves the mind with precepts of love, wisdom, knowledge, and 
truth. Please identify those Muslims, where they exist, and the percent 
population of these wonderful people in the total Muslim world.

I end this dissertation with the assertion that there is nothing wrong 
with the Muslim people but that they are led and misguided by a poorly 
written Holy Book; a book religious leaders are afraid to revise because 
they are stunted by the indoctrination that the Koran are the words of 
God. Do you believe the Koran represents the Word of God?

Lea and . . . c. Comment, November 24, 2010
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Another large myth collection. We cannot grow and move forward in 
our thinking by looking back. It is static, like being caught in a twilight 
zone.

The creator is not what you imagine, and there is nothing evil out 
there except people who lose their mind occasionally . . . like most of 
us who dwell in the past and recreate this absurdity in the present. We 
have been stuck for 2010 years. I think it is enough already.

Ginex’s Response, November 25, 2010

Dear Lea,

Please indicate what the myth collection you are referring to is. 
I differ with your belief that we cannot grow and move forward in 
our thinking by looking back. We learn from former experiences and 
knowledge given to us by our great minds of the past. What needs to 
be acknowledged is that what we have learned from the past can be 
changed as we gain more experience with our world and learn more 
about human nature.

You are correct that the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religions all 
have their share of myths (lies) to persuade people to believe in God. 
These religions have used force to unite people with a unique God: 
the Jews with their Yahweh; the Christians with Yahweh, a Son of 
God, and the Holy Spirit; and the Muslims with their punishing God, 
Allah. All three religions are responsible for corrupting the original 
belief of the one universal God Amen to make their people unique 
unto God and become a growing religious force using codes of 
conduct.

The creator is a vision that is unique to each person because nobody, 
nobody has ever seen God. God is created within each person’s mind 
depending upon their sensitivity, what they have been taught, their 
dispositions, their experiences in life, and of course, their imagination. 
Ask anybody to draw God, and the only worshippers would be 
Christians who would draw a man because Jesus is the Son of God. 
But they still do not know the image of God. The ancient Egyptians 
had enough sense to realize that the force that created all there is, 
namely the entire universe, is unexplainable, mysterious, unknowable, 
and incomprehensible. The Egyptians did not spread their religion by 
force. Rather, they taught the sons of captured Palestinian and Syrian 
dynasts their religion within Egypt so that when their fathers died, 
they could return and promote the God Amen.
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Future of God Amen is useful for the study of sociology, theology, 
civilizations, philosophy, and humanity studies. The past is revealed to 
the reader how man first conceived the concept of one God.

Lea and . . . c. Comment, November 25, 2010

All of it is either a myth or a metaphor.

Since we create our own reality, this millions of people all believing 
the same thing and thinking similar things has given us what we have 
today.

Do you like the world as it is? Fine, keep doing what you are doing. If 
you do not like it, then start thinking of other possibilities rather than 
two thousand years of sophisticated illusions, as bowing to Gods and 
ignoring creation. Quoting divine love and killing the spirit. Talking 
about Jesus and ignoring his children. Peace just a word and war 
fought for dogma.

So if you look back, you see the god of men has died. Been crucified 
on the altar of our proud ego; used as an excuse for corruption and 
destruction. Used to hide behind the cloak of zeal and the book; any 
book to extrapolate their own illusion of being the holder of truth. Truth 
has been so denigrated and dissipated within the realm of contorted, 
twisted human minds, that it has lost all meaning.

We can look inside ourselves, and we weep for all the ones who came 
before and will come after who have been raised not to know god as 
goodness and light and the bringer of joy and peace. They have seen 
the disasters man brings upon himself when he changes god to fit his 
own image.

If god does exist, he would plant a seed upon your breast and from 
that seed, a people will rise with a desire to be the children of light, 
worship creation, and see others as reflection of themselves. That is all 
you need to know to see divine intention in everything.

Ginex’s Response, November 26, 2010

Dear Lea,

Once again you write a realistic assessment of how religious leaders 
have corrupted the belief in God for power and control. Do not be 
disheartened over this very negative, but true insight of the past. I 
agree with you that at the pace our religions are going today, there may 
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be a catastrophic war in a decade or two. But be a fighter and join me 
in trying to wake people up to a new direction in our belief in God. All 
people around the world can do this. That is pressure the leaders of the 
Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religions to unite their beliefs because 
we all pray to the same God. If this is impossible, then the religions 
will have won and catastrophe is assured.

I contend that the belief in God is a good thing and can be used 
constructively in the shaping and upbringing of young minds. Others 
believe that it is wise to distinguish the belief in God. I do not agree 
because there must be an objective, a vision, of a very high standard, 
and the idea that God created all there is, and we are one of His 
creations should be pursued. Lea, if you desire a complimentary copy 
of Future of God Amen, send me an e-mail that indicates your mailing 
address. My e-mail address is nickginex@gmail.com

Clarke M’s Comment, November 25, 2010

Lea,

Myth represents the real world, but to see the world it represents 
requires the vision to see “through” it. Alfred Korzybski’s thought 
(in his Science and Sanity) was on the right track. He said that the 
history of human thought can be roughly divided into three periods, 
adopting as the basis for classification the relationship between the 
observer and what is observed. In the first period (“pre-scientific”), 
the observer is everything, while what is being observed has little or 
no importance. In the second period (“classical” or “semi-scientific”), 
what is observed comprises the only important aspect: this “classical” 
materialist tendency continues to dominate most areas of concern 
today. Finally, in the third period (“scientific”—still embryonic at the 
present time) it gradually becomes clear that knowledge results from a 
unity between the observer and what is observed. He was a scientific 
anthropologist. He recognized the difference in perception of so-called 
primitive peoples, but he was not a student of great civilizations and 
cultures, which are expressed in myths and symbols.

He is right about contemporary people’s thought. Gradually, rational 
thought and materialistic blindness to the real world developed after 
the Greeks. Thus contemporary scientists study the “four percent” 
of the natural world that is visible and infer about the nature of the 
rest: “dark matter,” dark energy,” “black holes,” etc. The regaining 
of this lost vision is a challenge recognized by some contemporary 
scientists as well as thinkers and artists. The correspondence of the 
ideas of the new scientists and ancient systems offers one material to 
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work with. This vision exists in great art, even in recent times. The 
plays of Shakespeare have it, and people can experience it emotionally 
today although not as completely as the ordinary spectators of his 
time because the ideas were part of their common knowledge and 
experience.

Ginex’s Response, November 26, 2010

Dear Clarke,

I was impressed with your response to Lea; especially the statement 
that, “Myth represents the real world, but to see the world it represents 
requires the vision to see ‘through’ it.” If I can understand this 
statement, it means that what man has envisioned in his interpretation 
of his world there are meanings that can be derived that have a deeper 
meaning. By that I mean, the development of one universal God Amen, 
took thousands of years whereby it sprang from “myths” of many gods 
that were finally replaced with a most profound concept—the belief in 
one universal God.

Today’s scholars have dismissed the Egyptian God Amen as a “myth” 
because he has been replaced by the religions that sprang from it, 
namely, Judaism, Christianity, and Islam. But, they are sorely wrong. 
There are pockets of people in Africa that still believe in the God 
Amon or Amen. Very disingenuous, religious leaders and theologian 
scholars presume that the Egyptian religion was a “myth.” This is 
highly false because it is saying the Egyptian religion never existed. 
A myth is a story that is proven to be untrue, such as the Greek 
gods of yesteryear. However, the Egyptian civilization, its renowned 
priesthood, and their most advanced concept of one God is not a 
“myth.” If the God Amen is to be considered a “myth,” then in all 
fairness, the God of Judaism, Christianity, and Islam is also a “myth” 
with the only difference that is in full operation today as a belief for 
millions of people.

Lea and . . . c. Comment, November 25, 2010

Myth is real or vision of unseen is real—imagination, intuition, 
foresight, insight, etc. You talk about the interaction between individual 
and the world.

Mirror neurons, of course, we interact. We are not isolated at some 
level. We are all connected. We need to have awareness of this and 
acknowledge it . . . We communicate in a virtual world without 
computers and have done so forever.
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Is that what you call the myth? Maybe that is where the myth comes 
from . . . the universal knowledge out there . . .

Ginex’s Response, November 26, 2010

Dear Lea,

Again you present something very wise and perceptive; are you an 
angel? (Smiling with admiration at your response). Myths are the 
beginnings of man’s early conceptions of things he could not explain 
or beheld in wonderment; hence, the creation of gods. The imagination 
of men (and women) bare the fruits of thought that gave rise to some 
of our greatest philosophical theories that have materialized into the 
world of reality; such as electricity, TV, planes, rockets, and roller 
skates. I do not know if there is universal knowledge out there, but I do 
know that our minds create thought based upon the experiences each 
of us have encountered. I firmly believe that junk input and prized 
input handed down to us by our great minds of the past and present, 
forms the thoughts we perceive in our waking moments. Yes, we 
are able to communicate in a virtual world as long as it is done with 
dignity, respect, and an appreciation to keep an open mind to learn 
from others.

Sy G’s Comment, November 24, 2010

Say Nicholas, have you written any of your ideas in, you know, book 
form? You really should, you know. And if you do, make sure you 
come here to Gather and tell everybody about it. Please, don’t be shy. 
We all love hearing about books like this—again and again.

Ginex’s Response, November 25, 2010

Dear Sy,

Thank you for your compliments. I am encouraged by your comment 
because it does make me feel that there are people out there who are 
willing to learn. It is amazing how many comments I received are 
defensive because they think their religion is being attacked. What I 
am simply doing is sharing knowledge of information I have acquired 
from a lifetime of thinking about God. Whenever I read something 
that had a ring of truth to it or learned facts and events from historians 
or acquired knowledge of actual findings by Egyptologists of a people 
that believed in God, I studied and examined all inputs until they made 
sense to me. The writing of Future of God Amen only started when I 
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retired because I wanted my daughters, and generations to come, to 
know what I thought about after I am dead.

Ginex’s Response, November 26, 2010

Hello Sy,

I would like to refer you to my website www.futureofgodamen.com. 
Here you may buy Future of God Amen. This book contains a detailed 
account of the Egyptian civilization, and how their religion influenced 
the development of the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religions. If you 
are short on money, I will send you a complimentary signed copy if 
you send me your address via my e-mail, which is nickginex@gmail.
com

Clarke M’s Comment, November 25, 2010

Nicholas,

I will try to respond to some of your questions and clarify some 
comments I made before, although not yet completely as I would like. 
I mean the ancient Semitic root of the word is clear. As you know, 
Arabic and Hebrew languages are based on the same roots; hundreds 
of words formed from them—used as verbs, nouns, participles, 
adjectives, etc. and written and spoken—are recognized as conveying 
some aspect of the original root meaning. Thus in Hebrew a common 
spoken meaning today for emun is trust and for emuna, believing or 
having faith in something. In Arabic, iman is faith and so on. To look 
up the meaning of the word in a modern dictionary you search by the 
root (three letters in all except a few cases). There are many neutral 
vowels and consonants that are used to express some aspect of the 
root. For example, if I wanted to express “acting like FDR” as a verb, 
noun, etc., I could invent a word: tafaddara could mean he was acting 
like FDR.

The ninety-nine names of Allah are formed from three-letter roots. So 
the notion of nourishment, faithfulness, etc., comes from an old root 
and has mundane and sacred applications.

I said before the “original” Zoroaster represented an age that preceded 
the Egyptian by thousands of years (and followed the Indian) as the 
Judaic followed the Egyptian and preceded the Grecian. The shift from 
the Indian focus return to the cosmic bowl of the spiritual world to the 
Iranian aim of redeeming the Earth through agriculture (and “right 
thoughts, right deeds, right speech” and fire rituals) represents the 
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appearance of man as savior at the end of time, that is, of humanity’s 
covenant and role to fulfill the will of the Creator. The successive 
leading themes or ideas of each age and its art and culture is the point. 
I do archaeology as well as languages and early cultures of which 
we have no knowledge of their languages had cultures and beliefs 
that we can study from their artifacts. A dig in north Jordan that has 
interested me since about 1973 dates back 790,000 years. We have 
much to learn of the way of life, division of labor, social structure, 
habitation, technology, rituals, and beliefs of our ancestors. Earth and 
climate changes and the migration of populations across the planet 
resulted in different cultures and races coexisting in some places for 
long periods and tracing and dating their origins difficult.

Ginex’s Response, November 25, 2010

Hello Clarke,

Thank you for clarifying roots of words that have some connection 
with the name, or name, Amen. I was very interested in the Hebrew 
definition of Amen as meaning, “Emunah (faithfulness) in Hebrew, 
which refers to God the Father as the faithful (nourisher).” This is a 
very significant definition because it acknowledges Amen as “God the 
Father” and adds a wonderful idea that he is the “faithful nourisher.” 
Are there scholarly references that I may use to instruct people of the 
“root” of Emunah being Amen? If so, please refer those references to 
me.

Lea and . . . c. Comment, November 26, 2010

Nicholas,

I think what you do has value in trying to bring together all religions 
based on origins, just not sure it would work as you think. Muslims 
know already the Christian god and their god are the same. I am 
sure Hebrews realize that. One is still waiting for Jesus and the other 
believes it is a prophet not the son of god. These beliefs suits them for 
various reasons. The first has to lower Jesus to give Mohamed some 
credibility because if Jesus was God then they would have no reason 
to exist. It would have been final for the bible to be the book.

The second of course they rejected him so they cannot accept him now 
or either their faith is false or Christianity is based on falsehood.

If I begin a new religion tomorrow I have to discredit the old one to a 
degree to give mine reason to exist.



57ameN aNd Jesus’ RevelatioN

These contradictions convinced me they are all wrong in some way. I 
take Jesus as he is represented with his teachings because I think it is 
right, not because I believe by faith it is true.

So my faith is not blind or without reason. I did what he said to do, 
listen to no one but what my heart tells me. That conviction helps me 
correct myself when needed knowing that what he said was valuable.

Base on life experiences and observation, as Confucius said, one can 
arrive at the best moral decisions.

I am not an angel, far from it . . . but I am working on it. We all are to 
a degree and working on it.

I do have premonitions, dreams, and have experienced other unusual 
occurrences. So I know there are other dimensions of being, not sure 
what they are like, but it could depend much on what you achieve 
in this life as becoming aware, learning to tune in, develop certain 
attitudes and behaviors to grow in knowledge and understanding. Like 
Solomon, I think wisdom is the precious pearl to seek. As for your 
book, I appreciate the gesture, but I am studying for a master and have 
more to read than I have time, plus papers to write and all at a fast 
pace.

At this time, my interest is devoted to metaphysical pursuits when I 
have time. I have to follow the path chosen for now without distractions. 
Gather for me is taking a break from work . . . which I need to return 
to.

Ginex’s Response, November 26, 2010

Dear Lea,

You are pursuing a masters, and I congratulate you for increasing your 
knowledge and ability to better know the world and yourself. I have 
been highly impressed with your responses, and I thank you for that. 
You do have a deep sensitivity and love in your being, which does 
translate itself on paper. I wish you speedy progress in the attainment 
of your master’s degree and would like to be your friend for life as 
you attain your objectives in life. There is the hope that you may share 
an effort with me by being a coauthor in a new book I have in mind. 
We both appear to share the same aspirations, and I would be honored 
if you would be my teammate. But first things first, complete your 
studies. We can discuss the book later through correspondence via my 
e-mail: nickginex@gmail.com
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Ginex’s Response, November 26, 2010

Lea, returning to comments that, “Muslims know already the Christian 
God and their God are the same. I am sure Hebrews realize that. One 
is still waiting for Jesus, and the other believes it is a prophet not the 
Son of God. These beliefs suit them for various reasons.”

I am aware that the religious leaders are no dopes and know the 
differences in the God they worship. The dogma between the Judaic, 
Christian, and Islamic religions are at odds with each other, but 
intelligent, courageous religious leaders do exist who understand that 
by not uniting their beliefs in their vision of one God, their religions 
will eventually crumble as people become more educated, or there 
will be a downward slide into the devastation of our earth.

If religious leaders are representatives of God, the smart ones will 
understand that the only way to preserve the belief in God, and their 
religions is to unite their beliefs and teach the Word of God—love one 
another. Even people with less intelligence can agree that we all pray 
to the same God. If the religious leaders are incapable of agreeing 
on a set of beliefs in one God, then it is the duty of the people all 
around the world of all races and religions to force the backward 
mentally trapped religious leaders to sit together and work it out. Yes, 
it means revising the Old and New Testament and Koran so that there 
is one unified scripture that all people can believe and follow. Today’s 
scriptures are truly outdated and need a new perspective about God 
and His intentions for His creations. The scriptures are full of old 
antiquated stories, myths, and lies, which belittle His creations and 
cause bigotry, hate, and death to His creations. There is a book, Future 
of God Amen that perceives a religious revolution is needed to right 
the worn, outmoded scriptures of today.

People who are truly concerned about the bigotry, hate, violence, and 
killing due to religious differences will benefit in obtaining a greater 
understanding of God by placing an Internet search on: Future of God 
Amen.

Clarke M’s Comment, November 28, 2010

Lea and . . . c. November 25, 2010, 8:50pm EST, wrote, “Myth is real 
or vision of unseen is real. Imagination, intuition, foresight, insight 
etc. You talk about the interaction between individual and the world. 
Mirror neurons, of course we interact, we are not isolated, at some level 
we are all connected. Need to have awareness of this and acknowledge 
it . . . we communicate in a virtual world without computers, and have 
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done so forever. Is that what you call the myth? Maybe that is where 
the myth came from . . . the universal knowledge out there . . .”

In reply, I mentioned “myth and metaphor are real” in a certain 
context, that is the historical classification of human consciousness 
and perception into “pre-scientific,” “semi-scientific,” and “scientific” 
and the place of the “observer” (see above).

This is relevant I think to those here interested in interpreting the 
meaning of the varied representations of religious and scientific ideas, 
which have been expressed in many ways for thousands of years 
through number, symbol, words, and so on.

There is one reality but at different times people recorded their 
perceptions in different ways. This is true today for scientists with 
their theories and laws (which are not “real” as Einstein often said 
and all serious scientists know, but hypotheses and theories) and 
religionists are in the same boat: scientists describe the visible world 
and religionists, the invisible world.

According to the classifications cited above, we are in the beginning 
of the “scientific period-in embryo.” The challenge for humanity as a 
mass or body corporate is to consciously integrate the “observer” and 
the “observed.” What a few individuals achieved in the past in the 
way of knowledge and transmitted to the few who were considered 
able to use it responsibly, is now being made available to all. “No 
more secrets.” What was generally conveyed to the masses in the form 
of dogmas, rituals, metaphors, moral laws, etc., is to become learned 
consciously.

My previous comments mentioned my researches in ancient 
cultures—their sciences, arts, religions etc. Their ideas were expressed 
in symbols and numbers and words. We have no knowledge of their 
languages in some cases. When we do know something of their 
languages, we can interpret somewhat what their words, symbols, 
myths, and metaphors meant to them. We can confirm the value of 
some of their knowledge through our own experience. Works of art 
and number diagrams—the thirteen-number Magic Square (“Sigil of 
Saturn”)—is found in Asia, Babylonia, Europe—can be informative, 
for example, in telling us what they understood about the laws of the 
universe, about nature and the cosmos.

It is difficult for modern people to comprehend the depth to which 
the ancients were able to experience, in a visceral way, numbers and 
tones as a systematic way of relating to the cosmos. Protohistorical 
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cultures obviously knew a great deal. We may know little or nothing 
of their languages, yet we can learn from them and incorporate their 
knowledge and methods.

Modern archeological investigation has demonstrated a consistently 
high awareness of astronomical phenomena in ancient Druidic, Mayan, 
Vedic, Greek, and Egyptian cultures that includes not just solar, lunar, 
and eclipse cycles, the timing of solstice and equinox alignments, 
but in many cases the longer twenty-six thousand year cycle of the 
precession of the equinoxes. This knowledge was not limited to major 
cultures and sites like Stonehenge and the Great Pyramid. It is found 
in Ice Age Paleolithic art dating back thirty-five thousand years in 
Siberian geometric carvings, in Neanderthal cave paintings in France 
where the ribs of horses marked lunar cycles. This Paleolithic art is 
viewed as expressing the ability to count the cycles of the sun, moon, 
and the synodic periods of certain visible planets like Venus. The 
ability was nearly universal in early human cultures around the globe, 
suggesting an innate capacity in humans to observe and codify the 
cycles of nature.

In the west, since the Greeks, the mind and body have become separated 
and modern people don’t experience scripture as earlier hearers of the 
Bible, the Koran and other sacred scriptures, albeit the majority did 
not consciously know the keys to the knowledge the words and rituals 
represented.

Mark Twain recognized how we all see the world as we have been 
educated to see it, not as it is. “Don’t part with your illusions. When 
they are gone, you may still exist, but you have ceased to live.” You 
will be considered mad or exiled from society. The fool in Shakespeare 
sees true and is allowed to speak it. Jesus brought the truth to awaken 
all men but few were ready to receive it. This has been so throughout 
history. Messengers and those who know have always called to all. “All 
must be called” as the Bible says. So it will be for “many tomorrows” 
until “the end of time.” No one knows the day.

We are in a period of transition from a “semi-scientific” civilization to 
a “scientific” one—still “in-embryo.” The old metaphors, ideas, and 
values we inherited have become largely meaningless to us and died 
and should be buried and replaced with new ones, a new understanding 
of religion, nature, and man. We fear change, especially in times of 
rapid change and chaos. ‘“Don’t you worry, and don’t you hurry.’; I 
know that phrase by heart, and if all other music should perish out of 
the world it would still sing to me,” said Mark Twain.
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Fortuitously for me, Libramoon quoted a letter from Charles Tart 
here on Gather, which saves me from describing the “semi-scientific” 
consciousness today as it relates to the lack of communication and 
understanding between many religionists and scientists and how they 
are looking at reality different ways: from a letter from Charles T. Tart 
to JCS-Online

http://tech.groups.yahoo.com/group/jcs-online/message/8552

JCS-ONLINE is an email list that discusses consciousness studies 
from a broad multidisciplinary perspective. All postings to the list 
are carefully moderated and restricted to a maximum of six per 
day. Topics for discussion are centered around the issues raised in 
the Journal of Consciousness Studies and include: Naturalism, 
The Binding Problem, Computational Theory and Connectionism, 
Subjectivity and the Self, Qualia, Zombies and Zombies, Quantum 
Mechanics and Consciousness, Contentless Awareness and the PCE, 
The “Hard Problem, The Purpose of Consciousness and many other 
related topics.

From: Charles T. Tart Sent: Fri, Nov 19, 2010 2:09 p.m.

Charles T. Tart, Ph.D. Professor, Institute of Transpersonal Psychology, 
Palo Alto CA,

Professor Emeritus, Psychology, University of California, Davis

Home page & archives: http://www.paradigm-sys.com/cttart/

Editor, The Archives of Scientists” Transcendent Experiences http://
psychology.ucdavis.edu/tart/taste/*

It occurred to me that if it would help you make a point, feel free 
to say you tried to get me to join in, as someone who’s an expert in 
parapsychology as well as consciousness studies, but I told you I was 
just so bored with dealing with people who claimed to be scientists, 
but were actually such devoted believers in a narrow, reductionistic 
materialism that they refuse to actually look at data, much less actually 
research the field of parapsychology, that it would be a waste of my 
and their time. I don’t find it profitable to argue with faithful believers 
of any closed religion. I’m using “religion” in a common derogatory 
sense here to mean people with closed minds, over-invested in some 
fixed beliefs . . . and, speaking as a psychologist, current scientific 
findings can readily constitute such a “religion.”
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I feel like I adequately reviewed the implications of parapsychology 
evidence in “The End of Materialism: How Evidence of the Paranormal 
is Bringing Science and Spirit Together” to make my point that it is 
reasonable to be both scientific and spiritual in orientation. Now I 
plan to spend the rest of my career helping to set some foundations for 
developing an evidence-based spirituality for the twenty-first century.

Ginex’s Response, November 28, 2010

Dear Clarke,

Your response was long but comprehensive and worthwhile reading, 
thank you.

I just reviewed the first two chapters of the Chandos Ring by Mark 
Chandos (penname), and he gave a very similar exposition of myth. He 
claims that humans construct stories out of a consciousness that mirrors 
what has been observed but transformed into god-like and scientific 
creations. Forgive me if I am not being precise, but his thinking ran 
parallel to yours, and it seems you both went to the same schools. Of 
great significance is the statement made in your response.

“We are in a period of transition from a “semi-scientific” civilization 
to a “scientific” one—still “in-embryo.” The old metaphors, ideas, and 
values we inherited have become largely meaningless to us and died 
and should be buried and replaced with new ones, a new understanding 
of religion, nature, and man. We fear change, especially in times of 
rapid change and chaos.”

I also appreciated the last paragraph professor Charles Tart wrote, “I 
feel like I adequately reviewed the implications of parapsychology 
evidence in The End of Materialism: How Evidence of the Paranormal 
Is Bringing Science and Spirit Together to make my point that it is 
reasonable to be both scientific and spiritual in orientation. Now I 
plan to spend the rest of my career helping to set some foundations 
for developing an evidence-based spirituality for the twenty-first 
century.”

Clarke, I refer you to the book Chandos Ring mentioned above. You 
will derive great pleasure to read an author who has studied extensively 
the creation of thought into stories that have defined god(s) and led to 
scientific discoveries.

Your response is a great contribution to this post with regard to the 
idea that old metaphors, ideas, and values we inherited have become 
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largely meaningless and should be replaced with new ones—a new 
understanding of religion, nature, and man. Change is a great fear, but 
must be made if we are to advance and make our world a better one. I 
strongly advocate that the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religions need 
revisions to their scriptures for much of their dogma is not so much 
meaningless but much of their dogma is outdated. There are wise and 
useful aspects of these scriptures for they were conceived with trial 
and error and have a fair record of working, such as many of the moral 
and ethical codes. However, our vision of God, and our relationship to 
Him and our sisters and brothers need an overhaul.

Clarke M’s Comment, November 28, 2010

Nicholas wrote, “Dear Clarke, your response is very illuminating, and 
I thank you for that. The Hebrew connotation of Amen refers to “God 
the Father as the faithful (nourisher)” and reinforces the Egyptian 
belief in their God Amen as the creator of all there is. The following 
extracts from Future of God Amen reveals that Amen was worshipped 
as the one universal God of all there is . . .

Today’s scholars have dismissed the Egyptian God Amen as a “myth” 
because he has been replaced by the religions that sprang from it, 
namely, Judaism, Christianity, and Islam. But they are sorely wrong. 
There are pockets of people in Africa that still believe in the God 
Amon or Amen. Still very disingenuous, it presumes that the Egyptian 
religion was a “myth.” This is highly false because it is saying the 
Egyptian religion never existed. A myth is a story that is proven to be 
untrue, such as the Greek gods of yesteryear. However, the Egyptian 
civilization, its renowned priesthood, and their most advanced concept 
of one God is not a “myth.” If the God Amen is to be considered 
a “myth,” then in all fairness, the God of Judaism, Christianity, and 
Islam is also a “myth” with the only difference that they are in full 
operation today as a belief for millions of people.”

The concept of Amen described in the various verses seems to 
represent a diluted notion of the Creator and creation as described in 
the great world scriptures. Perhaps it was more like a cult intended 
as a reform of the very corrupted Egyptian religion of the priests and 
pharaohs of the time (analogous in intent to Martin Luther’s) thus 
considered heretical by the then establishment. In content, this amen 
religion seems derived from various contemporary existing cults in 
other countries, some solar cults.

My King James Version Bible begins thus, “In the beginning God 
created the heaven and the earth. And the earth was without form, and 
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void; and darkness was upon the face of the deep. And the Spirit of God 
moved upon the face of the waters. And God said, Let there be light: 
and there was light.” Apparently God did not start with nothing. The 
Book clearly states that a “dark void” existed simultaneously or before 
“God moved upon” it. There is no “upon” nothing. We humans have 
been so dazzled by the light that we overlooked the simple fact that 
without the dark, the light would be indefinable, indiscernible—and 
vice versa.

From the word or sound or vibration issue, the three aspects: the first, 
“God the Father”; the second, “God the Son”; and the third “God the 
Holy Ghost” in the Christian formulation, but the same is expressed in 
other world religions to indicate the “Affirming force” or the “Pushing 
force” or simply the “Force plus”; the second, the “Denying force” or 
the “Resisting force” or simply the “Force minus”; and the third, the 
“Reconciling force” or the “Equilibrating force” or the “Neutralizing 
force.”

Prayers referring to this threefold sacred law run like “Holy God, Holy 
Firm, Holy Immortal, Have mercy on us.” By association, it seems 
clear that here “God” refers to a “Fatherly” principle. “Firm” is related 
by etymology to “firmament,” “the vault or arch of the sky: Heavens” 
from the “Latin, support,  ‘firmare’” which also includes the 
term “mare or maria” “Latin, sea.” Concurrently when the concept of 
the “Son” (“sun” or light) enters, so does the concept of His Mother, 
Mary (the dark sea) Perhaps the evanescence in the words “ghost” 
or “spirit” implies by language that same indiscernible “massless” or 
“whatever” quality observed in the non-polarized neutron in physics. 
It’s also likely that an energy force able to leap many dimensions, 
maybe including “time,” would be called “immortal.”

These are not three totally separate forces occupying different areas 
of space time. The “Holy Affirming” is not just in the bright matter, 
the “Holy Denying” is not just in the dark matter, and the “Holy 
Reconciling” is not always just somewhere in between. All three forces 
together occupy everything and everywhere; they’re just ordered or not 
in different relationships. They are “being-ness” together and are the 
building blocks of all that is and is not. These images as does quantum 
physics, an enfolding universe, as an intrinsic whole of forming within 
the form-able in “communication” with itself.

Ginex’s Response, November 29, 2010

Hello Clarke,
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Your response as usual requires a lot of reflection. You indicated that 
in Genesis, God created the heaven and the earth. There is no mention 
of how He created the heaven. Yes, after He created the earth from 
the face of the deep waters, He proceeded with the creation of man. 
However, there is no mention of how He created the heaven, which 
is the universe. Did He create the universe from nothing? Nobody 
knows. By the way, the god of creation as told by Egyptian scripture 
also started from the waters. There is a lot of similarity between the 
Genesis story and the birth of their God Atum from the primordial 
and limitless waters of the god Nun. Nun existed as motionless water 
around the margins of the world. Wow, the similarity between the 
Genesis story and the Creation of the Egyptian God Atum is striking. 
Would you say there is a bit of plagiarism here?

Next, you speak of different types of forces and bring up the Trinity. 
This is surprising that a man of education believes that God created 
a son before He created the universe and finally man. Logic exists 
that God did not need a son for the earth until He created man. Until 
then, there was no need for a Son of God. Regarding the Holy Spirit, 
this is very believable because it is the Spirit of God that pervades the 
universe and gives all organic and inorganic life a sense of connection 
with God.

Clarke, the rest of your dissertation goes beyond my understanding 
because I am sorry to say, you have constructed a story of your own 
liking; a story that in good conscience, I cannot believe. Please be 
careful in your belief of God. Be honest with yourself. I truly do not 
know God for He is far beyond mine, or anybody’s comprehension. 
However, the belief in God still persists not because of a made-up 
story, but because He is the only answer to our existence and the 
creation of all there is—our universe.

Jerry K’s Comment, November 29, 2010

The Trinity should be looked at as a metaphor for the three aspects of 
unity . . . the higher (+) God called the Father, the lowest (-) Creation 
called the Son, and that intermediary (=) connection of it all—the 
Holy Spirit, called just that . . . (+=-)

Ginex’s Response, November 29, 2010

Hello Jerry,

Your analogy is respectable but not really accurate because you 
perceive God from one perspective, the Trinity. I contend that Jesus 
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Christ as Son of God was not with God at the “beginning” because this 
is religious dogma developed by the Catholic Church leaders. It is true 
that John, in his Gospel, states that Jesus was with God as the Word 
of God in the beginning, but this is poetic and not accurate—only an 
effort to raise Jesus to the level of a God. The story of God becomes a 
myth when there is no believability. To believe God and His Son were 
together at the “beginning” defies the very notion of the belief in one 
God.

However, I do respect the belief that there is the “Spirit of God” that 
pervades the universe, and that Jesus was born on earth to deliver 
God’s Word—love one another. But to combine Jesus with God and 
his Holy Spirit, forming the Trinity to represent God is a stretch of the 
imagination and nonsense in my mind.

Jerry K’s Comment, November 29, 2010

Maybe the “imagination” needs be stretched a bit further . . . past 
the “materialized” concepts of anthropomorphism to the subjective 
spiritual of metaphor . . . (?)

Ginex’s Response, November 29, 2010

Hello Jerry,

I agree that we humans are from the roots of our ancestors, a spiritual 
people. It is our wonderment of the marvelous entities of our universe 
and earth that lead us to acknowledge the Creator of all there is. 
Call it spiritual if you wish or simply call it a reflection by man to 
discern his place on earth, and if he has a special obligation to His 
creator—God.

Jerry K’s Comment, November 29, 2010

I can agree with “most” of that (going beyond the base triad of (+=-) 
is not recommended until that truth is first accepted, and finally 
experiencing in the fullness of a personal spiritual awakening assures 
one, IMnsHO~E, that such a truth is love and God (not just energy).

Ginex’s Response, November 29, 2010

Hello Jerry,

We once before examined if truth and love is God. These are attributes 
of God, not God. We, as human beings, have yet to understand God. 
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We characterized God as truth and love but that is not the whole of 
God. God is mysterious, incomprehensible, and unknowable for He is 
beyond our human understanding.

By the way, what does IMnsHO~E mean?

Scott (I support Zionism)’s Comment, November 29, 2010

Are you living the life of light and goodness?

For to me, to live is Christ and to die is gain.(Phil 1:21)

Ginex’s Response, November 29, 2010

Dear Scott,

As far as I can tell, I am living the life of love and goodness. The 
guy who wrote Philippians 1:21 did not know the Word of God 
announced three times in the Gospel of John—love one another. 
Truth, righteousness, and the love for our fellow sisters and brothers 
is what I try to live by.

Clarke M’s Comment, November 29, 2010

Sound/Number issue from the Unmanifest—Unity. The three 
aspects, Affirming, Denying, and Reconciling are the way of eternal 
manifestation of the timeless in time. They are not higher or lower 
but always “related-relating.” The “Fatherly” principle is not “God,” 
but simply the affirmative. Light and Dark are like Son and Mother. 
One of the postulates of Einstein’s theory of General Relativity is that 
“ . . . the content of space-time (the stars, the planets, and so forth,) 
determines the space-time geometry.” To paraphrase, the physical 
matter in the universe (such as us) determines its enfolding. The 
neutron “graviton” is described as “massless,” and appears to “not be 
tied” to any particular dimension. Maybe there’s just infinite-curvy 
space, holding the “totality of the results ensuing” at the first instant 
of all complete creation in a structured “standing wave” of eternally 
vibrating form and non-form.

P. D. Ouspensky wrote in his book In Search of the Miraculous, 
“Eternity is the infinite existence of every moment of time . . . 
Eternity has one dimension more than time . . . If the space of time is 
four-dimensional, then the space of eternity is five-dimensional. (and) 
the sixth dimension is the line of the actualization of all possibilities.” 
(Chapter Ten) “Actualization” could be the result of consciousness, as an 
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observer.” This concept comes from the famous physics experiment of 
“Schroedinger’s cat,” which indicates that nothing actually “happens” 
(i.e., the electrical charges don’t polarize and meld with each other 
into matter) until and unless it is observed. Perhaps this is why some 
philosophies since antiquity suggest that our purpose is ultimately 
to “witness,” observe, and “be God’s senses,” so that this universe 
will be maintained, and even cocreated in each instant by awareness. 
Maybe every time we remember that we’ve noticed the “stuff” of 
our observations, verifying “I Am”, it is a part of Space-Time which 
literally becomes “Real.” These ideas resonate with the concepts of 
the quantum physicists scientists on the nature of space and time and 
the coexistence of unity and multiplicity, and the universe being made 
up of different dimensions or worlds in which every event can affect 
others simultaneously.

Ginex’s Response, November 29, 2010

Dear Clarke,

It is apparent that you are a very mental person who has extensively 
read the theories of scientists and philosophers. You must realize that 
they have formed hypothetical concepts and ideas from their own 
observations that may or may not have any validity at all.

I cannot join your last response with anything worth considering for the 
philosophies you present are not part of my knowledge that I carefully 
allow into my mind. I would like for you to give our readers the benefit 
of your knowledge by answering the three questions presented on this 
post, namely,

Should we believe the words of Jesus Christ that amen is, 1. 
“the beginning of the creation of God,” or believe Judaic and 
Christian religious leaders who teach amen means “so be it”?

Could it be that God first introduced Himself to the Egyptians as 2. 
Amen?

Can it be that the New Testament in 3. Revelation provides a key for 
Religious Leaders to acknowledge Amen as the common bond for 
them to work together to unify their beliefs and teach the Word of 
God—love one another?

Thank you for your time and efforts to share your thoughts on the 
validity or myth of a God that was worshipped for over two thousand 
years by a very religious people.
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Clarke M’s Comment, November 29, 2010

Nicholas wrote, “You indicated that in Genesis, God created the heaven 
and the earth. There is no mention of how He created the heaven. 
Yes, after He created the earth from the face of the deep waters He 
proceeded with the creation of man. However, there is no mention 
of how He created the heaven, which is the universe. Did He create 
the universe from nothing? Nobody knows. By the way, the god of 
creation as told by Egyptian scripture also started from the waters. 
There is a lot of similarity between the Genesis story and the birth 
of their God Atum from the primordial and limitless waters of the 
god Nun. Nun existed as motionless water around the margins of the 
world. Wow, the similarity between the Genesis story and the Creation 
of the Egyptian God Atum is striking. Would you say there is a bit of 
plagiarism here?”

Nicholas,

I will look into Mark Chandos. I have heard of his notion of 
consciousness, which sounds like it may be like theories I agree with.

You are taking the creation account in the contemporary 
anthropomorphic, orthodox religious way, as though the unmanifest 
did not create Heaven and Earth and all the manifested universe as 
a process that persists and has no first or last we can conceive but is 
complete in itself. There is time and no-time together.

Ginex’s Response, November 29, 2010

Dear Clarke, glad to see you are interested in reading Mark Chandos. 
Yes, he does seem to be on the right course knowing that we humans 
need to expand our ability to understand consciousness and how we 
create our own stories that make up our existence.

I do not subscribe to the contemporary anthropomorphic and orthodox 
religious concepts developed many years ago. The unmanifest you 
refer to needs to be defined as I was not able to find this word in the 
dictionary. You make statements that are questionable and unproveable, 
such as, “all the manifested universe as a process that persists and has 
no first or last we can conceive but is complete in itself. There is time 
and no-time together.”

The logic and meaning of those sentences are suspect and only a 
fabrication of either your mind or a philosopher who thinks in an ivory 
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tower. I do not wish to address hypothetical thoughts that I cannot 
comprehend. Sorry.

Jerry K’s Comment, November 29, 2010

Time and space are but man’s conceptual measurement of the 
differentiation away from the balance that is God.

PS . . . looked at from a BB (Big Bang) perspective, beginning with 
“Alpha” as zero time-space . . . expanding into creation as increasing 
(positive) t/s (time/space) . . . eventually reaching a “turning point” and 
then decreasing (negative) back to the place of beginning . . . only 
different . . . (equal but opposite, differing only due to the increased 
“experience”) . . . Omega (ending . . . which is but another new 
beginning) . . . IMnsHO

Ginex’s Response, November 29, 2010

Hello again Jerry,

I see that you have a mathematical mind which is a good thing in that 
you subscribe to logic. To define God as time and space is really your 
assessment and not a truism.

Regarding the creation expanding, reaching a turning point, and then 
decreasing to the beginning as an opposite perspective, I admire 
your hypothetical reasoning, but I cannot agree. Nobody knows the 
beginning, and if it started as the explosion of one “big ball,” or if 
the universe is a self-sustaining system that creates itself continuously 
as stars die and new stars are born. I prefer to agree with the last 
possibility—a self-sustaining universe.

What is still incomprehensible is even if the universe is a self-sustaining 
one, where did all the matter come from in the first place? If you 
subscribe to the “big ball” theory, again, where did the big ball come 
from? These questions can only be satisfied by believing in the 
unknown, incomprehensible, and mysterious God who created all 
there is.

Clarke M’s Comment, November 29, 2010

I have not forgotten your interest in the sources of the word amen and 
its meaning in different traditions, and if other words convey a similar 
meaning to it. I note for amen, you quoted Revelation 3:13 and 14, . . . 
“the faithful and true witness, the beginning of the creation of God.”
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Clarke M’s Comment, November 29, 2010

Jerry wrote, “I can agree with ‘most’ of that (going beyond the base 
triad of (+=−) is not recommended until that truth is first accepted) . . . 
and . . . finally experiencing in the fullness of a personal spiritual 
awakening assures one, IMnsHO~E, that such a truth is love and God 
(not just energy).”

We can say the experience of the I am is a moment of awareness of 
one’s relation to the Creator, but we experience this as a human being 
and through our being which has a structure like everything created 
has a structure—planet, sun, man, animal, stone, or tree. There is one 
energy—call it love or God—permeating creation. People say prayers 
every day to bring themselves to a sense of relation to the mystery 
of the Creator, to a sense of tranquility and meaning. Then one has 
to feed the children, pay the bills, cope with life and people—and 
maybe retain in memory a thread to that morning’s moment when life 
was whole, and I was not doing the best I could as a very incomplete 
person with strengths and weaknesses.

You may recall I quoted once some words of a teacher I had in the 
1950s, Martin Foss, who wrote Symbol and Metaphor in Human 
Experience (1949).

“It has been said that love does not want to destroy, but to preserve. 
Quietistic love has been praised, [yet] . . . mere passivity is surely no true 
love. The process of love is a creative drive, a force which, in spite of 
its tranquility of the present, lives a life of active realization. Love sees 
in failure the ground for its necessary work. Therefore it is distracted 
neither by painful nor by joyful expressions. Disappointments do not 
reach into the depth of love—on the contrary, they stimulate love to 
stronger efforts . . . The eyes of love are not fixed on the moment, not 
on the social position, not on the habitual character, not on the narrow 
status of profession, not on the achievement and success which are 
important for those only who are indifferent to higher values. Love 
sees the future which it anticipates, and in the scope of this, its wider 
vision, failure and success look very much alike.”

He also said once that the idea of a perfect God is an irreligious 
concept.

Jerry, people may have spiritual experiences and then behave as we 
do, sometimes awfully, sometimes nobly.
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When people say amen or amin in the Abrahamic traditions in 
communal gathering or alone, as billions do before and/or after 
sermons, prayers, etc., it is an opening to the higher—to the Creator. 
How aware one is at any time in saying it? None of us are always very 
aware or feels a relation to the higher. We all feel despair at times, 
hope at other times.

Nicholas wrote, “Dear Clarke, it is apparent that you are a very 
mental person who has extensively read the theories of scientists and 
philosophers. You must realize that they have formed hypothetical 
concepts and ideas from their own observations that may or may not 
have any validity at all.”

I hope I have developed my mind enough to communicate with 
those who have developed theirs more than mine or less or equally. 
Understanding cannot be given to anyone. It must be experienced 
individually through living and learning over a lifetime, and there 
is no end to learning. There are many who believe but have not yet 
experienced deeply enough to have acquired understanding. Faith 
is not belief, for one can have belief but not understanding why one 
believes. And faith seems to require grace. It can be wished for but it 
comes as a gift, like help from on high. We can prepare through our 
efforts, but we do not know how to get faith. It comes from beyond 
our understanding.

Ginex’s Response, November 30, 2010

Dear Clarke,

You have given our readers some very worthwhile thoughts to ponder 
about. I was especially interested in the words your teacher, Dr. Martin 
Foss presented to you around 1950 in his Symbol and Metaphor in 
Human Experience (1949). If I could put it in simple words—it is 
love one has for others that wills the mind into proactive action to 
spread joy, comfort, peace, happiness, and learning by kind words of 
understanding and a passion to preserve their precious lives and the 
world they live in.

The time I spend reading responses and answering comments to posts 
I have provided is an attempt to stimulate thought and reflection, and 
is a small effort to inform people of what is precious and what dangers 
we should be aware of.

The belief in God, in my case, is not a blind, passionate faith because 
I truly do not love God as I would a wonderful, sensitive, and giving 
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person I hold in my arms. However, I believe there is a God of creation 
that made all there is. His energy exists in all the atoms that form 
into various molecules that make up organic and inorganic matter. The 
atom is a mini solar system, much like the star and galactic systems in 
our universe, and what they all have in common is the force of life and 
energy that develops all levels of consciousness at the highest form of 
creation—in our case, it is man but be sure, there is other intelligent 
life in our universe.

So I present to you man’s earliest vision of one universal God, Amen. 
Man inherently brought this vision into consciousness for he is by 
nature a spiritual being. Let us be proud of the legacy given to us by 
the ancient Egyptians and not be so proud as to not believe it is God 
who first introduced Himself to man. This God has profoundly adopted 
people from other countries, and His name is announced in temples, 
churches, and some mosques at the end of a prayer, supplication, giving 
thanks and praise, and singing reverently amen. You may access more 
information about God by placing an Internet search on Future of God 
Amen.

Clarke M’s Comment, November 30, 2010

Jesus gives prayers to his disciples, and he prays himself in the New 
Testament, yet he never utters the word amen according to most English 
translations, and many concordances don’t indicate his using it. Amen 
is found elsewhere in the Bible—seventy-two times according to one 
Bible concordance.

However, Jesus did use it, but not in the liturgical way that it is usually 
used. In Use of the Word “Amen” R. Dean Anderson, Jr writes,

“In the New Testament the word ‘amen’ is used 129 times (statistics 
according to the 4th edition of Nestle/Aland). This number can, 
however, be deceptive. Ninety-nine times it is used by our Lord Jesus 
Himself in a very unusual manner. He often begins a sentence with 
this word or uses it to give emphasis to what He is saying (e.g. Mat 
7:28-29). As our present study concerns the liturgical use of the word 
‘amen’ we will not delve further into Jesus’ manner of speaking.”

Anderson adds in a footnote: “It is unfortunate that this use of the 
word “amen” is disguised in most Bible translations. Even if it would 
sound strange to our ears to read: “Amen, amen, I say unto you, . . .” 
we ought to realize that it would have sounded just as strange to a 
Greek reader of the Gospels!”



74 Nicholas P. GiNex

http://www.opc.org/OS/html/V7/4d.html

It is interesting also to note how it is not used in the Old Testament. 
First, “amen” is never used to conclude a prayer. Second, it is never 
used to accept a blessing. It is used sixteen times to accept a curse: 
when priests uttered a curse-formula on behalf of the Lord then the 
addressee(s) accepted the consequences of it with the word “amen.” 
(See Nm 5:22; Dt 27:15-26; Neh 5:13; Jer 11:5.)

The Hebrew word amen is derived from the Hebrew verb “a-mán,” the 
primitive triliteral root is “-m-n.” This triliteral root means to be firm, 
confirmed, reliable, faithful, have faith, and believe.

Grammarians list a-mán under its three consonants (‘-m-n’ = 
aleph-mem-nun) The Hebrew letter “aleph” originally represented a 
glottal stop sound, which functioned as a consonant.

Some theosophists, proponents of Afrocentric theories of history, and 
some member esoteric Christianity sects conjecture that amen is a 
derivative of the name of the Egyptian god Amun (which is sometimes 
also spelled Amen). Some adherents of Eastern religions believe that 
amen shares roots with the Hindu Sanskrit word Aum. There is little 
academic support for either of these views. Note that the Hebrew word 
starts with aleph, while the Egyptian name begins with a yodh.

Common English translations of the word amen include “verily,” and 
“truly.” It can also be used colloquially to express strong agreement, 
as in, for instance, amen to that.

Muslims use the word “amin” (Arabic) not only after reciting the 
first surah (Al Fatiha) of the Koran, but also when concluding a 
prayer with the same meaning as in Christianity, that is, “so be it.” To 
Muslims it is a reasonable end to any supplication. There are traditions 
suggesting that the prophet Muhammad encouraged people to say it 
after supplications. Other traditions tell that the prophet commanded 
the believers to say amin when the Imam completes reading sura Al 
Fatiha. (He is reported to have said) the messenger of Allah said, 
“Say a min when the imam says a’mi-n, for if anyone’s utterance of 
amin synchronizes with that of the angels, he will be forgiven his past 
sins.”

Ginex’s Response, November 30, 2010

Thank you, Clarke, for your research on amen, and how Judaic, 
Christian, and Muslim religious leaders use amen. It is to be noted that 
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educated men, such as Mr. Dean Anderson referred in your response 
are scholars that are delivering their own opinion about the use of 
amen by Jesus. You will note that Dean sharply cuts off further inquiry 
by stating, “He often begins a sentence with this word or uses it to 
give emphasis to what He is saying (e.g., Mt 7:28-29). As our present 
study concerns the liturgical use of the word “amen,” we will not delve 
further into Jesus’s manner of speaking.”

Regarding the Old Testament never using amen at the end of a prayer 
is noted; however, there are no spoken prayers in the Torah but only 
stories told. You must realize that there had to be a concerted effort 
to minimize the use or prohibit the use of amen because the original 
Hebrew priests knew that they must avoid any connection of Yahweh 
with the Egyptian God Amen. In Future of God Amen, there are many 
definitions provided by the Hebrews for amen; the more relevant 
definitions that link Amen to the Egyptian God are the attributes of 
that God. The esteemed qualities of this God were truth, verily, firm, 
and strength.

It is to be acknowledged that the New Testament has many references 
to amen and that the Muslims use Amen at the end of their most 
revered prayer, the “Al Fatiha.” However, an unknown fact is that 
the Muslims do not permit amen to be announced in Greek Orthodox 
churches that are within Muslim territory in Africa, which I learned 
from worshippers here at an Orthodox church.

We must realize that it is no accident that the Jews adopted the word 
amen from the ancient Egyptians by their exposure to Egyptian beliefs 
for more than 430 years since Abraham entered Egypt and the Moses’s 
Exodus (1680-1250 BCE). But let us not be naïve or so defensive as to 
not respect and acknowledge the words of Jesus Christ in Revelation 
3:14 of the New Testament, whereby Jesus proclaimed Amen as “the 
faithful and true witness, the beginning of the creation of God.” No 
truer words were spoken by this honest man who is regarded as the 
Son of God, and yet in their blind passion to hold onto their vision of 
God—they deny and reject his words.

All historians, scholars, and theologians schooled over the past 100 
years are aware that Amen was a God worshipped for more than 2,000 
years by the spiritual people of Egypt. There are still pockets or groups 
of people in Africa who still announce and pray to Amon, the alterative 
of Amen. Real people, real events, and a real God has been negated 
by the modern world so that Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religious 
leaders can solidify their own beliefs; beliefs that originated with the 
Egyptian religion and their God Amen.
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Clarke M’s Comment, December 1, 2010

Nicholas,

I don’t reject the views you have as without merit. I was only reviewing 
some of the more common views by reputable scholars. I recognize 
your zeal and sincerity and give respectful consideration to what you 
offer. You need not assume I am “being defensive,” and in a way, 
setting me up as a straw man to defend your views. I have not attacked 
your views. I have researched and pondered many aspects of our 
history. I am working to understand what you bring in the spirit of a 
search for truth.

I mentioned that I think we have much to learn about what I called 
“pre-sand Egypt,” which I think may well revise much of the current 
understanding of its history. You recall I work with sites as old as 
790,000 years, and I think there may have been many civilizations, 
perhaps very advanced ones, long before that. From the point of view 
of science, the earth is 3.8 billion years old. Life originated at least 
twice. According to science, perhaps first nearly two billion years ago 
which was “sterilized”, that is, wiped out possibly by an asteroid, and 
later originated again. Our ancestors may have existed on earth for 
many millions of years. Traditions that describe the history of the earth 
beginning 4 billion years ago and proceed to describe periods lasting 
millions of years since, including the rise and fall of civilizations, may 
contain literal truth.

The beginnings of modern Afrocentric scholarship can be found in 
the work of African American and Caribbean intellectuals early in the 
twentieth century. Publications such as The Crisis and the Journal of 
Negro History sought to counter the prevailing view in the west that 
Africa had contributed nothing of value to human history that was 
not the result of incursions by Europeans and Arabs. These journals 
asserted the fundamental blackness of ancient Egypt and investigated 
the history of black Africa.

I am not familiar with their work except in a general way—not my 
area of research—but I knew and liked very much the Senegalese 
physicist and African Egyptologist Cheikh Anta Diop (1923-1986). 
He says in his book The African Origin of Civilization Myth or Reality 
(1974) that “the Greek writer, Herodotus, may be mistaken, when he 
reports the customs of a people. But one must grant that he was at least 
capable of recognizing the skin color of the inhabitants of countries he 
visited.” His descriptions of the Egyptians were the descriptions of a 
Black people. At this point the reader needs to be reminded of the fact 
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that at the time of Herodotus’s visit to Egypt and other parts of Africa 
(between 480 and 425 BC.) Egypt’s Golden Age was over. Egypt 
had suffered from several invasions, mainly the Kushite invasions, 
coming from within Africa, and starting in 751 BC, and the Assyrians’ 
invasions from Western Asia (called the Middle East), starting in 671 
BC. Diop poses the question, “If Egypt, after years of invasions by 
other people and nations was a distinct Black African nation at the 
time of Herodotus, shouldn’t we at least assume that it was more so 
before these invasions occurred?”

I know the attitude of the Egyptian government to friends of mine who 
do archaeological work there today! They do not wish scholars doing 
research to reveal “black” influence on ancient Egypt. Zahi Hawas 
who is Egypt’s chief of antiquities and in charge of all archaeology 
done there is a fine scholar, but he is in a political position. He can 
be very difficult when it comes to getting permits to dig at sites that 
might reveal some of the black influence. He knows a lot and does 
much work himself on sites, but he is pressured by his government to 
not speak of the African influence.

With reference to Diop’s comments above Herodotus, The Histories, 
c 430 BCE, Book II, chapter 100.

Herodotus writes that “the names of nearly all the gods came to Greece 
from Egypt . . . for the names of all the gods have been known in 
Egypt from the beginning of time . . . It was the Egyptians too who 
originated, and taught the Greeks . . . ceremonial meeting, processions 
and liturgies . . . The Egyptians were also the first to assign each month 
and each day to a particular deity, and to foretell the date of a man’s 
birth, his character, his fortunes, and the day of his death . . . The 
Egyptians, too have made more use of omens and prognostics than 
any other nation.” (Herodotus, The Histories, 149-150, 152, 159).

Herodotus repeatedly referred to the Egyptians as being dark-skinned 
people with woolly hair. “They,” he says, “have the same tint of 
skin which approaches that of the Ethiopians.” The opinion of the 
ancient writers on the Egyptians was more or less summed up by 
French Egyptologist Gaston Maspero in The Dawn of Civilization 
(1894). “By the almost unanimous testimony of ancient historians, 
they [the Egyptians] belong to an African race which first settled in 
Ethiopia on the Middle Nile: following the course of the river they 
gradually reached the sea.” The German scholar, Eugen Georg in 
his The Adventure of Mankind (1931) p. 121, tells us about the “ . . . 
world-wide dominance of Ethiopian representatives of the black race. 
They were supreme in Africa and Asia. In upper Egypt and India they 
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erected mighty religious centers and mastered a perfect technique in 
the molding of bronze—and they even infiltrated through Southern 
Europe for a thousand years.”

From my study of ancient cultures, one lesson I learned early on is 
that history gets rewritten by those who win. Human nature doesn’t 
change. This applies to sacred texts as well as mundane histories. In 
China, each dynasty often felt it expedient to erase the teachings and 
records of the previous one. Scholars are often fooled by this when 
they seek to date texts and teachings. Good King James wanted his 
translation of the Bible to lend support to his claim of the divine right 
of kings for political reasons, so the translation uses words in English 
that support that. The church wanted to downgrade the role of women 
so they changed the feminine names of early leaders of St. Paul’s 
churches in the New Testament to masculine ones. The Vatican has 
many versions of the Gospels that it keeps to itself. It is acknowledged 
by most scholars that Iranian and Magian ideas significantly added to 
the Hebraic tradition and became incorporated in Moses’s teaching 
and that became Judaism. I know Jewish communities in Iran today 
which have existed there for 2,500 years. In northeast Iran, near 
Afghanistan, there is the Church of Mary, perhaps the second oldest 
Christian church, the first being according to legend in Bethlehem. It 
has a plaque on it dated about 400 AD, commemorating its restoration 
by a Chinese princess. There were Christian communities in China 
and India by the first or second centuries.

There are many small sects who are not recognized by the major 
Christian, Muslim, or Hebraic religions, the Yezidis for example. They 
have preserved ancient teachings which include elements of religions 
that at one time influenced the major faiths. One can trace the spread 
of some esoteric sects from the Middle East to the Balkans to France, 
where they at times had considerable public and political influence 
on the societies of the orthodoxies of their times. The flourishing 
of monasteries in the seventh to ninth centuries in the Middle East, 
Central Asia, Asia, and southeast Asia was largely inspired by Sufi 
Muslims—communities as large as one hundred thousand built 
around a central monastery—but one could find Buddhists, Christians, 
and others frequenting them and teaching in them. These were like 
universities, some specializing in medicine, some in astronomy and 
mathematics, some in the arts, and so on. One might go from one to 
another for study. One characteristic of Islamic civilization was that 
it spread knowledge to many civilizations with different cultures and 
faiths, with Arabic serving as Latin did as a common language for 
intellectuals. Most who converted to Islam never saw an Arab.



79ameN aNd Jesus’ RevelatioN

Persian Sufis converted many as in India, Ceylon, Indonesia, China, 
and Central Asia (the Turkic tribes). In the West, Jewish tribes 
converted to Islam and played a major role in conquering Spain. 
Jewish, Christian, Muslim, Buddhist, and other scholars annually 
contributed papers in Cairo on previously designated topics, that is, 
they had a year to prepare their papers for the symposiums. Europe 
was still in the Dark Ages. The crusades began after the decline of 
the synthetic Islamic civilization. Islamic cultural centers existed in 
the Italian city-states, and what Christian scholars knew of Aristotle, 
Plato, Averroes, and the other Greeks came from Arabic translations 
from the Greeks. After the Bible, the books they read came from Islam. 
The leading Jewish scholars wrote in Arabic and Jews played major 
roles in the administration of Islamic countries. You might look into 
the book Jews and Arabs by a teacher of mine, S.D. Gotein, who was 
a founder of the Hebrew University in Jerusalem in 1925 and later 
taught at the Institute of Advanced Study at Princeton.

Ginex’s Response, December 1, 2010

Dear Clarke,

Your efforts to enlighten me with knowledge that I may not have 
acquired is fully accepted for we all learn from each other. My life has 
been a search for truth, and I believe your contributions can add to that 
objective, for which I am most grateful.

The quote you provided by (Herodotus, The Histories, 149-150, 152, 
159), was very informative for very few people, like me, received any 
education in history that would even reveal such observed facts. Most 
people are unaware that powerful leaders have restricted information 
of other cultures in order to write a different story that supports their 
new agenda for another belief system.

I agree with the conclusion provided by the by French Egyptologist 
Gaston Maspero The Dawn of Civilization (1894). “By the almost 
unanimous testimony of ancient historians, they (the Egyptians) 
belong to an African race which first settled in Ethiopia on the Middle 
Nile: following the course of the river they gradually reached the sea.” 
You will find in the book, Future of God Amen that I reflect the same 
conclusion, which was derived from my reading James H. Breasted’s 
A History of Egypt.

Clarke, your reference of emerging or more powerful cultures being 
influenced by older cultural beliefs are good findings for the naïve or 
misinformed. But this knowledge can only be acquired by extensive 



80 Nicholas P. GiNex

reading so that one may start to see how the pieces fit. It was only 
after I read A History of Egypt by Mr. Breasted that I was able to 
understand and appreciate how the sequence of historic events led to 
the development of the Hebrew Torah.

Thank you for the brief summary of the spread of knowledge from one 
civilization or group of people to another. I will try to obtain a copy 
of the books you referenced, The African Origin of Civilization Myth 
or Reality and Jews and Arabs. I believe Gather readers who have 
followed the discussions on this post have benefitted from learning 
what many schools, colleges, and universities are reluctant to teach.

Jerry K’s Comment, December 1, 2010

Clarke, I am amazed by your knowledge . . . and the wisdom that 
you seem to have from looking so far beyond the “orthodoxy.” You 
wrote,

“Zahi Hawas who is Egypt’s chief of antiquities and in charge of all 
archaeology done there is a fine scholar, but he is in a political position. 
He can be very difficult when it comes to getting permits to dig at sites 
that might reveal some of the black influence. He knows a lot and does 
much work himself on sites, but he is pressured by his government to 
not speak of the African influence.”

That is very enlightening to me . . . that the issue may well have 
something to do with the aspect of the possible (probable) “black” 
heritage of Egyptians.

I have been extremely suspicious of Zahi’s “hiding” something . . . 
for many years now. I was convinced that he just did not want the fact 
(my opinion) of the ancient heritage of Egyptian relationships with 
actual god(s) (even if they were but “alien” beings)(ETs) . . . because 
he preferred that everyone keep on giving credit to his race for being 
so “advanced” to have been able to erect the pyramids all by their 
lonesome overcoming the physical obstacles with pure ingenuity and 
determination on “their part” alone . . . he has been extremely protective 
about allowing researchers to seek true discovery . . . especially if it 
might go against “his” orthodoxy . . . IMnsHO

PS . . . your info on the “black” potentials also makes me wonder about 
the story that Joseph Smith related concerning “their” ancestors. They 
of course have “black” offshoot lineage that they want to historically 
“call” inferior as related to the two major priesthood lineages . . .
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Religious Mormon scholars generally believe that the Book of 
Mormon is historical, and therefore have proposed etymologies 
consistent with that view. For example, Mormon scholar John Gee 
theorizes that Nephi is a Hebrew form of the Egyptian name Nfr. In 
Phoenician and Aramaic inscriptions of Egyptian names containing 
nfr, the nfr element is rendered npy, and the closely related Hebrew 
language would presumably transcribe the name the same way. Hugh 
Nibley has suggested that the name Nephi is related to the Egyptian 
Nehri. Some Mormon scholars have proposed that the name Nephi is 
related to the Hebrew word nephesh (שֶפֶנ), which literally means the 
“complete life of a being” though it is usually used in the sense of 
“living being” (breathing creature).

Also from the same source (Wikipedia): a reference to the nephilim 
 who are the mythical half-immortal “giants” described in ,( םיִליִפְנ)
Genesis. The name means “fallen ones.” which from my own view 
begins to tie in with the theories related to Sumer as perceived by 
the recent departed Zecharia Sitchen concerning the “twelfth planet” 
(Niburu) and the Nephilum (related to the *Anunnaki?) . . . not 
according to orthodoxy.

*In the Sumerian tablets, the story of creation and the Garden of Eden 
are shared. The great flood is also a favorite written in the tablets. 
These stories aren’t changed all that much when represented in the 
Bible; however, they are manipulated. The Sumerian tablets tell of the 
Anunnaki; a race of beings from Nibiru who created humans by taking 
the indigenous beings on earth and splicing their own DNA with that 
of the aliens. The Anunnaki were greatly advanced beings and created 
the great monuments found on the earth. Anyway . . . in the end . . . 
the truth will be known!

Ginex’s Response, December 1, 2010

Hi Jerry,

It is always good to hear from you. I was surprised that your response 
to Clarke’s comment in reference to Zahi Hawas’s poor cooperation 
in allowing Egyptologists and archeologists to investigate many 
Egyptian sites that it “may well have something to do with the aspect 
of the possible (probable) ‘black’ heritage of Egyptians . . .” The 
Egyptologist, James H. Breasted in his, A History of Egypt, revealed 
strong evidence that the Egyptians were Africans that migrated along 
the Nile towards the Mediterranean Sea. Many other groups of people 
like to claim that the Egyptians were not black but a distinct, unique 
race to create falsehoods for cultural reasons or a profit motive to 
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convince they were possibly from another planet. There is no doubt, 
having actually seen pictures of past Egyptian pharaohs that they were 
of the so-called “black” race of Africans.

Regarding the twelfth planet, do you think our scientists and astronomers 
have deliberately hidden the knowledge that this planet exists in our 
solar system? Past civilizations did not have the technology to discern 
if such a planet exists so that the “giants” described in Genesis is 
somewhat suspect like God’s flood attributed to Noah. God’s flood 
never happened because the Egyptians were a thriving civilization 
before and after the presumed or reported flood.

The Anunnaki as a people, gods, giants are somewhat misleading in 
that the author of this imaginative theory tries to make a case that it 
was a unique people that was responsible for enhancing the human 
race, especially in Africa where some of the greatest wonders of the 
world exist. A little thought, however, will make one realize that this 
is a hoax for gullible minds that believe in God’s flood. If we look 
at other parts of the globe, we see there are other humans that share 
the same features, aspirations, desires, and feelings as the Africans. 
Conclusion is that the Africans, Sumerians, Europeans, and Asiatic 
peoples share the same type of DNA. Did the Anunnaki also splice 
their DNA into all people around the Earth? I think not.

My response to the Mormon scholar John Gee that their religion and 
heritage stems from the “black” people of Africa is very suspect and 
is simply another “story” to begin another religion. The intent may 
have much merit for it united a lot of people to follow the teachings 
of Jesus Christ. But Jesus Christ came after many thousands of years 
that the Egyptians created their gods, which kind of makes one think if 
the whole “Nephi” story is true. My response to Mr. John Gee is Gee 
(a bit of humor).

Personally, I will not wait for the “end” to learn the truth, which could 
be long into the future. I want to know the “truth” now when I am alive 
and able to destroy falsehoods. I will not tolerate people making a fool 
out of me, my loved ones, or people around the world. Let the “truth 
be known” now!

Clarke is probably smiling at my passion and commitment to reveal 
the truth about what I have acquired by reading highly respected men 
who have dedicated their lives to find the truth. We, especially our 
youth of tomorrow, must carry the torch to unveil the stupidity that is 
taught and rewrite a better story that sets mankind on a positive course 
based on truth.
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Clarke M’s Comment, December 1, 2010

Jerry wrote, “Religious Mormon scholars generally believe that the 
Book of Mormon is historical, and therefore have proposed etymologies 
consistent with that view. For example, Mormon scholar John Gee 
theorizes that Nephi is a Hebrew form of the Egyptian name Nfr. In 
Phoenician and Aramaic inscriptions of Egyptian names containing 
nfr, the nfr element is rendered npy, and the closely related Hebrew 
language would presumably transcribe the name the same way. Hugh 
Nibley has suggested that the name Nephi is related to the Egyptian 
Nehri. Some Mormon scholars have proposed that the name Nephi is 
related to the Hebrew word nephesh (שֶפֶנ), which literally means the 
“complete life of a being” though it is usually used in the sense of 
“living being” (breathing creature).

Jerry,

Sorry, I don’t know Egyptian, although I have studied Sumerian 
(clay tablets, etc.) and Indo-European and Semitic inscriptions. This 
Mormon scholarship may be BS. Anyway, nepesh (nafas in Arabic) 
means breath. Nafs (same root) refers to man’s animal soul, his 
passionate nature which he must restrain and discipline.

Zecharia Sitchen interpreted or translated Sumerian words wrong 
in my view, and most scholars agree with me. He was not a trained 
scholar, but he had a thesis or theory and he found meanings to fit it. 
There are legends similar to his stuff on Nabiru planet, Annunaki etc. I 
don’t find his translation of the texts credible. The Nephilim are beings 
mentioned twice in the Hebrew Bible—in Genesis 6:4 and Numbers 
13:33. Traditions about the Nephilim are also found in a number of 
other Jewish and Christian writings. “Nephilim” (ְםילִיפִנ) probably 
derives from the Hebrew root npl (ָלפַנ), “to fall” which also includes “to 
cause to fall,” “to kill,” and “to ruin”. There are many interpretations 
(http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nephilim). Aside from the Bible there are 
similar legends of fallen beings, some suggesting beings from Orion.

Clarke M’s Comment, December 1, 2010

The practice of a communal “amen” spoken after the giving of the 
blessing is not evidenced in the New Testament.

The only information which we have from the first century AD is 1 
Corinthians 14:16, where we learn that it was the practice (at least in 
Corinth) to say a communal “amen” after a praise-formula (blessed 
or praised be the Lord . . .). From the second century AD, we learn 



84 Nicholas P. GiNex

that it was the practice (at least in Rome, but see also Dionys. Alex. 
in Eus. HE. 7.9.4) to say a communal “amen” after the praise-formula 
at the end of the thanksgiving prayer in the Lord’s Supper liturgy 
(Just. 1 Apol. 65.3). We do not possess any other information from 
this century concerning the “amen” in the worship service. It may 
be mentioned that in the worship services of the great synagogue in 
Alexandria around the middle of the second century AD. It was the 
practice to say a communal “amen” after a praise-formula (Tosefta, 
Sukka 4.6) R. Dean Anderson, Jr, from Ordained Servant vol. 7, no. 4 
(Oct. 1998), pp. 81-84.

Nicholas,

Awhile back, you wrongly attributed to me words from Charles Tart’s 
letter which I quoted in full. I share his wish to seek a reconciliation 
of science and religion. He works in parapsychology, which I don’t, 
although I read some of their scientific papers.

Ginex’s Response, December 2, 2010

Dear Clarke,

Thank you for clarifying the letter received from Charles Tart 
correcting that the words I alluded to are not yours. For those readers 
to know what he wrote, I repeat it here because it has significance 
regarding paranormal studies are trying to link scientific and spiritual 
phenomenon. If Mr. Tart is successful in getting an evidence-based 
spirituality for the twenty-first century, he may get closer to the truth 
of man’s spirituality. Ample evidence of man’s spirituality is provided 
in Future of God Amen, which examines the development of man’s 
spiritual beliefs in ancient Egypt. Those spiritual beliefs allowed the 
priesthood of Amon to develop the concept of one universal God as 
documented in Amon As the Sole God circa 1270 BCE.

From: Charles T. Tart

Sent: Fri, Nov 19, 2010 2:09 p.m.

Charles T. Tart, Ph.D, Professor, Institute of Transpersonal Psychology, 
Palo Alto, California, Professor Emeritus, Psychology, University of 
California,

Davis Home page & archives: http://www.paradigm-sys.com/cttart/

Editor, The Archives of Scientists’ Transcendent Experiences
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http://psychology.ucdavis.edu/tart/taste/

“It occurred to me that if it would help you make a point, feel free 
to say you tried to get me to join in as someone who’s an expert in 
parapsychology as well as consciousness studies, but I told you I was 
just so bored with dealing with people who claimed to be scientists, 
but were actually such devoted believers in a narrow, reductionistic 
materialism that they refuse to actually look at data, much less 
actually research the field of parapsychology, that it would be a waste 
of my and their time. I don’t find it profitable to argue with faithful 
believers of any closed religion. I’m using “religion” in a common 
derogatory sense here to mean people with closed minds, over 
invested in some fixed beliefs, and speaking as a psychologist, current 
scientific findings can readily constitute such a “religion.” “I feel like 
I adequately reviewed the implications of parapsychology evidence in 
The End of Materialism: How Evidence of the Paranormal is Bringing 
Science and Spirit Together to make my point that it is reasonable to 
be both scientific and spiritual in orientation. Now I plan to spend the 
rest of my career helping to set some foundations for developing an 
evidence-based spirituality for the twenty-first century.”

Jerry K’s Comment, December 2, 2010

I am on the side of Charles Tart on all of that . . . I have read him before 
in being a member of IONS for well over a decade now.

Clarke M’s Comment, December 2, 2010

Jerry wrote, “Clarke, I certainly have no doubt that you yourself have 
read a vast amount of scholarly information on these subjects, and I am 
aware that you are both religious and involved in the metaphysical . . . 
but I suspect where we may differ the most is in the “spiritual” end 
of “things” . . . meaning that my experience of the spiritual has given 
me the ability to read sources of information that have been revealed 
from a realm or realms, possibly even other dimensions, different than 
most here believe in or value . . . especially those more orthodox and 
objective . . . them most likely thinking that I am deluded . . . but as I 
just said to Nicholas up above, so be it.”

Jerry,

There is a principle—call it a law. To grow or evolve, one has to enable 
another to take one’s place on the way to completion. Alone we can 
do nothing.
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Jerry K’s Comment, December 2, 2010

Clarke, I do not “get” the intention of your message . . . but I will say, 
that my fondest wish is to help others evolve past the orthodoxy that 
so many see as “the only” way . . .

Clarke M’s Comment, December 2, 2010

What Meister Eckhart (1260-1327) called the Godhead is the 
universal consciousness that manifests the cosmos. The unmanifest 
is experienced through manifested, fractal expressions of a singular 
source.

“My outer man enjoys creatures as creatures, like wine and bread and 
meat. But my inner man enjoys things not as creatures, but as the gift 
of God. And my inmost man enjoys them not as God’s gift, but as 
eternity.

“While I yet stood in my first cause I had no God and I was my own; I 
willed nothing and wanted nothing, for I was a conditionless being, the 
knower of myself in divine truth. Then I wanted myself and nothing 
else. What I willed I was and what I was I willed. I was free from God 
and all things. But when I escaped from my free will to take on my 
created nature, then I acquired a God, for before creatures came into 
existence, God was not God. He was what he was. When creatures 
came into existence, God was not God in himself, but he was God in 
creatures.

“God as God is not the final goal of creatures. If a flea had intellect 
and could plumb the eternal abyss of God’s being, out of which it 
came, then not God and all God is could fulfill that flea. Therefore we 
pray we may be quit of God and get the truth and enjoy eternity, for 
the highest angel and the soul are all the same yonder where I was and 
willed that I was and was that I willed.”

In deep contemplation, God as God, that is, as a conceptual designation 
for being or consciousness somehow separate from us—cannot satisfy 
our deepest longing for realization. Thus we must be “quit of God” 
and enter into what precedes and transcends the division between God 
and creatures, which Eckhart refers to as the Godhead.

“Here in time we celebrate because the eternal birth that God the 
Father bears unceasingly in eternity is born now, in time and human 
nature. According to St. Augustine, this birth is always happening. But 
what does it profit me if it does not happen in me?”
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Jerry K’s Comment, December 2, 2010

I believe that I fully understand and agree with all of that . . . I have 
read Meister Eckhart in the distant past and I do not recall having ever 
disagreed with him.

Ginex’s Response, December 2, 2010

Hello Clarke,

Thank you for sharing some very poignant thoughts by Mr. Meister 
Eckhart (1260-1327). I believe there is some wisdom in his statement, 
“When creatures came into existence, God was not God in himself, 
but he was God in creatures.” This is a profound statement and worth 
thinking about. My interpretation is that God exists throughout the 
universe, and we, organic and inorganic entities, have evolved with 
the essence of God that is an energy or a force that pervades the 
universe.

However, I do not understand nor appreciate what he means by the 
Godhead nor his analogy if a flea can comprehend God’s being then 
God could fulfill that flea, whereupon he concludes. “Therefore we 
pray we may be quit of God and get the truth and enjoy eternity, for 
the highest angel and the soul are all the same yonder where I was and 
willed that I was and was that I willed.” Mr. Eckhart lost me as the 
reader, and perhaps he lost himself in his attempt at being somewhat 
poetic. Does Eckhart believe that truth exists to enjoy eternity, and 
does he really know if there is an eternity to aspire to? If so, in what 
form. Is it with substance (no) or in spirit? These are hypothetical 
thoughts that are entertained by men of leisure who could afford to 
generate ideas that may not have any validity whatsoever.

You will note that Mr. Eckhart created a hypothetical thought, but he 
tends to use words that may not come to grips with what he is trying 
to communicate. In the above sentence, Mr. Eckhart ascends to an 
idea that we may forget God and get truth and enjoy eternity. These 
are merely words with no justification or acceptance for belief. The 
mind is a wonderful thing but care must be taken to be honest with 
ourselves as we try to instruct others of ideas that may be worthwhile 
communicating.

Clarke M’s Comment, December 2, 2010

The archaeological site of Gesher Benot Ya’aqov is located in the 
northern Jordan Valley on the shore of an ancient lake. Paleomagnetic 
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dating of this site makes it a lower Paleolithic site, dated to 
approximately 790,000 years ago. It’s not clear which species of 
hominine lived at this site. It could be Homo erectus, Homo ergaster, 
or perhaps archaic Homo sapiens.

Homo erectus Invented Modern Living?

http://news.nationalgeographic.com/news/2010/01/100112-modern-
human-behavior/

Gobekli Tepe: The World’s First Temple? History & Archaeology, Oct 
24, 2008 . . . Predating Stonehenge by six thousand years, Turkey’s 
stunning Göbekli Tepe upends the conventional view of the rise of 
civilization.

www.smithsonianmag.com/history . . . /gobekli-tepe.html

Schmidt points to the great stone rings, one of them 65 feet across. 
‘This is the first human-built holy place,’ he says.” February 19, 2010, 
Göbekli.

http://www.newsweek.com/2010/02/18/history-in-the-remaking.html

They call it potbelly hill, after the soft, round contour of this final 
lookout in southeastern Turkey. To the north are forested mountains. 
East of the hill lies the biblical plain of Harran and to the south is 
the Syrian border, visible twenty miles away, pointing toward the 
ancient lands of Mesopotamia and the Fertile Crescent, the region 
that gave rise to human civilization. And under our feet, according 
to archeologist Klaus Schmidt, are the stones that mark the spot—the 
exact spot—where humans began that ascent.

Standing on the hill at dawn, overseeing a team of forty Kurdish 
diggers, the German-born archeologist waves a hand over his 
discovery here, a revolution in the story of human origins. Schmidt 
has uncovered a vast and beautiful temple complex, a structure so 
ancient that it may be the very first thing human beings ever built. The 
site isn’t just old, it redefines old. The temple was built 11,500 years 
ago—a staggering seven thousand years before the Great Pyramid 
and more than six thousand years before Stonehenge first took shape. 
The ruins are so early that they predate villages, pottery, domesticated 
animals, and even agriculture—the first embers of civilization. In 
fact, Schmidt thinks the temple itself, built after the end of the last Ice 
Age by hunter-gatherers, became that ember—the spark that launched 
mankind toward farming, urban life, and all that followed.
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Göbekli Tepe—the name in Turkish for “potbelly hill”—lays art and 
religion squarely at the start of that journey. After a dozen years of 
patient work, Schmidt has uncovered what he thinks is definitive proof 
that a huge ceremonial site flourished here, a “Rome of the Ice Age,” 
as he puts it, where hunter-gatherers met to build a complex religious 
community. Across the hill, he has found carved and polished circles 
of stone with terrazzo flooring and double benches. All the circles 
feature massive T-shaped pillars . . . more.

Ginex’s Response, December 2, 2010

Hello Clarke,

Thank you for providing archeological findings in southeastern Turkey 
that reveals humans have thought of and conceived a god to worship 
within temples built as long as 11,500 years ago; seven thousand years 
before the great pyramid was built. This is a wonderful find for it 
again verifies that human beings have a spiritual nature developed in 
response to appreciating the gifts of nature.

However, to say that Göbekli Tepe may be the “world’s first temple” 
upends the conventional view of the rise of civilization is a poor 
assertion because how it upends the present understanding of the rise 
of a civilization has not been stated or documented. To make such 
a statement without knowing to what degree the 11,500-year-old 
civilization advanced in their beliefs of god(s) raises questions as 
to whether they became more advanced than their next of kin, the 
Egyptian civilization. Did the art and engineering skills of the Göbekli 
people equal or surpass that of the ancient Egyptians? I think not for 
they did not withstand the passage of time with strong spiritual beliefs 
that would allow its civilization to survive as did the Egyptians.

Clarke M’s Comment, December 3, 2010

Nicholas,

The Göbekli site is beautiful. There are stunning photos on the web. 
The carvings are similar to some of the Egyptian ones but I would 
guess the makers came from the east, as Central Asia and Siberia. It 
is not understood why they carefully covered up this huge site with 
earth ten thousand years ago (which has preserved it so well). I find 
the quality of some cave paintings and rock art in Europe, Africa, and 
Australia and elsewhere (which are much older than Göbekli) higher 
in spirituality and craftsmanship. Picasso remarked in awe that they 
knew it all better than contemporary artists. I think we may one day 
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learn of pre-sand Egypt and that it had a higher civilization than the one 
we know. The pyramids are from a decadent period of the civilization, 
which is true of what we know of some old cultures—their declining 
periods. Some of the old Chinese sites as the famous army of warriors 
(Terracotta Warriors, exhibition, schedule, photos, and information) 
are fascinating.

www.nationalgeographic.com/terracottawarriors/tickets.html

There is a large gap in our knowledge about 12,500 years ago, 
perhaps because of large scale flooding. We may learn more of high 
civilizations much before that. We are discovering more ancient races, 
a number coexisting for a long time until as recently as fifteen thousand 
years ago. I think the oldest hominids discovered now are about four 
million years old. One extinct race that reputable scientists think was 
more advanced than Homo sapiens. They determined it had an IQ of 
150—genius class. It went extinct about sixteen thousand years ago. 
Scientists think life originated twice on Earth, perhaps more. It was 
wiped out once maybe two billion years ago, some theorize from their 
research. The earliest found evidence of cultures is now perhaps nine 
hundred thousand years ago, I think. Some traditions, as the Indian, 
consider the earth four billion years old and have a timeline measuring 
periods in million-year periods to the present. Scientists figure the 
earth is 3.8 billion years old.

Ginex’s Response, December 4, 2010

Hello Clarke,

Thank you for informing me of the beautiful Göbekli site. It is a 
confirmation that as mankind evolved, they reflected a sense of 
spirituality that showed appreciation for the life forms, earthly 
wonders, moon, sun, and stars they experienced. Yes, my scientific 
data shows that our solar system and earth started about 4.55 billion 
years ago. However, for the earth to gradually cool down and stabilize, 
life forms probably did not form for almost another billion years.

An interesting finding was the possibility of an advanced race that 
may have had an IQ of 150 or genius class. I would like to know 
how the scientists were able to determine that level of intelligence. It 
would be difficult if there were no written records to decipher. We are 
so fortunate that the Rosetta Stone was found and became the key to 
decipher the hieroglyphics.
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I support your theory that the Egyptians may have had a longer span 
of time in their civilization because the Sphinx is, I believe, to be older 
than the pyramids. In any case, we are fortunate to be able to link the 
development of the Egyptians’ spiritual growth and conception of one 
universal God. This was the greatest legacy given to man and yet, 
Egypt is not honored as conceiving the greatest God Amen, who is 
still announced in temples, churches, and some mosques.

Is it an accident that the name Amen continued to live on in the minds 
of men even as other cultures adopted Egyptian beliefs and changed 
his name? The book Future of God Amen provides a history of the 
spiritual development of the Egyptian people and how their God has 
profoundly influenced the birth of the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic 
religions. But more importantly, in our uncertain times, where the next 
war may be initiated due to religious differences of beliefs, Future of 
God Amen provides recommendations for our youth of tomorrow to 
work with religious leaders of the aforementioned faiths to unify their 
beliefs.

Clarke M’s Comment, December 2, 2010

All our conceptions of God and all our spiritual experiences that we 
associate with God are not of God, that is, of the “Godhead.” This is 
why Martin Foss said that the idea of a perfect god is an irreligious 
concept and what William Segal meant when he wrote,

When self remembers Self

There is only Self.

Meister Eckhart expresses this truth the most purely perhaps of all 
the Christian mystics. “Therefore we pray we may be quit of God and 
get the truth and enjoy eternity, for the highest angel and the soul are 
all the same yonder where I was and willed that I was and was that I 
willed.”

Jesus answered them, and said, My doctrine is not mine, but his that 
sent me.(Jn 7:16, KJV)

Ginex’s Response, December 2, 2010

Thank you, Clarke, for trying to bring me closer to understanding 
what Mr. Eckhart wrote. What is said in simple terms (I like to keep 
ideas simple whereas people who use scholarly words that border on 
pedantry are often trying to support a hypothetical idea and need to 
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invent new terms to persuade their readers) is that people create their 
own conception of God and due to limited experience of the universe 
cannot know God. That is, our spiritual experiences cannot define God 
and therefore are irrational concepts of God. Clarke, do you agree with 
my interpretation of Mr. Eckhart’s words?

What is astounding is that after Mr. Eckhart makes a profound and 
wise statement he says, “be quit of God and get the truth and enjoy 
eternity.” However, Mr. Eckhart creates his own vision by believing 
in the highest angel and the soul are one and the same, where he was 
and willed what he was. In effect this scholar is saying I am what I 
think and causes his own eternity to exist. But he just created another 
irrational concept.

The quote in John 7:16 of the King James Bible does not support Mr. 
Eckhart’s theory that human consciousness and spiritual development 
does not give humans the perception to know the real God. Jesus 
simply said, “My doctrine is not mine, but His that sent me.” However, 
Jesus did not present a religious doctrine; it already existed. What 
Jesus gave to the world was the Word he received from God—love 
one another. This was the last command Jesus gave in the Gospel of 
John, and he was emphatic about it for he stated it three times. How 
many Christians have been taught the Word of God?

Scott (I support Zionism)’s Comment, December 2, 2010

The guy who wrote Philippians 1:21 did not know the Word of God.

You’re a pretty messed up guy, it seems. This is why I don’t spend 
much time on you, sir.

I understand you are up in years and sometimes the mind goes.

Ginex’s Response, December 2, 2010

Hello Scott,

Nice to hear from you again. Did you mean to state the guy, who 
“did not know the Word of God” was the Apostle Paul who wrote 
Philippians 1:21? You are correct that Paul did not know the Word of 
God when he wrote Philippians in 61-63 CE because John’s Gospel 
was written much later circa 90-120 CE, where Jesus revealed God’s 
Word three times.

Scott (I support Zionism)’s Comment, December 3, 2010
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Nicholas wrote, “You are correct that Paul did not know the Word of 
God.”

I didn’t say that. You did. Again your mind, sir.

You are wrong just about everything you say about the Bible. I guess 
this is a game to you. You are up in years, sir, and the game will be 
over soon.

Ginex’s Response, December 4, 2010

Hello Scott,

I apologize that I thought it was you who quoted Philippians 1:21. 
I never would have quoted Philippians 1:21 because I do not regard 
any references beyond the New Testament Gospels and Revelation are 
worth any real significance, even if Paul wrote it.

What I tried to do was inform good Christians, like yourself, that the 
Word of God was presented in John’s Gospel three times by Jesus, 
which came after the life of Paul so Paul could not have known the 
Word.

Scott, since you are knowledgeable about the Gospels, please 
demonstrate your love of God by stating what was the Word of God? 
Help our readers out and show how much you know about God and 
His last command given by Jesus.

Nora J A’s Comment, December 3, 2010

Morning’s Scott! Try to remember, “knock the dust off . . . .” Smile, 
then “let go and let God”. He will take care of those who slander Him 
and His Word.

Ginex’s Response, Decemer 4, 2010

Dear Nora,

Thank you for trying to get Scott to smile. You are a good Christian, 
and perhaps you could cite to Scott and our readers, what was the 
Word of God? You will find it announced by Jesus three times in the 
Gospel of John. The problem with most Christians is that they are not 
taught the Word of God but fed many parts of the Bible instead, which 
contain some stories that may be true and some are myths.
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Nora J A’s Comment, December 3, 2010

Shakespeare said, “A rose is still a rose by any other name” . . . Those 
who believe amen has the meaning it does to them can use it or 
whatever they choose . . .

Ginex’s Response, December 4, 2010

Dear Nora,

You can choose to believe the words of Jesus Christ or the twisted and 
misinterpreted words of religious leaders who, out of pride, arrogance, 
and inculcated dogma, will defend their religious institutions even if 
it means burning people at the stake. I prefer to believe in Jesus Christ 
who defined an entity who was a faithful and true witness as being, the 
creation of the beginning of God. That Nora, was Amen because God 
did not need or create Jesus at the beginning of time but only after He 
created man. Someday, these words of truth will mean something to 
you. But you must be still and let your heart talk to you.

Clarke M’s Comment, December 3, 2010

Nicholas,

Perhaps reading Meister Eckhart’s sermons and talks will convey the 
power and depth of his meaning. You are rationalizing his ideas and 
misreading his words in a literal-minded way. He was naturally not 
understood by the mediocre orthodox of his time, who felt threatened, 
inferior, and jealous of him. They wanted to feel like authorities with 
power and control over their people not to serve the spirit. “Everything 
has its limit—iron ore cannot be educated into gold.”—Mark Twain.

Meister Ekhart often spoke in common speech to reach the ordinary 
people, eschewing the usual priests’ pompous recitation of texts, which 
they did not understand and could not make living and meaningful to 
others. Meister Eckhart had a profound effect on those he taught. It is 
fortunate that they recorded some of his informal talks.

It is interesting that the discoveries of scientists in studying nature have 
led to the rediscovery of the ideas that Meister Eckhart understood and 
expressed so well. They have not yet related the ideas to consciousness 
and the spirit as Charles Tart says and wishes to help develop through 
his work.

Ginex’s Response, December 4, 2010
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Hello Clarke,

I want to thank you again for sharing thoughts by Mr. Meister Eckhart 
(1260-1327). There is much wisdom in his statement, “When creatures 
came into existence, God was not God in himself, but he was God in 
creatures.”

This profound statement appears to mean that we, organic and inorganic 
entities, have evolved with the essence of God that pervades the 
universe. We are conscious creatures that have the ability to conceive 
God; however, let us not discount all other matter or creatures that are 
part of our existence as part of the essence of God because we all came 
from the same matter in the universe.

Man has the mental ability to create stories that link him to a God 
he does not and will never understand. However, the God of man is 
man’s personification of God, for man has no other knowledge about 
life other than himself. I believe this is what Mr. Eckhart is saying in a 
simple and clearer manner.

Clarke M’s Comment, December 4, 2010

Nicholas,

Yes, I think that is his thought. He is speaking of Christ and God the 
Father to a live audience in his talks. We have to imagine how his 
words were heard and his presence at the time. He used the ordinary 
speech of the people, too, although teaching the church’s doctrines in 
which he was schooled.

Jerry K’s Comment, December 2, 2010

Nicholas, I am a bit worn out by Gather today, maybe later I can be 
more specific . . . but in general, you seem to understand some of what 
I say but miss much of it . . .

I was going to do a little review before replying and did go to Wiki to 
begin, but ran out of steam at about here

“However Shia and Sufism (on the one hand) and Sunni (on the other) 
have completely different positions on the legitimacy of ta’wil. A 
verse in the Koran addresses this issue, but Shia and Sunni disagree 
on how it should be read. According to Shias, those who are firmly 
rooted in knowledge like the prophet and the imams know the secrets 
of the Koran, while Sunnis believe that only God knows. According 
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to Tabatabaei, the statement “none knows its interpretation except 
Allah” remains valid without any opposing or qualifying clause. 
Therefore, so far as this verse is concerned, the knowledge of the 
Koran’s interpretation is reserved for God. But Tabatabaei uses other 
verses and concludes that those who are purified by God know the 
interpretation of the Koran to a certain extent.”

The most ancient spiritual commentary on the Koran consists of the 
teachings the Shia imams propounded in conversations with their 
disciples. It was the principles of their spiritual hermeneutics that were 
subsequently brought together by the Sufis. These texts are narrated by 
Imam Ali and Ja’far al-Sadiq, Shia, and Sunni Sufis.

As Corbin narrates from Shia sources, Ali himself gives this 
testimony.

Not a single verse of the Koran descended upon (was revealed to) the 
messenger of God, which he did not proceed to dictate to me and make 
me recite. I would write it with my own hand, and he would instruct 
me as to its tafsir (the literal explanation) and the ta’wil (the spiritual 
exegesis), the nasikh (the verse that abrogates) and the mansukh (the 
abrogated verse), the muhkam (without ambiguity) and the mutashabih 
(ambiguous), the particular and the general . . . .

But in general, it is the Sufi sects of Islam, which I have mentioned 
repeatedly, that are the ones more mystical, thus esoteric, spiritual, and 
in closer touch with the message of love that any true understanding 
of God, an Allah, Yaweh or even a Christ, would give one such . . . far 
from the literal exoteric and comparatively objective understandings, 
more accurately, misunderstandings, of the masses . . . and as it turns 
out their imams in too many cases . . .

The Koran was “received” by Mohammad over a long period while 
in deep trance. It was for a long time only verbally repeated by his 
followers, eventually transcribed, through many offshoot variations 
into what was considered the most accurate reproduction now 
existent in Arabic . . . only a spiritual understanding of the original 
Arabic will give the esoteric meaning, the message of love . . . other 
misunderstandings give something much less . . . as do so often most 
translations . . . not to mention the literal reading of them by non-Arabic 
seekers of truth . . . or those actually opposed to truth.

So when a Christian apologist reads a translation looking for an 
argument, he will surely come up with one . . . in fact, we all can come 
up with whatever we most want to . . . it has so much to do with human 
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character, or lack of, how they see truth and/or truth (you and I seem to 
disagree on that as I see world truth as relative and only God’s Truth 
as potentially absolute) . . .

You speak of “posturing” with “fancy words” . . . sure, many do . . . 
but some of us use them to differentiate the exoteric and the esoteric 
meanings . . . it is a necessary fact that needs to be realized by more 
when the exoteric orthodoxy claims the high road as the perfect truth 
using in reality the low road to do so . . . and they then denounce the 
high road and call it the low road occult, evil and sinful . . . completely 
turned around and a lie . . . except for the simple ignorant of the gullible 
who fall for it by blind trust in the liars and ignorant priests . . .

Anyway, I have yet to read it myself, but here (Mystical Muslims) is 
an outline of what I have been speaking of . . . you can do the research 
yourself about the numbers, percentages, and locations . . .

I have to go now . . . later . . . (taken from Wiki, the Italics were done 
by me)

Ginex’s Response, December 3, 2010

Hello Jerry,

Thank you for putting in time and effort for a researched and lengthy 
response. I hope my comments do you justice. I repeat that we learn 
by sharing a dialog with one another. Also, it is incumbent that we 
try not to be defensive and be ready to admit if somebody has made a 
valid point worth storing in the mind as a piece of the truth. I will try 
to address my thoughts to each paragraph as I read them. Paragraphs 
are what I refer to as modules of thought; each paragraph follows the 
other in a logical fashion.

Your first reference from Wikipedia provides, “According to Shia, 
those who are firmly rooted in knowledge like the Prophet and the 
Imams know the secrets of the Koran, while Sunnis believe that only 
God knows. According to Tabatabaei, the statement ‘none knows 
its interpretation except Allah’ remains valid without any opposing 
or qualifying clause. Therefore, so far as this verse is concerned, the 
knowledge of the Koran’s interpretation is reserved for God.”

Really! Now isn’t this nonsense at its best. Is this not an excuse for the 
suras that provoke bigotry, hate, and the killing of people who do not 
accept Allah?
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The second reference states that “The most ancient spiritual 
commentary on the Koran consists of the teachings the Shia Imams 
propounded in conversations with their disciples.”

I do not regard Koran commentary by Shia imams as valid. The 
Koran, a book provided by God must be self-explanatory or it is 
false for God needs no interpretation as the greatest communicator. 
The Shia teachings mean nothing compared to what is written in the 
Koran—even if it incites bigotry, hate, and violence against people.

You then indicate that “the Sufi sects of Islam, which I have mentioned 
repeatedly, that are the ones more mystical, thus esoteric, spiritual and 
in closer touch with the message of Love that any true understanding 
of God, God, an Allah, Yahweh or even a Christ . . .” This may be 
true, however, if the Koran is used as their basic and True Holy Word 
then there is a disjoint of what they teach, even if it is love, tolerance, 
respect, and honesty for others. Can you provide a quote from an imam 
that proclaims the Word of God—love one another?

Tell me Jerry, do you know what is God’s Truth? I would really like 
to know it. Is it in the Koran which states the Islam religion is the 
only True religion? Is Allah the merciful, loving, forgiving God over 
Yahweh, or do they both advocate bigotry, hate, and violence?

I am encouraged, Jerry, to see we agree that fancy words like exoteric 
and esoteric are avenues of escape from honesty and truth. What you 
are simply saying is that the Koran is not a genuine document that 
gives Muslims a clear path to truth, love, and understanding for all 
people. For which reason, there are other interpretations of the Koran, 
and of course, avoidance of those suras that advocate bigotry, hate, and 
violence. There is no misinterpretation of those suras, only a defensive 
posture by Muslim religious leaders to proclaim nobody understands 
the Koran except them. Really!!

Regarding Mystical Muslims, are they an offshoot of righteous 
worshippers? If so, we need more of them to represent the Word of 
God. However, it is very likely that they are a small percentage of the 
Muslim believers who believe in Allah. My comments were not very 
comforting, I’m sure. But I see the real world and react accordingly. 
Why Jerry, are you such a strong supporter of the Muslim religion? 
I will say, with love in my heart that I have no animosity against the 
Muslim people, but I strongly believe they are misled by a poorly 
written Holy Book that is supposed to represent the Word of God. I 
have researched the Koran and read it line by line and nowhere did I 
find the Word of God—love one another.
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Clarke M’s Comment, December 3, 2010

Jerry Kays wrote, “Time and space are but man’s conceptual 
measurement of the differentiation away from the balance that is 
God . . .

All may be the same at the ultimate level of God . . . but between here and 
there are enumerable realms, dimensions, and a hierarchy of spiritual 
beings all related to us to one degree or other . . . IMnsHO . . .

Forgetting God may well mean just appreciating your relationship 
with him, rather than undue dwelling on it and seeking too hard to 
“better” it by attempting to “be God” . . . (?)

If you don’t believe that, read the Urantia Book . . . :-) . . .”

Jerry, you got it right in Eckhart’s sense the first two times. The third 
time is true, but it’s not the aim of his work to dwell in the formulations 
of the conceptual mind (which is what most mystics and psychics 
do). He goes straight through the levels of the created world with its 
beings to the silence and the source, which is not excluding them (for 
they too seek fulfillment in praising God like the mentioned flea who 
has the same Source) or being unrelated to them as a creature like 
themselves.

The Urantia is a mess of some the most boring, ridiculous thoughts 
and writing when it’s not plagiarizing from other sources.

Back to Eckhart. A friend sent me this today which says what Eckhart 
does with a sense of humor—those Tibetans know how to relax and 
make others relax, even crazy westerners. Great teachers.

“The famous Tibetan meditator Geshe Ben said that his only practice 
was to watch his self-importance bloat up and then crumble down 
again and again. Seeing how it made his mind freer and freer every 
time it crumbled brought meaning and pleasure to his life. In fact, it 
was his life’s passion. Light Comes Through,” Dzigar Kongtrul.

Jerry K’s Comment, December 3, 2010

Clarke, I stand by my words and their intended meanings . . . that is 
about all I can do . . . that others do not understand, misunderstand, or 
disagree; just goes with the territory, to each their own.
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As for the Urantia Book, I completely disagree with your take on it . . . 
it is most definitely sourced from the spiritual realm at a level above 
our physicality . . . because it was finalized by man. It naturally has 
errors in it . . . but probably a lot less than the Bible . . . it has Great 
Wisdom from the esoteric perspective . . . but of course that is why so 
many folks (are you one of them?) from the orthodox Christian Faith 
want to defame it, it would put their Bible in less standing, and they 
will not have any of that . . . the Urantia Book was intended to target 
those very people who are now so orthodox and exoteric, to wake them 
up to what “Christianity” was supposed to be all about . . . for the rest 
of us, we need not dwell upon the accuracy, but we well should look 
for the essential message that does exist in it . . . that there is a God (of 
love) and the cosmos is a vast and spiritually ordered place . . . and we 
are not alone !

Clarke M’s Comment, Dec 3, 2010

Jerry,

Do you know the history of Urantia and its founders? It’s a second-rate 
cult and its sources are low-level at best with much plagiarism and 
pseudo-great wisdom. It is not dangerous or greedy like Scientology, 
but there’s a lot of sham and mediocrity.

Jerry K’s Comment, December 3, 2010

Clarke, up to a few years ago, I have read most all of the controversy 
and satisfied myself as to all of the Christian Apologetics against it . . . 
plus I have read the book five times with the help of the Holy Spirit 
and came away so much wiser . . . Of course all such investigation 
would hinge upon attitude and intentions. To each their own.

Ginex’s Response, December 4, 2010

Dear Jerry, I have read the dialog between you and Clarke, and I feel 
it incumbent to join in.

Jerry, I have to agree that there is a Holy Spirit that makes sense 
when thinking it is the spirit of God that pervades the universe. To 
some, this Spirit manifests itself in the minds of men who conceive 
aspects of God. You are a believer of the Urantia Book, and feel it 
is most definitely sourced from the spiritual realm at a level above 
our physicality. You then state, “All may be the same at the ultimate 
level of God . . . but between here and there are enumerable realms, 
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dimensions, and a hierarchy of spiritual beings all related to us to one 
degree or other . . . IMnsHO . . .”

I cannot disagree with your belief but I do question what you mean 
by “all may be the same at the ultimate level of God?” Please explain 
what that ultimate level is because I do not believe anybody knows if 
God exists at any particular level or any level for that matter.

You then go on to say, “there are enumerable realms, dimensions, and 
a hierarchy of spiritual beings all related to us to one degree or other.” 
How do you know that? What source gave you this information? Was 
it the conceptual thoughts of a man, wise and of a spiritual nature? 
Would you believe in the mental story conceived by a man or by a 
God or some spiritual intervention? If you can answer these questions 
honestly, then there is value and truth that we may consider and store 
within our own minds.

I did a little research and perused “the Urantia Book.” It is another 
book created by a man who has a story of God. The hierarchy he set 
up in the book is quite extensive and impressive. If you feel content to 
believe it, that’s fine. We all have our beliefs and who is to say mine 
is better than yours? The originator describes God as existing in seven 
levels (number seven is always a good number) and he is producing 
his concept of God. I am not gullible enough to believe it because I am 
an honest man and simply say God is incomprehensible, unknowable, 
and mysterious. I will subscribe to the belief that the essence of God 
pervades the universe and becomes part of all living and inorganic 
matter. Beyond that, I would only be making up a story for others and 
perhaps fool them into believing my story. I cannot be a cheater, a 
dishonest person, and rather be truthful and say, I don’t know God but 
I know He is the creator of my being.

Clarke M’s Comment, December 4, 2010

For reference A Monograph on a Vital Issue Concerning the Urantia 
Book and Movement, Clyde Bedell, April 1981.

Foreword

I believe this subject has reached its “time”. It is of vast importance 
to the Urantia Movement. We are not dealing with an ordinary book, 
but with an Epochal Planetary Revelation . . . only the fifth in all 
the world’s history. One of the most stupendous things that has ever 
occurred on Urantia, or ever will, was the coming of this revelation to 
the world. YOU HAVE BEEN COMMISSIONED.
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A vital and renewing spark of responsibility awareness and an 
energizing recognition of divine appointment need to be realized in a 
great many U-Book reader hearts. True, this paper may fail to move you. 
It may be a mere blip in the record-history of the Urantia movement. 
But if it touches your inmost judgment and your intuitions as to how 
vastly important our engagement is with this monumental Revelation 
to our sorry world, and how unequaled may be its significance in any 
activist reader’s life, it could, hopefully, awaken you to the stunning 
realization that Jesus Christ—Christ Michael—the Creator of our 
entire local universe has commissioned you, and me, and all of us to 
a continuous ministry that embraces all future generations and to a 
crucial day-to-day, every day job that must have greater attention from 
all of us than it has been getting.

I believe no earthly friendships or loyalties, as an afterthought, I am 
adding, should be advanced to excuse us for failing this planet’s Fifth 
Epochal Revelation’s demands upon us—in order that we may avoid 
facing important difficult issues. Nor should we permit our Urantian 
distaste for confrontations to subdue our consciences while we betray 
the trust of the Revelation’s celestial sponsors. Of all authorities who 
have any call upon us, they are the highest, wisest, and the first to 
whom we have an obligation.

WHY IS THERE A URANTIA FOUNDATION?

WHY IS THERE A URANTIA BROTHERHOOD?

WHAT ARE WE ALL SUPPOSED TO BE DOING?

http://urantiabook.org/archive/history/doc076.htm

Ginex’s Response, December 4, 2010

To clarify for our Gather readers what the Urantia Book (UB) is a few 
excerpts are provided below. I am only going through this exercise to 
demonstrate that the originator of the book was highly influenced by 
the Old and New Testament where Jesus Christ is acknowledged as 
one of the spirit entities of God as, the Son of God.

“The Urantia Book (a.k.a. ‘The Urantia Papers’, ‘God’s Bible’, 
the ‘Revelation’), consisting of 2,097 six by eleven inch pages, was 
compiled in 1934-35 and first copyrighted in 1955. It is a collection 
of 196 apocryphal ‘papers’ (i.e. so-called revelations) said to be 
communicated by various ‘authors’—i.e. spirit beings who names 
are listed in the papers. The book’s theme consists of highly detailed, 
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mythology-like descriptions of (our) universe, surrounding universes, 
numerous extraterrestrial spirit beings which are said to inhabit these 
universes, the spiritual evolutionary history of planet earth (Urantia), 
and the life and teaching of a ‘Jesus’, also called ‘Christ Michael’, a 
‘Creator Son.’”

The group advocating the UB began in Chicago during the early 1930s 
among high-ranking members of the heretical Seventh Day Adventist 
sect.

Urantia substitutes and applies the naturalistic concept of evolution 
to the realm of spirituality and religion. Judaism is not seen as God’s 
special order among an elect, but rather a form of primitive religious 
consciousness. Later, Christianity evolves beyond Judaism in much 
the same way that Darwinist theory sees humans evolving from 
apes. Thus, the Urantia and its followers promotes itself as the most 
“evolved” form of religious consciousness, which to them is still in 
progress.

Their position is similar to the beliefs of Mormonism, Jehovah 
Witnesses, Christian Scientists, New Agers, and others. The following 
direct quotes from the UB substantiate the fact.

“The Eternal Son is the Original and only-begotten Son of God. He is 
God the Son, the Second Person of Deity and the associate creator of 
all things. p. 73.”

“As they function in the superuniverse of Orvonton, the Sons of God 
are classified under three general heads: 1) the descending Sons of 
God; 2) the ascending Sons of God; and the trinitized Sons of God. 
p.223.”

“God is love; therefore he must be good, and his goodness is so great 
and real that it cannot contain the small and unreal things of evil. 
God is so positively good that there is absolutely no place in him 
for negative evil. Evil is the immature choosing and the unthinking 
misstep of those who are resistant to goodness, rejectful of beauty, and 
disloyal to truth . . . Evil is the inevitable darkness which follows upon 
the heels of the unwise rejection of light. UB, p.1429”

The above excerpts should clarify that the UB is a new attempt to 
formulate a new direction in the belief of God. It does keep the belief 
in Jesus Christ, but fails to provide the most important command he 
received from God—love one another. The UB emphasizes that “God 
is love” which is but only one attribute assigned to God by the UB 
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originators. The UB author claims revelations of text that makes up 
the UB were received from spiritual souls from another universe.

I would hope that any further discussion about the UB philosophy 
is satisfied with the above information. Those of you who wish to 
attain more information about the UB, its purpose, and beliefs, there 
are ample articles that may be accessed on the Internet.

This post is not to advocate or support an ideology but to answer 
the three basic questions about What Does Amen Mean? This post 
discussion is hoped to inform people of a god that has not been taught 
to them in their formal secular or religious training. Please reread this 
post so that if you wish to contribute to an understanding of what amen 
means, you have three basic questions to start your investigation and 
enlarge your knowledge.

Clarke M’s Comment, December 4, 2010

There are many books translating or interpreting sacred texts, and 
theological teachings based on them that have become recognized 
as authoritative in different branches of faiths (in Christianity—the 
Roman Catholic, Orthodox, Protestant, etc). Martin Luther was a 
zealous Catholic monk who had no thought of leaving his church, but 
he became inspired to reform its ways because he felt certain essentials 
of the original faith had been corrupted. After being assailed nightly 
by the devil in his cell, he threw his own shit at him (not an “inkwell” 
as often told) and began to write about what he believed were needed 
corrections in the church’s doctrines to restore the original teaching. 
His Ninety-Five Theses in 1517 challenged the church’s doctrines. His 
refusal to retract all of his writings at the demand of Pope Leo X in 
1520 and the Holy Roman Emperor Charles V at the diet of worms in 
1521 resulted in his excommunication by the pope and condemnation 
as an outlaw by the emperor. He had disputed the claim that freedom 
from God’s punishment of sin could be purchased with money and 
claimed that salvation is not earned by good deeds but received only 
as a free gift of God’s grace through faith in Jesus as redeemer from 
sin. His theology challenged the authority of the pope of the Roman 
Catholic Church by teaching that the Bible is the only source of 
divinely revealed knowledge. He was excommunicated by the Pope for 
refusing to retract some of his Ninety-Five Theses. Luther produced an 
extraordinary amount of books and hymns, but it was his translation of 
the Bible into common speech which made it available to the people 
that brought about the Protestant Reformation. Luther criticized the 
Pope for not allowing the Bible to be translated into other languages. 
Luther argued that as the vast majority of people could not read Latin 
they had to rely on what the priest told them was in the Bible.
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Ginex’s Response, December 4, 2010

Dear Clarke,

The summary of Martin Luther, a zealous Catholic monk, was 
instructive in that it emphasizes that the church, under the authority of 
the pope, is highly protective of its religious dogma. Luther was a man 
who rightly challenged the church that buying forgiveness of sins was 
wrong. He later translated the Bible from Latin into English whereby 
all people may have access to its teachings and not have to rely on 
interpretations by ordained priests.

In the book, Future of God Amen, there was another Catholic monk, 
Giordano Bruno, an Italian philosopher and a Dominican friar, who 
was another original thinker. He wrote books that were judged by the 
inquisition in Naples to be heretical to Catholic doctrines. Born in 
1548 and burned at the stake in 1600, he expressed in his book De 
L’Infinito Universo e Mondi (On the Infinite Universe and Worlds) 
that the universe was infinite, that it contained an infinite number of 
worlds, and that these are all inhabited by intelligent beings and life 
forms. His system of thought embodied the concept that the infinite 
universe consists of many other inhabited worlds, existing in matter 
and spirit, body, and soul, and thereby exists as two phases of the same 
substance.

The theological philosophy of Bruno is more advanced than the religious 
philosophy of the Urantia Book briefly described in my comment dated 
above, December 4, 2010, because he theorizes that our universe is 
infinite, contains an infinite number of worlds (planets), and that they 
are also inhibited by intelligent beings and life forms. His logic is 
accepted by most scientists including Carl Sagan who, in his book 
Cosmos explored the likelihood of advanced technical civilizations 
that could exist in our own galaxy. He deduced mathematically, based 
on the number of stars in our galaxy, that if civilizations tend to destroy 
themselves soon after reaching a technological phase, there may be 
just one surviving civilization. However, with the possibility that some 
civilizations learn to live with high technology and might extend their 
lifetimes, that number could increase to ten million civilizations.

As a premise of this brief article, it appears that religious thought is 
born in the minds of men and not from some divine source, such as 
God. Man conceives God and rightly so; this may be because he is 
made up of the atoms and molecules that are of the universe created 
by God. All life forms therefore came into existence with the essence 
of God as taught by Mr. Eckhart (mentioned in previous comments). 
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He stated, “When creatures came into existence, God was not God in 
himself, but he was God in creatures.” This profound statement gives 
reason to accept that mankind has a spiritual nature and seeks to know 
his God. However, let us be honest with ourselves by admitting that 
nobody knows God; He is the conception of man limited to experience 
with his world. That is why our concept of God must continue to 
evolve because we are still in an infancy phase in knowing God. This 
is true because

• We already know God was first introduced to mankind as Amen, a 
universal God for all people after thousands of years even as Egyptians 
worshipped multiple gods.

• The beliefs of a soul, a hereafter upon living a life of truth and 
righteousness, and one universal God was adopted by Moses and 
assimilated by the Hebrews, which gave rise to the Judaic religion.

• The Christian religion utilized the beliefs that matured with the 
Hebrews and advanced their theology with another Egyptian concept, 
which was that the pharaoh was the Son of God and Christian leaders 
later proclaimed Jesus Christ as the Son of God.

• Islam became a religion due to another man who was influenced by 
the Judaic and Christian religions.

So we see that our belief in God advanced from multiple gods to a 
universal God Amen. That God continues to be worshipped even as 
He is called other names such as Yahweh and Allah. What the above 
scenario reveals is that man is continually revising his belief in God. 
The Egyptian priesthood was not adverse to change, and developed 
for the first time, the concept of one God not just for the Egyptians, 
but all people. The religions that grew from Egyptian beliefs have 
religious leaders who have become selfish, arrogant, and filled with a 
national and cultural pride because they have taken those beliefs and 
after creating their own scriptures, have cast them in concrete. They 
forbid changes, modification, or additions to their scriptures.

Today, as a result of scriptures cast in concrete, the ability of mankind 
to grow and understand his God has been stunted, albeit, stopped. This 
is sad because at no other time on earth is it necessary for religious 
leaders to be courageous and perceptive to examine their scriptures and 
realize that since they all pray to the same God they should unify their 
beliefs so that mankind is divorced from divisions of dogma that cause 
bigotry, hate, violence, and the killing of people in the name of God.
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Readers of this post are encouraged to read Future of God Amen. It is a 
history of a spiritual people that developed the belief in one universal 
God, describes the beliefs of such a people, and how those beliefs 
were assimilated by the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religions. More 
importantly, in this decade of violence around the world, it presents 
recommendations for religious leaders and worshippers to initiate 
a Religious Renaissance so that all people may follow the Word of 
God—love one another. Those of you who wish to learn some history 
about God, place an Internet search on Future of God Amen.

Clarke M’s Comment, December 5, 2010

http://www.medicaldaily.com/news/20100903/1715/transition-metal-
catalysts-could-be-key-to-origin-of-life-scientists-report.htm

One of the big, unsolved problems in explaining how life arose on earth 
is a chicken-and-egg paradox. How could basic biochemicals such as 
amino acids and nucleotides have arisen before the biological catalysts 
(proteins or ribozymes) existed to carry out their formation? . . . “Life 
could have originated multiples times, and if we find life elsewhere in 
the universe, it could be very similar to the life we know here because 
it will be based on the same transition metals and ligands,” Morowitz 
says. “It’s a conjecture at the moment, but it could become a formal 
scientific core for the emergence of life.”

h t tp : / /www.nyt imes .com/2010/12/03/sc ience/03arsenic .
html?hpw=&pagewanted=all

Microbe Finds Arsenic Tasty; Redefines Life by Henry Bortman.

Scientists said Thursday that they had trained a bacterium to eat 
and grow on a diet of arsenic, in place of phosphorus—one of six 
elements considered essential for life—opening up the possibility that 
organisms could exist elsewhere in the universe or even here on Earth 
using biochemical powers we have not yet dared to dream about . . . 
Felisa Wolfe-Simon, a NASA astrobiology fellow at the United States 
Geological Survey in Menlo Park, California, who led the experiment 
said, “This is a microbe that has solved the problem of how to live in 
a different way.”

This story is not about Mono Lake or arsenic, she said, but about 
“cracking open the door and finding that what we think are fixed 
constants of life are not . . .”
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“There is basic mystery, when you look at life,” said Dimitar Sasselov, 
an astronomer at the Harvard-Smithsonian Center for Astrophysics 
and director of an institute on the origins of life there, who was not 
involved in the work. “Nature only uses a restrictive set of molecules 
and chemical reactions out of many thousands available. This is our 
first glimmer that maybe there are other options . . .”

Dr. Sasselov said, “I would like to know, when designing experiments 
and instruments to look for life, whether I should be looking for same 
stuff as here on Earth, or whether there are other options.”

“Are we going to look for same molecules we love and know here, or 
broaden our search?”

Ginex’s Response, December 6, 2010

Dear Clarke, your two Internet findings reveal that life can originate 
from different combinations of molecules is instructive and does 
expand our view of the universe as having other life that exists in 
other forms. In relating to your information on the creation of life, it 
substantiates that we human beings are not alone in the universe. We 
may never be able to roam the universe to other galaxies because the 
distances are thousands of multiples of the width of our own galaxy. 
Our nearest star to earth is 4.3 light-years away so that we would be 
highly fortunate to find life in nearby stars.

Humans are finding out more about the universe and themselves. 
However, we have scriptures that are out of date with the advancement 
of learning and are beginning to realize they are in great need of being 
revised. The God Amen is our God and belongs to the human race. Is 
Amen the God of the universe? We humans cannot agree if Jehovah, 
Allah, and Amen are, in fact, the same God. It is wholly apparent that 
the human race in terms of understanding their God is still in a state of 
infancy. We need perceptive people now and generations to come to 
educate the masses to a higher level of belief in God for He is the God 
of our earth, our galaxy, and the universe. We do not know Him but 
we can try to emulate Him by placing our hopes, our aspirations, and 
beliefs in Him to make Him proud of His creations.

Clarke M’s Comment, December 5, 2010

Nicholas wrote, “An interesting finding was the possibility of an 
advanced race that may have had an IQ of 150 or genius class. I would 
like to know how the scientists were able to determine that level of 
intelligence.”
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Boskops Man (1913) Africa (Internet link noted below). Most scientists 
don’t agree with neuroscientists Lynch and Granger’s views.

Hugh Pickens writes, “Neuroscientists Gary Lynch and Richard 
Granger have an interesting article in Discover Magazine [panned 
by critics] about the Boskops, an extinct hominid that had big eyes, 
child-like faces, and forebrains roughly 50 percent larger than modern 
man indicating they may have had an average intelligence of around 
150, making them geniuses among Homo sapiens. The combination 
of a large cranium and immature face would look decidedly unusual 
to modern eyes, but not entirely unfamiliar. Such faces peer out from 
the covers of countless science fiction books and are often attached to 
‘alien abductors’ in movies.”

Naturalist Loren Eiseley wrote (perhaps in 1960s, Eiseley was a fine 
teacher and writer on nature and evolution), “Back there in the past, 
ten thousand years ago. The man of the future, with the big brain, 
the small teeth. He lived in Africa. His brain was bigger than your 
brain.”

The history of evolutionary studies has been dogged by the almost 
irresistible idea that evolution leads to greater complexity, to animals 
that are more advanced than their predecessor, yet the existence of 
the Boskops argues otherwise—that humans with big brains, and 
perhaps great intelligence, occupied a substantial piece of southern 
Africa in the not very distant past, and that they eventually gave way 
to smaller-brained, possibly less advanced Homo sapiens—that is, 
ourselves.

“With 30 percent larger brains than ours now, we can readily calculate 
that a population with a mean brain size of 1,750 cc would be expected 
to have an average IQ of 149,” write Lynch and Granger. But why did 
they go extinct? “Maybe all that thoughtfulness was of no particular 
survival value in 10,000 BC. Lacking the external hard drive of a 
literate society, the Boskops were unable to exploit the vast potential 
locked up in their expanded cortex,” write Lynch and Granger. “They 
were born just a few millennia too soon.”

References

Wikiarticle, • http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Boskop_Man

Loren Eiseley’s writing on Boskops Man “• The Man of the 
Future”
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Big•  Brain: The Origins and Future of Human Intelligence by 
Gary ynch and Richard Granger

The•  “amazing” Boskops by John Hawks

*• Return of the “amazing” Boskops John Hawks comments 
upon recent controversy.

What•  Happened to the Hominids Who Were Smarter Than 
Us?

Ginex’s Response, December 6, 2010

Dear Clarke,

I appreciate your sharing information that excites many people in 
learning about what other life has existed on our earth. It is possible 
that humans had larger head cavity sizes and the possibility of larger 
brains. It would not necessarily follow that their brains were capable 
of functioning at a higher level of intelligence, for even in our own age 
there are people with head size abnormalities where they have larger 
heads but not a better or higher mental capability. In many cases, they 
are not able to function well with use of the brain.

How this information relates to “What Does Amen Mean?” is 
unknown.

Ginex’s Comment, December 6, 2010

Dear Reader,

I would like to appeal to you to focus on the topic of this post. There 
are three relevant questions that many responses to this post have 
avoided. It seems there is a feeling to protect one’s beliefs, or there 
are those who feel threatened to open their minds to new ideas; ideas 
in this post that are important for their own spiritual development in 
understanding themselves and God. Please refer to the three questions 
on this post or Ginex’s response, November 29, 2010. They offer an 
opportunity to search your own beliefs and inquire about real, factual 
findings that may add to your knowledge about God.

Such questions are very relevant today with much division between 
Jews, Christians, and Muslims. Your comments and answers to these 
three questions may be very useful to assist religious leaders to work 
together.
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Clarke M’s Comment, December 7, 2010

Nicholas,

I have been researching on amen, and I am waiting for comments on 
the word in Hebrew from other scholars. I have been rereading parts 
of John’s Revelation, too. I had not realized how witty and personal 
he could be in addressing different churches! He plays with words and 
uses double ententes that refer specifically to their towns, customs, and 
characteristics. So he is not always using highly symbolic language, 
although many of his words are of that kind. So far, I don’t see any 
evidence that the Hebrews associated amen with the Egyptian Amen or 
the descriptions of him by the Egyptians. The Hebrews’ monotheistic 
notions did not come from amen, as far as I can see.

As I mentioned earlier, the “prescientific” humans (Korzsybki’s 
term) experienced the universe and its laws directly and recorded it in 
tone and number. Owen Barfield intuited the participation mystique 
of what he called the Dawn people. They were open to and aware 
of the cosmos, the stars, planets, galaxies, and all nature and able to 
measure how their forces operated. It is only recently that scientists 
have been to able to discover planets and stars that these people knew 
of and described. Our perception is much weaker than theirs was. The 
temples and gods that humans developed were designed to remind 
them of the forces that they had begun to lose the vision to see and to 
enable them to be in touch with them. Our church rituals and prayers 
serve the same purpose. Some priests nowadays are unable to transmit 
the sacred energy in performing the services. It used to be in England 
that to be ordained, a priest had to demonstrate he could receive and 
transmit the energy. I am not aware if this test is applied in many cases 
today.

Ginex’s Response, December 7, 2010

Dear Clarke,

Thank you for addressing the topic of this post. However, I do 
appreciate you informing me of aspects of human nature and the 
universe because this knowledge brings us closer to knowing God as 
we learn more about ourselves. I have responded to What does amen 
mean? in a recent comment addressed to all our readers. I believe you 
will find that the Hebrews have associated many of the qualities of 
Amen with their own use of amen.
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You mentioned the “Dawn people” who were advanced in their 
knowledge of the stars, planets, galaxies, and all nature to be able to 
measure how their forces operated. To say our perception was much 
weaker than theirs and that they discovered planets is an assumption 
and needs to be proven with written records, such as those of the 
Egyptians. Have the scientists also discovered art, a reflection of the 
advancement of the human mind that far excels that of the Egyptians. 
The theory that the Dawn people had forces they could control with 
their rituals is also another assumption. I will believe these nice 
findings if the scientists would provide hard evidence in the way of 
archeological findings and words they could decipher. As of now, the 
only civilization that has been productive and perceptive enough was 
the Egyptians who had the foresight to write three languages on the 
Rosetta Stone that enabled the modern world to learn how advanced 
they were.

Ginex’s Comment, December 7, 2010

Dear readers,

I will like to summarize what we have learned about the meaning of 
amen below. It will be presented in three parts, what is the Judaic or 
Hebrew definitions of amen; what are some of the interpretations of 
amen by the Christian religious leaders; and finally, what did amen 
mean to the ancient Egyptians?

This summary may help to reduce duplications by other responses but 
more importantly, it will position readers with sufficient background to 
see how they may answer the three questions following the definitions 
and brief history provided.

Judaic Definitions of Amen

The Hebrew usage of amen includes truth, to trust or believe, firm or 
faithful, truly, verily, etc. In Isaiah 65:16 emphasis is on truth as, “the 
God of truth,” which is, “the God of Amen.” The root of the word 
amen comes from Hebrew aman, which means to nourish and make 
strong. Emunah (faithfulness) in Hebrew refers to God the Father as 
the faithful (nourisher).

It is to be noted that the Hebrew definitions for amen describe the 
attributes of the Egyptian God Amen. Amen was a strong, powerful 
God of war but his highest attributes were truth and the God of all 
creation. As such, he is God the Father and nourisher of his creations.
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Christian Definitions of Amen

Webster Dictionary defines the Christian use of amen as: used to 
express solemn ratification (as of an expression of faith) or hearty 
approval (as of an assertion).

The Britannica Dictionary defines the Christian use of amen as: used 
at the end of a prayer or hymn, meaning so be it; any expression of 
hearty consent or conviction or, a concluding act or word. In addition 
to that, Christ is the true and faithful witness (Rev 3:14).

This last definition appears in Revelation of the New Testament, and 
in full context, Revelation 3:13 and 3:14 should be read by interested 
readers. Church leaders have misinterpreted and deliberately 
misconstrue these two verses because they do not want their followers 
to learn that Amen was an Egyptian God that has been worshipped 
for over two thousand years before the birth of Jesus Christ. Christian 
religious leaders claim that Jesus was referring to himself when he 
said that Amen is “the faithful and true witness, the beginning of the 
creation of God.” This claim is unfounded and shows the ability to 
distort what was written because Jesus identifies an entity, a “faithful 
and true witness.” This entity could be no other than the Egyptian God 
Amen. If it was Jesus, he would have said his name and not Amen.

Fundamentalist Christians believe, in accordance with the opening 
lines of John’s Gospel and later formulated as the Trinity, that 
Jesus is God (or one with God) and has “always existed” from the 
beginning.  But this means that Jesus could not possibly be Amen 
who was “created.” Using Jesus own words, Amen is “the beginning 
of the creation of God.” (Revelation 3:14) Here, Jesus himself states 
“creation of God” and appears to be in agreement that God was 
created. It was the Priesthood of Amon that conceived one-universal 
God and documented this belief in Amon As the Sole God.

Egyptian Use of Amen

The Egyptian priesthood, as far back as 2500 BCE, defined Atum as 
the God of all creation. By 1500 BCE, this God had a change in name 
to Amon-Re and worshipped as the “maker of all mankind, creator 
and maker of all that is.” Around 1370 BCE, the pharaoh Amenhotep 
IV discontinued the worship of multiple gods for a personal god Aton 
that creates and sustains life in all the earth. However, by 1270 BCE, 
the priesthood of Amon finally accepted the idea of one universal god 
and wrote, “Amon As the Sole God.” The priesthood went full circle 
and wrote that Amon came into being at the beginning, gave birth to 
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Re, and completed himself as Atum, a single body with him—Atum 
became Amon now known as Amen the one universal God of all 
creation.

In addition to Amen being written in scripture as the “Creator of all 
there is,” during the reign of Ramses II and before the Moses Exodus, 
Amen was known and worshipped for the following attributes:

Amen, the one universal God; Amen, the God of creation; Amen, the 
Lord of truth; Amen, God of war; Amen, God of perception; Amen 
heals and responds to prayer; Amen, God of mercy; Amen, the just of 
councils; Amen, God of righteousness and justice.

Before answering the three questions below, the reader should also 
know that the name Amen was used in the throne names of at least 
thirteen pharaohs as far back as 2,000 BCE, starting with Amenemhet 
I. The Egyptians built temples to Amon-Re in Palestine and Syria 
as far north as Byblos near Kadesh. Thutmose III, the strongest and 
most successful military strategist, started building Egyptian temples 
in Syria and Palestine as early as 1500 BCE. He encouraged the 
inculcation of Egyptian beliefs for the captured sons of Syrian and 
Asiatic dynasts so that upon their father’s death, they will be able to 
influence those beliefs for their people. There can be no doubt that the 
Egyptians strongly influenced the Hebrews in the belief in their god 
Amen; for which reason, the Hebrew definitions of Amen depict many 
attributes of Amen.

The Three Questions

Definitions of a word are altered over time, but having been provided 
with the above facts presented about amen, how would you answer the 
following questions?

Could it be that God first introduced Himself to the Egyptians as 1. 
Amen?

Can it be that Revelation 3:14, which reveals words by Jesus 2. 
Christ that Amen is “the beginning of the creation of God,” 
provides the key for religious leaders to acknowledge Amen as 
the common bond to unify their beliefs and teach the Word of 
God—love one another?

Should we believe the words of Jesus Christ that Amen is, “3. the 
beginning of the creation of God,” or Christian religious leaders 
who teach amen means “so be it”?
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Jerry K’s Comment, December 7, 2010

Nicholas wrote, “It seems there is a feeling to protect one’s beliefs, or 
there are those who feel threatened to open their minds to new ideas. 
Ideas in this post that are important for their own spiritual development 
in understanding themselves and God.”

Boy is that ever true . . . but the author thinks it applies to others when 
it most applies to himself . . .

Ginex’s Response, December 7, 2010

Hello Jerry,

Thank you for agreeing with the statement that many people close 
their minds to new ideas because they feel their own belief system is 
threatened, or they cannot accept new knowledge to review, analyze, 
and either reject or accept in an ongoing quest to know God.

This author is not only open to new ideas, but has read the scriptures 
of Judaic, Christian, Islamic, and Egyptian religions. The knowledge I 
have obtained, I am trying to pass on to others who have the curiosity 
to learn more about themselves and God.

If you have some ideas, thoughts, that you are willing to share with 
others, my readers and I are open to review what you believe could 
be beneficial to know about God and what He desires from his 
creations—man.

It’s always good to hear from you because you are an independent, 
self-thinking man.

Clarke M’s Comment, December 8, 2010

Nicholas wrote, “To say our perception was much weaker than theirs 
and that they discovered planets is an assumption and needs to be 
proven with written records, such as those of the Egyptians. Have the 
scientists also discovered art, a reflection of the advancement of the 
human mind that far excels that of the Egyptians. The theory that the 
Dawn people had forces they could control with their rituals is also 
another assumption. I will believe these nice findings if the scientists 
would provide hard evidence in the way of archeological findings 
and words they could decipher. As of now, the only civilization that 
has been productive and perceptive enough was the Egyptians who 
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had the foresight to write three languages on the Rosetta Stone—that 
enabled the modern world to learn how advanced they were.”

Nicholas,

I have already described the vast knowledge of the laws of nature and 
the cosmos that many ancients possessed and are recorded in their texts 
and art. They were able to calculate the movements of the cosmos and 
predict solar eclipses and much more. Modern scientists, working with 
increasingly sensitive instruments have in some cases rediscovered 
stars and planets that were known to the ancients. The Egyptians had 
such knowledge, too. Their creation story does not speak of gods, but 
of the primal forces forming the worlds. The Egyptians are clear that 
the source is beyond human perception or naming. Their gods were/
are on a different level so to speak, related to the religious ideas of the 
priests, who kept their scientific knowledge secret from the people, 
as has been the case with all the world religions. We are now able 
to begin to find the keys to knowledge that was available to the few. 
“There are no more secrets.”

What ancient peoples experienced as participants, the forces and laws 
that operate according to tone and number, we are gradually becoming 
able to know as conscious observers, not unconscious participants. 
This is why Korzybski classifies our time as “semi-scientific.” The 
scientific level of consciousness requires the combining of the observer 
and the observed. Quantum physics has discovered the function of 
the observer through its experiments in studying nature, the four 
percent of the visible world of matter that they can observe. But they 
have a theoretical knowledge, an inferred knowledge of the rest of 
matter, which they characterize as “dark matter,” dark energy,” “black 
holes,” etc., and posit many theories about. The ancients experienced 
the world-as-it-is although they had no awareness of themselves as 
observers.

The quantum physicists have discovered the role of the observer but 
not yet learned how to relate it consciously to the observations of 
matter which is what researchers like Charles Tart are endeavoring 
to do in their scientific parapsychological work. But the traditional 
methods contained in the world religions and teachings, practices 
for self-knowledge, including meditation are effective in learning to 
become aware of the observer. When the knowledge of the observer 
and the observed are combined, we will develop a culture that can be 
classified as “scientific” in which the current split between “science” 
and “religion” is reconciled. As it is we are still in a “semi-scientific” 
civilization.
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Donald B. Redford at the end of his very thorough survey of Atenism, 
(which some early Egyptologists thought was a monotheistic religion) 
concludes that the problem with drawing parallels between Egyptian 
and Hebrew monotheism is not so much in the kind of religion, as 
the quality. “The essential characteristics of the two monotheisms 
are so diverse as to exclude the possibility of influence, one upon the 
other.” The monotheism of the heretic Pharaoh: precursor of Mosaic 
monotheism or Egyptian anomaly, Biblical Archaeology Review 13, 
No. 3 (May-June 1987).

Richards later wrote, “Monotheism, polytheism and henotheism are 
constructs of the Judeo-Christian tradition. They manifest a mind-set 
quite different from that of ancient man. These concepts, along with 
such pejorative categories as heathens, pagans and idolaters, reflect 
a rationalization of history that seems natural to us but was not 
characteristic of ancient cultures. The use of such terms assumes a 
period of ignorance followed by a period of revelation. The revelation 
is always thought to have occurred in the remote past. How the 
Supernatural operates in the present, long after the revelation, is never 
really addressed. For ancient man, the situation was quite different. 
For him, the Supernatural never ceased to interact with the human 
community and the cosmos. There was no great revelation. If there 
was ever a break between time past and present, it was marked by 
creation itself: chaos before, order afterwards . . . .

Before much of the archaeological evidence from Thebes and from 
Tell el-Amarna became available, wishful thinking sometimes turned 
Akhenaten into a humane teacher of the true God, a mentor of Moses, 
a Christ like figure, a philosopher before his time. But these imaginary 
creatures are now fading away one by one as the historical reality 
gradually emerges. There is little or no evidence to support the notion 
that Akhenaten was a progenitor of the full-blown monotheism that 
we find in the Bible. The monotheism of the Hebrew Bible and the 
New Testament had its own separate development—one that began 
more than half a millennium after the pharaoh’s death.” (Aspects 
of Monotheism, Donald B. Redford, Biblical Archeology Review, 
1996.)

The long history of the god Amen is different from that of the brief 
one of Aten, and the combining of Amen with Re was a reaction by the 
priests of Thebes to replace and destroy all evidence of Akhenaten’s 
doctrine, which had taken away their power and control of the state. 
Amen-Re or Amon-Re was apparently a dual construction, similar 
to the Greeks’ Zeus or Chronos and his consort Hera. Amen was 
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sometimes called “the hidden one,” representing the dark face of the 
sun; Re represented the bright face, the solar disc.

De Moor writes, “In Egypt, the monotheistic revolution of Akhenaten 
triggered a counter-movement promulgating the doctrine that all gods 
were in reality nothing but manifestations of one god, Amun-Re. (But 
a god with two sides!) This reduction of the polytheistic principle had 
far-reaching theological implications. It is justified to speak of a crisis 
of polytheism which reverberated all over the ancient world . . . It 
would seem one thing to render it likely that Moses was a lawgiver 
with an Egyptian education at the transition from the Late Bronze to 
the early Iron Age, and another to describe the affects of his laws.” 
(De Moor, Johannes C. The Rise of Yahwism: The Roots of Israelite 
Monotheism. Leuven, Belguim: Leuven University Press, 1997.)

Rosenbaum observes on Atenism that “it is hard to see that a 
revolution which was ultimately rejected by the Egyptians managed 
to hang on for so long among their Semitic slaves unless, of course, 
the seeds of it had been planted much earlier.” (Rosenbaum, Staley 
Ned. Understanding Biblical Israel: A Reexamination of the Origins 
of Monotheism. Macon, Georgia: Mercer University Press, 2002.)

Rowley offers this thought: “Israelite monotheism developed less out 
of the “onliness” of Yahweh as the legitimate object of worship than 
out of His character. The outstanding work of Moses in this connection 
is not so much the teaching that Yahweh was to be the only God for 
Israel as the proclamation that Yahweh was unique.”

(Rowley, H. H. “Moses as the Source of Monotheism.” In Problems in 
European Civilization: Monotheism and Moses, ed. Robert J. Christen and 
Harold E. Hazelton, 79-87. Lexington: D. C. Heath and Company, 1969.)

This reminds us of the distinction made by Richards between Yahwism 
and Atenism, “one of quality rather than kind.”

I have more to say later regarding the translation of word “amen,” as in 
John’s Revelation and the Bible, the Egyptian descriptions of Amen and 
Amen-Re you quote and perhaps more. But I thought it useful to give 
some background on Aten (and Akhnaten,) who is the only Egyptian 
god who has been considered by some to be the god of a monotheistic 
religion (which research has shown to be an interpretation based on 
literal reading the Egyptian texts out of their cultural context, applying 
concepts from other cultures and mindsets that don’t serve for a right 
comparison) and opposed to the power of Amen and his priests. Aten 
was considered the enemy of Amen. Statements like “Amen was the 
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beginning of the creation of God” should not be read literally. The 
Egyptians would not have taken them as referring to their traditions of 
a Creator and creation. The descriptions of Amen and other gods were 
to assert the importance of a certain god and his temple and priesthood 
who held power in one region or another. Thebes had a long history, 
having great power over areas of Egypt at times and less at others. As 
Thebes power weakened so did the fortunes of their priesthood and 
their god Amen and his temple.

Clarke M’s Comment, December 8, 2010

Nicholas,

I consulted a Septuagint scholar on the Hebrew word amen. His 
explanation makes sense to me from my study of the Old Testament. 
From the third century BCE onwards, the Hebrew scriptures were 
translated into Greek and collected and edited. The era begins with the 
early translation of the Torah into Greek under a third century Ptolemy, 
continues with the ensuing translation and composition of other biblical 
books in Greek, and the rise of new translations and redactions after the 
split between Christianity and Judaism. The resultant families of texts, 
discernable in the fourth c. CE (if not before) and associated with the 
ptolemaic stories, are known as the Septuagint. Modern research has 
sought to critically reconstruct earlier Greek versions of the Hebrew 
scriptures often called the Old Greek.

Amen. Hebrew radical meanings: join parts continue, i.e. keep parts 
attached. Related words: mother (as the bond of the family) the 
forearm (as a grasping link), servant girl (as bonded to the family as 
if by adoption) etc. It means to bond, keep attached, be cohesive with, 
and to agree with. Hence, also for the attachment of a curse.

The Greek meaning is derived from the Hebrew “agree with”. Hence 
“it is so!”

This would conform with Jesus’s use of amen in the New Testament at 
the beginning of his statements. John in Revelation was using “amen” 
as an epithet for Jesus.

Ginex’s Response, December 8, 2010

Dear Clarke,

Thank you for your information as it verifies what religious leaders 
believe are the true definitions of amen where “so be it” is the 
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dominant version. Please refer to my comment of December 8, 2010 
below beginning with “My dear readers.”

Clarke M’s Comment, December 8, 2010

The Hebrew word amen derives from the Hebrew “a-mán” the 
primitive trilateral root is “-m-n” according to my Hebrew dictionary. 
This triliteral root perhaps later acquired a subsidiary meaning than 
“to agree with,” namely, “to be firm, confirmed, reliable, faithful, have 
faith, and believe.”

Grammarians in modern dictionaries list “amen” in Hebrew under its 
three consonants (-m-n = aleph-mem-nun) The Hebrew letter “aleph” 
originally represented a glottal stop sound, which functioned as a 
consonant.

Two ways it is apparently not used in the Old Testament conform with 
the (old?) sense of “to agree with” which has the sense of “so be it,” 
“verily,” etc.

First, “amen” is never used to conclude a prayer. Second, it is never 
used to accept a blessing, but is used sixteen times to accept a curse. 
When priests uttered a curse-formula on behalf of the Lord then the 
addressee(s) accepted the consequences of it with the word “Amen.” 
See Numbers 5:22; Deuteronomy 27:15-26; Nehemiah 5:13; Jeremiah 
11:5.

The Egyptian god “Amen” began with a yodh, which became a “y,” 
“i” and “j” in various languages, including non-semitic ones. Its root 
may be related to a word meaning, among other things, “to educate.” 
An Egyptian pictorial representation of amen was an arm and a hand.

Ginex’s Response, December 8, 2010

Dear Clarke,

It is apparent that your definitions are defining the connotations given 
by Hebrew theologians and scholars and are correct from their periods 
of time that the use of Amen started.

However, what is lacking from these religious leaders is the ability 
to search further back in time to a period when amen had a highly 
significant meaning which related to that of a God.
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It is obvious that Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religious leaders 
never want to discuss when and where the use of amen started. It is 
clear from reading A History of Egypt by James H. Breasted, that the 
Hebrews definitely were exposed to the Egyptian God Amen and were 
educated in the beliefs of the Egyptian religion as far back as 1500 BCE 
because the astute pharaoh Thutmose III had temples built throughout 
Palestine and Syria. Also Abraham instituted the command from God 
to circumcise males about 1650 BCE to facilitate the intermarriage 
between Hebrews and Egyptians who had circumcised their males 
many centuries before as an act of cleanliness. The union between 
these two people and further exposure of Egyptian beliefs of Amen 
had to be significant.

I commend your efforts in enlightening me to the definitions of present 
religious leaders and scholars their interpretations are well noted 
and respected. But again, they tend to not refer to a time when the 
Hebrew people lived in Egypt, especially during the time of Ramses II 
when the priesthood of Amon wrote, “Amon As the Sole God.” Please 
indicate to me your address via e-mail nickginex@gmail.com For all 
of your many well-thought out responses I will be honored to mail you 
a signed-complimentary copy of Future of God Amen.

Ginex’s Comment, December 8, 2010

My dear readers,

Many of you agree that the Hebrews, Greeks, and Christians have 
derived the meaning of amen as meaning, “It is so” or “so be it.” This 
is correct as amen is interpreted today. However, regarding John’s 
Gospel using “Amen” as an epithet (an alternate name) for Jesus in 
Revelation 3:13 and 3:14 is a misinterpretation by religious leaders 
to prohibit the true meaning of Jesus’s announcement of Amen. We 
know that an epithet is a word or phrase accompanying or occurring 
in place of a person or thing. The words proclaimed from Jesus’s own 
mouth was not an epithet but his announcement to those that “hath an 
ear” to hear the Spirit of God.

Again, let us read the words of Jesus Christ clearly. I do not like 
distortions, misinterpretations, and a deliberate intent to misconstrue 
the words of Jesus. We must remind ourselves that God’s Holy Spirit 
inspired John to write Revelation 3:13 and 3:14. We will visit both verses 
so that the accusation of taking words out of context is not offered as 
an excuse by religious leaders who persist to not acknowledge Amen 
was indeed an Egyptian God worshipped by real people for more than 
two thousand years before the birth of Jesus Christ.
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He that hath an ear, let him hear what the Spirit saith unto the churches. 
(Rv 3:13)

You will note that Jesus Christ is speaking on behalf of God. Jesus 
was clear that it was the Spirit of God that told him to speak to the 
churches. Then in 3:14, Jesus indicates that it was “Amen that said 
these things.”

—And unto the angel of the church of the Laodoceans write; These 
things saith the Amen, the faithful and true witness, the beginning of 
the creation of God. (Rv 3:14)

It is noted in 3:13 that Jesus requests all to hear what the Spirit has 
said to the churches. This statement indicates that Jesus was about to 
announce what the Spirit of God intends for the churches. Additionally, 
Jesus entreats those with the ability to hear and to listen to what the 
Spirit of God is about to say. It is in the very next verse that Jesus 
proclaims amen as, “the faithful and true witness, the beginning of the 
creation of God.”

You will note that Jesus was careful to indicate that amen was “the 
faithful and true witness,” which means amen was an entity, a real 
Spirit of God, and not simply the words “so be it.” There is no taking 
anything out of context. God inspired righteous men to write His 
words and God is not that ignorant not to know how to express Himself 
for the common people to understand Him. How could “so be it” be 
substituted for “Amen as the beginning of the creation of God” unless 
there is a concerted intent to misconstrue the words of Jesus.

Here, there is an inability for Christian and Judaic religious leaders 
to be honest and truthful due to their arrogance of not acknowledging 
that Amen was a God worshipped by a spiritual people; but more 
importantly, they misconstrue the words of Jesus because they do not 
want to admit that their belief in one God was due to the Hebrews being 
introduced to Amen by the Egyptians. There is no denying that amen 
is truly an Egyptian word, a name of a God that has been introduced to 
mankind first as Atum, then advanced to Amon-Re, and finally Amen 
that embodies all three previous beliefs. What is wonderful is that the 
priesthood of Amon were flexible to revise their beliefs until they 
formulated the belief in one universal God and documented that belief 
in “Amon As the Sole God.”

For religious leaders to deny the facts and scholars not support the 
truth, that Amen profoundly influenced the development of the Judaic, 
Christian, and Islamic religions is simply fear of knowledge that the 
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Truth may weaken belief in the scriptures written. It is nothing more 
than a political effort to misrepresent the past of a legacy that modern 
man should be proud of. But the dogma of the Jewish, Christian, and 
Islamic religions hold the minds of these religious leaders hostage 
to a past they desire to hold onto and never change. This desire to 
be arrogant and proud of their own religion verifies their minds are 
locked in a cage. This was not the case with the Egyptian Priesthood; 
they revised and changed their beliefs until they discovered the 
greatest vision man has of God. It is a shame religious leaders of today 
are incapable of being perceptive and courageous enough to realize 
that much of their own scripture needs to be revised for they contain 
some of the worse abominations advocated for man in the way of lies, 
myths, and creation of divisions between our sisters and brothers of 
all nations. How sad.

Those of you who desire to learn a historical development of how man 
conceived the belief in one, universal God are requested to place an 
Internet search on Future of God Amen.

Clarke M’s Comment, December 9, 2010

Nicholas,

You refer to A History of Egypt (1905) by American Egyptologist 
and archeologist James Henry Breasted (1865-1935) who established 
the study of Egyptology in the United States. Breasted received his 
doctorate from Berlin in 1894 with a dissertation on the solar hymns 
of Ikhnaton. He was a great scholar and translator of many Egyptian 
texts. The historical knowledge of the near east and Egypt which has 
been acquired since his death is considerable. Also, he pictured the 
world-view to ancient Egyptians through the eyes of a modern thinker, 
wrongly attributing to them concepts of man and society, notably the 
presence of individual conscience and a monotheistic god.

Toward the end of his life, in 1933, he wrote

“As far back as 1912 in the Morse Lectures then published, the author 
stated his conviction that a group of Egyptian papyri written in the 
Feudal Age around 2000 BC were more than merely showy literary 
products, as the prevailing opinion of Egyptologists had at that time 
long considered them. In the author’s opinion these compositions 
contained clear evidence of being social tractates, the earliest known 
discussions of society, written by their ancient authors as campaign 
propaganda in the earliest crusade for social justice. Their authors 
were thus the first social prophets. Over twenty years of subsequent 
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contemplation of these documents has only confirmed the author’s 
opinion. To accept a social interpretation of these sources is to do 
for the evolution of Egyptian civilization what socially enlightened 
historical critics, the so-called “higher critics,” had long ago done 
for the development of Hebrew civilization. In the case of Hebrew 
civilized development, however, historical criticism was very slow to 
apprehend and accept this social reconstruction and interpretation. 
The same has been true of the author’s interpretation of the social 
evolution of Egyptian religion and morals,”

He challenged the views of scholars of his time

“It is now quite evident that the ripe social and moral development 
of mankind in the Nile Valley, which is three thousand years older 
than that of the Hebrews, contributed essentially to the formation of 
the literature which we call the Old Testament. Our moral heritage 
therefore derives from a wider human past enormously older than the 
Hebrews, and it has come to us rather through the Hebrews rather 
than from them. The rise of man to social idealism took place long 
before the traditional theologians” “age of revelation” began. It was 
a result of the social experience of man himself and was not projected 
into the world from the outside.

“The fact that the moral ideas of early men were the product of their 
own social experience is one of profoundest meaning for thinking 
people of today. Out of prehistoric savagery, on the basis of his own 
experience man arose to visions of character. That achievement which 
transformed advancing life, human or animal, on our globe was one 
from a characterless universe, as far as it is known to us, to a world 
of inner values transcending matter—a world for the first time aware 
of such values, for the first time conscious of character and striving to 
attain it. With that achievement man had discovered a new country, but 
he had not yet explored it. The discovery itself was an incomparably 
more difficult achievement than the subsequent explorations. The 
discovery is a recent event and the explorations have consequently but 
just begun. They are an unfinished process which must be continued 
by us—by every generation.”

The above quotations were taken from The Dawn of Conscience by 
James H. Breasted.

Established is the man whose standard is righteousness, who walketh 
according to its way—The Grand Vizier Ptahhotep of Memphis, 
twenty-seventh century BC.
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More acceptable is the virtue of the upright man than the ox of him 
that doeth iniquity. Instruction Addressed to Prince Merikere by his 
Pather, an Unknown Pharaoh of Heracleopolis, twenty-third century 
BC.

Righteousness is for eternity. It descendeth with him that doeth it into 
the grave, . . . his name is not effaced on earth, but he is remembered 
because of right he Eloquent Peasant of Heracleopolis, twenty-third 
century BC.

A man’s virtue is his monument, but forgotten is the man of evil repute. 
From an Egyptian Tombstone, about the twenty-second century BC.

The people of his time shall rejoice, the son of man shall make his 
name forever and ever, . . . Righteousness shall return to its place, 
unrighteousness shall be cast out. Neferrohu, Prophet of Egypt, about 
2000 BC.

O Amon, thou sweet Well for him that thirsteth in the desert; it is closed 
to him who speaketh, but it is open to him who is silent. When he who 
is silent cometh, lo he findeth the Well. An ancient Egyptian wise man 
of about 1000 BC.

Canaanite civilization had therefore reached an advanced stage 
under centuries of Egyptian occupation and was tinctured through 
and through with Egyptian elements when the Hebrews invaded the 
country. The Hebrews consequently, on entering Palestine, were in 
immediate contact with a highly advanced composite civilization of the 
Canaanites, built up largely out of Babylonian and Egyptian elements. 
This Canaanite civilization had already passed through a long social 
experience during which there developed also many cultural elements 
due to the Canaanites themselves. Indeed it was without doubt the 
very language, which the Hebrews found in Palestine, the Canaanite 
speech, current there at that time, which the Hebrews adopted and 
which has descended to us as the Hebrew of the Old Testament. 
Unhappily we know little of the moral history of these people before 
the Israelitish invasion.

Quoted from James H. Breasted in The Dawn of Conscience.

It is clear Professor Breasted is reading these wisdom texts as though 
they were written by minds that thought as those of a much later time 
and conceived of man, society and god much as they did. However, 
we can find similar thoughts expressed in other cultures and traditions 
older than Egypt’s, evident in their sacred writings, art and rituals. 
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We know more now about ancient cultures and their history than was 
known in the 1930s.

Professor Breasted has intuited correctly in one way the large scale 
of human evolution in time, more so than many scholars do today. He 
writes wisely both of our deplorable moral human condition in 1933, 
and how an awareness of our past can help us see our denial of our 
humanity and conscience in the present:

Man became the first implement-making creature, not later than the 
beginning of the Ice Age, probably a million years ago, and possibly 
earlier. At the same time he also became the first weapon-making 
creature. For perhaps a million years therefore he has been improving 
those weapons; but it is less than five thousand years since men began 
to feel the power of conscience to such a degree that it became a 
potent social force. Physical force, reinforced by triumphant science 
during the last three centuries, wielding ever more cunningly devised 
weapons, has been operating for something like a million years; higher 
and more elusive inner capacities arising from social experience have 
been socially at work for only about five thousand years. The Age 
of Weapons is thus doubtless a million years old; while the Age of 
Character made its slow and gradual beginning between four and five 
thousand years ago. It is time that the modern world should catch 
something of the profound significance of this fundamental fact; it is 
time that it should become a part of modern education. It is therefore 
the purpose of this book to set forth the historical facts and to present 
the leading ancient records from which they are drawn, showing that 
we are still standing in the grey dawn of the Age of Character—facts 
that are a fair basis for dreams of a noonday, still very far away to be 
sure, but nevertheless yet to follow upon that dawn.

Although he may be right in thinking of humanity’s evolution as a long 
process, suggesting one million years—it goes back much farther we 
know now—his interpreting Egypt’s records as though they brought 
new ideas about man and god is mistaken. When we compare them to 
other cultures we find the same ideas. The differences are in form; each 
culture is unique. They all contribute to humanity’s gradual evolution. 
It does not agree with the facts of history to compare Egypt’s sacred 
teachings to the Hebrew and find the correspondences that Breasted 
does. I respect his deep sense of the wisdom of the past and his great 
contributions as a scholar, teacher and translator of Egyptian culture. He 
is, however, viewing things through what has been an “orientalist’s,” 
that is, western eye.

I agree with Donald B. Redford when he writes:
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Monotheism, polytheism and henotheism are constructs of the 
Judeo-Christian tradition. They manifest a mind-set quite different 
from that of ancient man. These concepts, along with such pejorative 
categories as heathens, pagans and idolaters, reflect a rationalization 
of history that seems natural to us but was not characteristic of 
ancient cultures. The use of such terms assumes a period of ignorance 
followed by a period of revelation. The revelation is always thought 
to have occurred in the remote past. How the Supernatural operates 
in the present, long after the revelation, is never really addressed. 
For ancient man, the situation was quite different. For him, the 
Supernatural never ceased to interact with the human community and 
the cosmos. There was no great revelation. If there was ever a break 
between time past and present, it was marked by creation itself: chaos 
before, order afterwards . . .

Before much of the archaeological evidence from Thebes and from 
Tell el-Amarna became available, wishful thinking sometimes turned 
Akhenaten into a humane teacher of the true God, a mentor of Moses, 
a Christ like figure, a philosopher before his time. But these imaginary 
creatures are now fading away one by one as the historical reality 
gradually emerges. There is little or no evidence to support the notion 
that Akhenaten was a progenitor of the full-blown monotheism that we 
find in the Bible. The monotheism of the Hebrew Bible and the New 
Testament had its own separate development—one that began more 
than half a millenium after the pharaoh’s death.”

Aspects of Monotheism, Donald B. Redford, Biblical Archeology Review, 
1996

Ginex’s Response, December 10, 2010

Thank you for your response. It presents a negative view against 
Egyptologist James H. Breasted that provided much of the evidence 
in Future of God Amen that the Judaic-Christian religions have been 
profoundly influenced by the religious beliefs of the ancient Egyptians. 
This is good because we have an opportunity to critique if, in fact, the 
opposing view given by M. Redford below is valid.

It is surprising one would agree with the Egyptologist Donald B. 
Redford because he clearly refuses to acknowledge evidence that the 
Hebrews were strongly influenced by Egyptian beliefs. Akhenaten 
was first, before the Moses’s Exodus, to introduce the belief in one 
God. He wrote in his hymn to the Aton the following:

How manifold it is, what thou hast made!
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They are hidden from the face (of man).
O sole god, like whom there is no other!
Thou didst create the world according to thy heart!

Redford overlooks the statement, “O sole god, like whom there is no 
other.” But also, the scholarly Redford does not acknowledge that the 
Priesthood of Amon wrote, Amon As the Sole God during the reign of 
Ramses II and two decades before the Moses’s Exodus. Several lines 
from the two hundredth stanza are repeated below to emphasize that 
the Egyptians had developed the vision of one God emulated by the 
Hebrews under a different name.

The procreator of the primeval gods, who brought Re to birth; he 
completed himself as Atum, a single body with him. He is the All-Lord, 
the beginning of that which is. His soul, they say, is that which is in 
heaven . . .

One is Amon, hiding himself from them, concealing himself from 
the (other) gods, so that his (very) color is unknown. He is far from 
heaven, he is absent from the underworld, (so that) no gods know his 
true form.

His image is not displayed in writings. No one bears witness to 
him . . .

He is too mysterious that his majesty might be disclosed, he is too 
great that (men) should ask about him, too powerful that he might be 
known. Instantly (one) falls in a death of violence at the utterance of 
his mysterious name, unwittingly or wittingly . . .

The scholarly Redford further argues that many of the details in the 
Exodus story are more consistent with the seventh century BCE, long 
after the time of King David, rather than the era when the event is 
described as having taken place. This is totally in disagreement with 
Henry H. Breasted and scholars of ancient history who agree that the 
Exodus was circa 1250 BCE.

But the scholarly Mr. Redford also disagrees with the highly renowned 
psychoanalyst, Sigmund Freud, who upon researching Egyptologists’ 
findings found Moses had to have been strongly influenced in Egyptian 
beliefs and may have been an Egyptian priest.

However, another astonishing finding that is clearly presented in 
Future of God Amen is that the very first lines of Genesis in the Bible 
markedly resembles the beginning of the heavens and earth written 
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in Egyptian writings, The Hymn to the Aton and the Re-Isis Myth. 
Scholars already admit that there is clear plagiarism by the Hebrew 
priests of Egyptian hymns and scripture in the Old Testament.

In light of the evidence presented in this post and many responses that 
reveal Amen was a God worshipped by a spiritual people for more 
than 2,000 years before Jesus Christ. In some parts of Africa, Amon 
is still venerated as a God. It is astonishing that there is resistance in 
believing Amen was a God worshipped much as Jews, Christians, and 
Muslims worship God today.

From the findings presented in Future of God Amen, which reveal 
conclusive evidence resurrected by the Egyptologist, James H. 
Breasted, it is clear that Donald B. Redford views are questionable 
that Egyptian religious beliefs did not influence the Hebrew belief 
in one God. With due respect for contributions by Mr. Redford’s 
archeological findings, it appears his own beliefs reveal an inability 
to surface the truth about a wonderful civilization that gave man his 
greatest gift, the belief in one universal God.

Clarke M’s Comment, December 11, 2010

Nicholas,

James Breasted had he had the results of later research that Redford and 
others have would likely have revised his notions of the influence of 
the Egyptian religion on the development of Hebrew monotheism. His 
fundamental assumption from his study of Egypt that “monotheistic” 
concepts began there is incorrect. He doesn’t fully consider that these 
concepts existed in previous cultures.

He makes the point strongly that Hebrew scholars consider monotheism 
began with Moses, and have neglected previous cultures beliefs. He is 
correct in one sense about the scholars of his time. He is making, with 
justification, a plea for a more serious study of pre-Hebraic religions. 
He was a pioneer in this regard as leader of the Oriental Institute at the 
University of Chicago, which researched many ancient cultures and 
advanced our knowledge of their history, customs and beliefs. Many 
Biblical scholars are still focused on Hebrew and Christian texts, but 
much more aware of other influences. They are very protective of 
their texts, as we have seen with their limiting access to the Dead Sea 
Scrolls to many academics for years!

Breasted was a man of his time. He had a sense of the great wisdom 
of the past, yet he tended to apply a Judaic-Christian worldview in 
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studying it, and look for elements of that in Egypt. As most Westerners 
in the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries has a theological, 
Judaic-Christian notion of history, one in which men serve a patriarchal 
God the Father freely as faithful servants with conscience in order to 
create a moral, humane and evolved society. He sees a relation of our 
views to the early Egyptian views that isn’t real and also he fails to 
note that other early cultures viewed the world in ways similar to the 
Egyptians and had similar ideas.

He writes, “It is now quite evident that the ripe social and moral 
development of mankind in the Nile Valley . . .” (See Page 146).

Breasted is imagining on the one hand that civilizations before the 
Egyptian had less developed religions and societies and not moral; on 
the other hand that the Egyptians conceived of a monotheistic god in 
the way the Hebrews came to do.

Donald Redford certainly does not deny Egyptian influence on the 
Hebrews. We have to keep in the mind that many other religions in the 
Near East, including the Greeks had been influencing later Egyptians, 
who had been under the rule of the Persians and later the Greeks. 
In the case of the Hebrews, many Iranian and Magian ideas were 
incorporated into the Hebrew religion from the time of the Babylonian 
captivity.

James Breasted was aware of the need for better knowledge about the 
later periods of Egyptian history. He writes, “Canaanite civilization 
had therefore reached an advanced . . . Refer to Page 146.

We have much more information now than Breasted did. I don’t think 
Breasted would take issue today with Richard’s statement.

The monotheism of the Hebrew Bible and the New Testament had 
its own separate development—one that began more than half a 
millennium after the pharaoh’s death.

Ginex’s Response, December 12, 2010

Hello Clarke,

There are a few areas in your response that require verification. You 
indicated that there were previous cultures that developed the concept 
of one universal God that influenced the Hebrews before the ancient 
Egyptians. Please indicate which cultures and the evidence that Mr. 
Redford and others have discovered.
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You need to show why the Hebrews were not influenced by the 
Egyptian religion since.

1. Abraham was in Egypt and exposed to Egyptian religious beliefs 
around the time that the Semitic Sheppard Tribes invaded Egypt and 
maintained control from 1675-1580 BCE.

2. The Hebrews were exposed to Egyptian religious beliefs during 
their 430-year sojourn (1680-1250 BCE).

3. Abraham encouraged intermarriage between the Hebrews and 
Egyptians by pronouncing the need for circumcision. Egyptian women 
would not have sexual intercourse with uncircumcised men since their 
men were all circumcised as a natural practice for many generations. 
Therefore Abraham was highly aware of Egyptian practices and beliefs 
and circumcision was a logical decision.

4. Semitic dynasts and Egyptians extensively intermarried which 
allowed further Hebrew exposure to the religious beliefs of the 
Egyptians.

5. The Hebrews consisted of nomadic tribes that had no worship of 
one God until Moses wrote the Book of the Covenant. It was clear that 
they still worshipped golden calves which had Moses so incensed that 
he had three thousand of his own people killed (Exodus 32:27).

6. The Egyptians built temples to their gods in Palestine and Syria as far 
north as Byblos. The Hebrews were exposed to the God Amon-Ra.

7. As far back as Thutmose III (1501-1447 BCE), temples were 
built in the Asiatic lands and the captured sons of Semitic Kings 
were indoctrinated with Egyptian religious beliefs so that when they 
returned to Palestine and Syria they could rule with an appreciation of 
Egyptian religious beliefs.

8. Moses is the Father of the Judaic religion as he was the only one to 
receive commandments from God and document scripture for the first 
time in the Book of the Covenant.

9. Moses was brought up in the palace of an Egyptian pharaoh and for 
the first forty years of his life learned and practiced Egyptian beliefs.

10. Priesthood of Amon wrote “Amon As the Sole God” prior to the 
Moses’s Exodus.
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11. Genesis is very similar to the creation written by the Egyptians and 
there is evidence of plagiarism as revealed in The Hymn to the Aton 
and the Re-Isis Myth.

12. Scholars already admit that there is clear plagiarism by the Hebrew 
priests of Egyptian hymns and scripture in the Old Testament.

13. The most obvious fact often omitted by Judaic and Christian 
religious leaders is that Amen was a name conceived by the Egyptians 
as far back as 2,000 BCE, and it was adopted by the Hebrews to 
represent this god’s greatest attributes—truth, justice, and firmness, 
which became a word meaning acceptance, such as “so be it,” That is, 
Amen is a word that did not originate within the Hebrew language but 
was adopted to represent truth, firmness, and acceptance.

Clarke, please tell our readers how is it that the Hebrews were not 
influenced by Egyptian religious beliefs but rather believed in 
monotheism prior to settling in Egypt? Are scholars like Mr. Redford 
and others overlooking the above proven events that influenced the 
Hebrews in belief in the one God Amon, known as Amen?

I venture to assert that Mr. Redford refuses to acknowledge hard 
evidence that is listed above.

The excuse of other influences without showing evidence from other 
cultures is nothing more than trying to explain away verifiable evidence, 
which is indicative of men clinging onto their own religious biases; a 
sad commentary on their own ability to be honest and truthful.

Clarke, you are misinterpreting Mr. Breasted, he makes it very clear 
that the Hebrews obtained their knowledge of one God from the social 
and moral development of mankind in the Nile Valley. There was no 
other culture that influenced the Hebrews as did the Egyptians and 
Moses was the champion to introduce the worship of the Hebrew God. 
It is true that just over eight hundred years from the Moses Exodus the 
Torah was completed (1250-444 BCE) and had been influenced with 
Mesopotamia beliefs (such as Syrian and Babylonian) before being 
freed from Babylonian captivity in 538 BCE. From recorded history 
of many Egyptologists, of which a very small sample is provided 
above, it is clear that Mr. Redford had a biased mind that will not 
accept facts.

Clarke, you like to give credit to nearby civilizations, like the Greeks 
and Persians, had influenced the Hebrews to believe in one God instead 
of the Egyptians. But you are ignoring the most beautiful scripture 
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written by the priesthood of Amon that gives a detailed description of 
one God in “Amon As the Sole God.” Show our readers a document 
written by any other culture prior to Moses that venerates one universal 
God that is, “the creator of all there is.”

Clarke, you must realize religious exposure of the Canaanites were 
due to the pharaohs building many temples to their Egyptian gods in 
Palestine starting with Thutmose III (1501-1447 BCE).

I am surprised that learned men could possibly believe Mr. Redford’s 
statement that, “monotheism of the Hebrew Bible and the New 
Testament had its own separate development—one that began more 
than half a millennium after the pharaoh’s death.” Yes, there was a 
separate development but not without Egyptian religious influences.

Mr. Redford’s statement is false given the evidence revealed above by 
many Egyptologists and scholars. It appears that Mr. Donald Redford 
may be a scholar and respected Egyptologist but may have given a 
biased view due to the influence of his own religious beliefs.

Jerry K’s Comment, December 3, 2010

Nicholas,

Though you have been complimentary in one breath about my views, 
in the next you conflate wrongly your meanings with mine (IE, the 
esoteric/exoteric uses) . . . you attempt to put words and meanings in 
my mouth that were clearly not there nor intended to be . . . So all in 
all, I tire of the communications, I have attempted to repeatedly make 
it clear what I am both saying and meaning . . . to no avail . . . too much 
spinning and twisting on your side for me . . . later.

Ginex’s Response, December 12, 2010

Dear Jerry and Clarke,

There is no need to resort to “spinning and twisting” and to use this 
post as a forum to defend Islamic, Judaic, or Christian religious 
beliefs. The object of this post was to inform people of the meanings 
of “Amen” because very few know that he was the greatest Egyptian 
God, worshipped for over 2,000 years before the birth of Jesus Christ. 
Now, you may rebut the fact that I have drawn conclusions, verified 
by Egyptologists’ findings that the Egyptian belief in one universal 
God occurred before the Moses’s Exodus and that the Hebrews were 
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greatly influenced by Egyptian beliefs as recorded in their temples and 
scriptures, such as, “Amon As the Sole God.”

To put to bed the strong defense that the Koran is a book of peace 
and love, I have provided a lengthy response that conclusively shows 
that there are suras that are an abomination for a Holy book of God. 
There was no spinning and no twisting, only a word-by-word rendition 
of the suras so that the Koran speaks for itself without the need of 
interpretation. The excuse that, “no one knows its hidden meanings 
except God” is a way of saying that the abominable words have a 
hidden meaning from God and no offense should be taken. This is 
a copout of facing the truth about the suras that cause bigotry, hate, 
violence, and the killing of people who do not wish to worship Allah.

Ginex’s Response, December 12, 2010

Thank you for clarifying the quote from Wikipedia. Your quote from the 
Koran is appreciated as it indicates, “and none will grasp the message 
except men of understanding (Sura 3:7). This is good for it means that 
God, the greatest communicator, has words that will be understood by 
men of understanding. God was clear when he provided the following 
suras in The Qur’an, which was meant to provide understanding, 
tolerance, respect, and love “beginning with the family and extending 
to the community and those of all races and creeds.”

First, Some Suras That Sanction the Killing of Nonbelievers

Sura 2:217-219. Fighting is ordained for you, while it is repugnant 
to you. It may be that you dislike a thing which is good for you, and 
it may also be that you prefer a thing and it may be the worse for 
you. Allah knows all and you know not. They enquire from thee about 
fighting in the sacred month, Say to them: Fighting in it is a great evil; 
but to hinder people from the way of Allah and to deny Him and to 
profane the sanctity of the Sacred Mosque, and to turn out its people 
therefrom is a much greater evil in the sight of Allah; and disorder is 
a worse evil than killing.

Sura 7:5-7. Little is it that you heed. How many a town have We 
destroyed! Our punishment came upon their dwellers by night or 
while they slept at noon. When our punishment came upon them all 
they could utter was: We are indeed wrongdoers.

Sura 7:97-100. We afflicted them suddenly with chastisement, while 
they perceived not the cause thereof. If the people of those towns had 
believed and been righteous, We would surely have bestowed blessings 
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upon them from heaven and earth, but they rejected the Prophets, so 
We seized them because of that which they did. Do the people of these 
towns now feel secure against the coming of our punishment upon 
them by night while they are asleep? Or, do they feel secure against 
the coming of our punishment upon them in the forenoon while they 
are at play? Do they feel secure against the design of Allah? None 
feels secure against the design of Allah, except those that are losers.

Sura 5:34-35. The appropriate penalty for those who wage war against 
Allah and His Messenger and run about in the land creating disorder 
is that they be slain or crucified or their hands and feet be cut off on 
alternate sides, or they be expelled from the land. That would be a 
disgrace for them in this world, and in the Hereafter they shall have a 
great punishment; except in the case of those who repent before you 
obtain power over them. Take note that Allah is Most Forgiving, Ever 
Merciful.

The Following Sura Promotes Suspicion and Animosity

Sura 3:119. O ye who believe, do not take outsiders as your intimate 
friends, they will not fail to cause you injury. They love to see you 
in trouble. Their hatred has been expressed in words, and that which 
they design is even more virulent. We have made our commandments 
clear to you, if you will understand.

The Following Sura Advocates Terror Against Nonbelievers

Sura 3:150-152. O ye who believe, if you obey those who have 
disbelieved, they will cause you to revert to disbelief and you will 
become losers. Indeed, Allah is your Protector and He is the Best 
of helpers. We shall strike terror into the hearts of those who have 
disbelieved because they associate partners with Allah, for which 
He has sent down no authority. Their abode is Fire, and evil is the 
habitation of the wrongdoers.

The Following Suras Specifically Identifies Hatred Against Jews 
and Christians

Sura 4:47-48. O ye who have been given the Book, believe in that 
which We have now sent down, fulfilling that which is with you, 
before We destroy your leaders and turn them on their backs or cast 
them aside as We cast aside the people of the Sabbath. The decree of 
Allah is bound to be carried out.
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Sura 5:52-54. O ye who believe, take not the Jews and the Christians 
as your helpers, for they are helpers of one another. Whoso from among 
you takes them as helpers will indeed be one of them. Verily, Allah 
guides not the unjust people. Thou wilt see those whose minds are 
diseased hastening towards them, saying to themselves in justification: 
We fear lest a misfortune befall us. Maybe, Allah will soon bring about 
your victory or some other event from Himself favorable to you. Then 
will they become remorseful of that which they keep hidden in their 
minds. Those who believe will say concerning them: Are these they 
who swore the most solemn oaths by Allah that they are entirely with 
you? Their works are vain and they have become the losers.

Sura 9:29. Fight those from among the People of the Book who believe 
not in Allah, nor in the Last day, nor hold as unlawful that which Allah 
and His Messenger have declared to be unlawful nor follow the true 
religion, and who have not yet made peace with you, until they pay the 
tax (tribute) willingly and make their submission.

The Following Sura Advocates and Rewards Suicide Killings

Sura 4:67-69. If We had commanded them: Kill yourselves in striving 
for the cause of Allah or go forth from your homes for the same 
purpose: they would not have done it except a few of them; yet if they 
had done what they are exhorted to do, it surely have been the better 
for them and conducive to greater firmness and strength. We would 
then bestow upon them a great reward from ourself, and We would 
surely guide them along the straight path.

Having read the above selection of many disgraceful suras, would 
you honestly say that the Islamic God Allah is Most Gracious, Ever 
Merciful, Most Beneficent, and Most Forgiving? Knowledge can be 
painful for people who have been indoctrinated with dogma that does 
not belong in a Book of God.

But what about the religious leaders who follow and instruct Muslims 
to hate and kill nonbelievers? Are they identified in The Qur’an? 
Yes. The revelations of the prophet Muhammad are carried out by “a 
party whose business is to invite goodness, enjoin equity and to forbid 
evil.” Below is the first sura recited by Muhammad that instead of 
propounding love of one’s brothers and sisters throughout the world, 
reflects fear and advocates a party of We, ours, and Us that drag 
sinners by their forelocks into hell.

Sura 96. In the name of Allah, Most Gracious, Ever Merciful. Recite 
in the name of thy Lord who created everything. He created man from 
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a clot of blood. Recite, for thy Lord is Most Beneficent, Who has 
taught by the pen, taught man that which he knew not.

Man does indeed transgress because he considers himself self-sufficient. 
Surely, unto thy Lord is the return. Knowest thou him who obstructs a 
servant of ours when he stands in Prayer?

Tell me, if he who prays follows the guidance and enjoins righteousness, 
and he who obstructs rejects the truth and turns his back on it, what will 
be the end of this last one? We will surely drag him by the forelock, 
the forelock of a lying, sinful one. Then let him call his associates, We 
too will call Our guardians of hell. Then follow not him, but prostrate 
thyself and draw nearer to Us.

The devout reader is quickly introduced to the idea that man considers 
himself self-sufficient and will transgress from belief in God. But 
instead of acknowledging the retribution coming from God, The 
Qur’an introduces the entity We; a Group that speaks for Allah; instead 
of one God, a plural form is introduced. This multiple entity becomes 
evident with the admonition, “We will surely drag him by the forelock, 
the forelock of a lying, sinful one.” This cannot be the Most Gracious 
and Ever Merciful God because He does not need We partners or 
associates. If God is the most powerful entity in the universe, there is 
no need for any assistance by some We Group. Most importantly, God 
would never reduce Himself to that of an animal by dragging one of 
His creations by the forelock of his hair.

The above sura brings to light that there is a Group of Muslim Religious 
Leaders that are making decisions and acting for God without His 
authority. The We Group announces themselves again by stating, 
“Then let him call his associates, We too will call our guardians of 
hell.” It is the We Group that challenges the offender’s associates with 
their guardians (angels) of hell. The last line of the Sura states, “Then 
follow not him, but prostrate thyself and draw nearer to Us.” This 
sura identifies the We Group which is ordained and sanctioned as the 
party to invite goodness, enjoin equity, and forbid evil in the following 
sura.

Sura 3:105. Let there be from among you a party whose business it 
should be to invite goodness, to enjoin equity and to forbid evil. It is 
they who shall prosper.

This sura provides a clear statement and confirms that a party of 
religious leaders, the We Group, is empowered to enforce their will 
in the name of Allah. They authorize the killing of human beings who 
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will not convert to Islam or who are disbelievers. To emphasize the 
authority of the We Group, the suras presented above are highlighted 
in bold where mention is made of We, ours, and Us.

Is it true one must have more intelligence than a ten year old to 
understand that the above suras advocate bigotry, hate, violence, 
and the murder of people who do not worship Allah? How can any 
person with the ability to read the above suras deny what The Qur’an 
advocates? Is it no wonder that imams and caliphs are passive in 
expressing their displeasure of 9/11 killing of three thousand innocent 
lives in New York, US? Would you find such words of intimidation, 
admonishment, and chastisement by Jesus Christ whose last command 
was announced three times in John’s Gospel—love one another? My 
dear reader, no other prophet has clearly proclaimed the Word of God 
than Jesus—love one another.

Clarke M’s Comment, December 14, 2010

Amen

The translation “may it be so” is supported in the Old Testament where 
the word “amen” is followed by the words “may the Lord do so” (1 
Kg 1:36; Jer 28:6)

The Greek-speaking churches in the first century after Christ seem 
to have had difficulty translating “amen.” They use Hebrew words in 
their original form like “Abba” (father) followed by a translation (Mk 
14:36; Rom 8:15; Gal 4:6).

With the word “amen,” this is not considered necessary. Luke does 
sometimes translate amen when it is used by Jesus at the beginning 
of a sentence in order to emphasize His words. Luke then sometimes 
uses the translation, “truly” or “verily” (Lk 4:25; 9:27; 12:44; 21:3).

In Revelation 1:7 and 2 Corinthians 1:20, and possibly Luke 12:5, 
“amen” is translated as “yes” (even so). In the Septuagint apart from 
the apocryphal books, the word “amen” is left untranslated only three 
times (1 Chr 16:36; Neh 5:13; 8:6). [2] Once it is translated as “truly” 
and every other time as “may it be so.” The literal Greek translation 
of Aquila (second century after Christ) always translates “amen” as 
“truly.” suppose the common meaning in spoken Hebrew today of 
“faith” for “emun” and “to trust, believe in” for “emunah” come from 
the latter usage of “amen.”
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The use of amen in the Psalms is not to conclude a prayer, as when it 
occurs with an expression of praise to the Lord (ten times). “Amen” 
is used after a baruch (praise) formula by the person speaking the 
formula (Pss 41:14; 72:19; 89:53) as well as all those who hear it 
(Ps 106:48; 1 Chr. 16:36; Neh 8:6). This type of praise-formula has a 
standard structure and always begins with the word Baruch: translated 
as “Blessed/Praised be . . .”

From the way the Chronicler put together the Psalms, having Psalms 
96(95): 12: “The field rejoices and everything in it; all the trees of the 
forest sing out” precede 106(105):48: “‘Bless the Lord forever and 
ever!’ And all the people said, ‘Amen! Praise the Lord!’” it would 
seem that “Amen” concludes a song—namely that of the trees of the 
forest—and not a prayer. The people responded to the final sentence of 
the sylvan song: “Bless the Lord!” with “Amen!” Deut 27:15 suggests 
that the trees cried out—and not in the way of blessing as they were 
being cut down. “Cursed is the man who will make an idol!” . . . And 
all the people said, ‘Amen!’ To understand how trees were cultivated 
for the manufacture of idols, see Isaiah 44:13-15. You’ve got to know 
Hebrew to understand the dual meaning of ותנומא “His faithfulness/
his handiwork” in 96(95):13. If you read the final two words—םימעו 
 and trees“ ותנומאב םיצעו and peoples in His faithfulness” as“ ותנומאב
in his craftsmanship” you can see how the judgment mentioned there 
is not a blessing but a curse. The trees were destined to be cursed for 
their role in the manufacture of idols. The fig tree of Mat 21:19-20 
took the curse on himself. (See below the comment on Isaiah 65:16, 
“in the name of a God of a craftsman”)

I wrote in a previous comment “In Isaiah 25:1 the word omen (“truth”) 
is used, but it is a hapax (i.e., a word that only occurs once) . . .” and 
received an informative comment, which also gives us a sense of how 
deeply Jesus’ language and imagery was imbued with the thought of 
the ancient Hebrews as expressed in their writings.

In addition to Isaiah 25:1, we also have “work of the hands of an omen 
(craftsman)” at Song of Solomon 7:2 describing the calves of the 
writer’s girlfriend. Since things work in 3’s in the Bible, that makes 
the two omen’s in Isaiah 65:16 mean “craftsman”: “He blesses himself 
in (the name of) a God of a craftsman . . . He oathes in (the name 
of) a God of a craftsman.” That fits with the beginning of the verse: 
“Whoever blesses himself in (the trees of the) land.” The image is of 
a pagan farmer taking great pains to cultivate a grove of trees, which 
are then cut down and turned into idols. See Isaiah 44:13-15. The (tall) 
girlfriend in Song of Solomon 7:2 must have had legs that reminded 
the author of trees. At Isaiah 25:1 these legs/trees were feminized 
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from םיצע “trees” to תוצע, which the Septuagint translates “advice” 
(βουλη). The Isaiah scroll (1QIsa-a) has תיצא “I ignite”, which verifies 
44:15: “They (the trees) are for burning; he warms himself and stokes 
the fire; he bakes bread and makes an idol.” he speaker at the end of 
 I ignite from a distance the handiwork of“ ןמא הנומא קוחרמ תיצא :25:1
a craftsman” is apparently the Lord, destroying the products of abuse 
of His creation.

Ginex’s Response, December 14, 2010

Hello Clarke,

The research you have provided for amen gives the uses of amen from 
the time the Hebrew priests wrote scripture for the first time in 950 
BCE during the reign of Solomon. You should expect that the Hebrew 
priests would avoid referring to the Egyptian God Amen and instead 
kept his most revered attributes for their connotation of amen, namely, 
truth, firmness, etc. One can easily see that the Egyptian God Amen 
had a profound influence on the conscious and subconscious minds of 
the Hebrews since they were exposed to Amen for at least 730 years 
since Abraham first entered Egypt (Abraham 1680 BCE to scripture 
950 BCE).

Your research is similar to a long list of uses of amen I received from 
a Catholic priest, a compilation of three pages. This is laudable but 
totally from one perspective because the definitions apply after the 
development of the Judaic and Christian religions. What is obviously 
lacking in your research and the Catholic priest was that not one iota 
of reference was given to the period before these religions existed, 
which includes a period of two thousand years before the birth of 
Jesus Christ.

Clarke, it would be instructive and fair to give a comprehensive list of 
the use of Amen as it applies to the Egyptians and African people who 
still use the name Amon.

Clarke M’s Response, December 15, 2010

Isaiah reveals the influence of Zoroastrianism on Judaism. The 
monotheism expressed in the New Testament is in turn imbued with the 
spirit of monotheism in Isaiah, including in Revelation. In Revelation 
3 where “the amen” is used as an epithet for Jesus this is so. Jesus 
Christ celebrates His faithfulness, in Revelation 3:12-14 (KJV).
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3:12 Him that overcometh will I make a pillar in the temple of my God, 
and he shall go no more out: and I will write upon him the name of 
my God, and the name of the city of my God, which is new Jerusalem, 
which cometh down out of heaven from my God: and I will write upon 
him my new name.

3:13 He that hath an ear, let him hear what the Spirit saith unto the 
churches.

3:14 And unto the angel of the church of the Laodiceans write; These 
things saith the Amen, the faithful and true witness, the beginning of 
the creation of God

John is contrasting the heavenly church to the earthly one: when one 
enters the church, the spiritual temple below, three names are recorded 
in his baptismal formula. When he enters the kingdom above, three 
names are again written upon him; the name of God, of the heavenly 
city, and Christ’s heavenly name. To be “a pillar of the church” on 
earth is to have one’s name recorded on the wall.

The new name which Christ will acquire is expressed in other ways 
by John, as the name of “Jehovah,” our righteousness; or the name of 
“King of kings, and Lord of lords,” (Rv 19:16)

The “new name” is expressed in a more symbolic way in Revelation 
2:17: “He that hath an ear, let him hear what the Spirit saith unto 
the churches; To him that overcometh will I give to eat of the hidden 
manna, and will give him a white stone, and in the stone a new name 
written, which no man knoweth saving he that receiveth it” The new 
name is not a new name for the person, but the new name of the giver. 
The white stone which contains it indicates affirmation, “the amen”—a 
black pebble would be a no vote.

Zoroastrianism caused profound changes in or with Judaism. Their 
interaction produced a true monotheism, a more universal God 
and added strict purity laws into Judaism. The early Jews were not 
monotheists but henotheists or even polytheists. They had one central 
god but believed in other gods. “Thou shalt have no other gods 
before me” (Ex 20:3). This was the tribal god, often bloodthirsty and 
murderous, who not only ordered the killing of women and children, 
but also directly murdered the first born of Egypt. Every tribe seemed 
to have their own god. This was no God of love or compassion, but a 
god of survival.
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True monotheism appears in Judaism after Persian captivity. In Isaiah 
43:10: “Ye are my witnesses, saith the LORD, and my servant [Isaiah] 
whom I have chosen: that ye may know and believe me, and understand 
that I am he: before me there was no God formed, neither shall there 
be after me . . .” (KJV) King Cyrus is revealed as another servant of 
the Lord in Isaiah 44:28, “That saith of Cyrus, He is my shepherd, and 
shall perform all my pleasure: even saying to Jerusalem, Thou shalt be 
built; and to the temple, Thy foundation shall be laid . . .” and in 45:1, 
“Thus saith the LORD to his anointed, to Cyrus, whose right hand I 
have holden . . .” King Cyrus the Zoroastrian was the “anointed” or 
savior of Israel. With the Persian King Cyrus we have the first real 
monotheistic declarations in the Bible. This is the first expression of 
universalism. Isaiah also first introduces the idea not of false gods, 
but only one god. God became a universal God of love: good, perfect, 
more remote, and identical to Ahura Mazda. It would be the missions 
of Nehemiah and Ezra backed by the Persian Achaemenian Imperial 
Government’s authority to make the Jews conform to more than 
the new ideal of monotheism. A half a century later we read of the 
Achaemenian King Artaxerxes in Ezra 7:7 (KJV) “And there went up 
some of the children of Israel, and of the priests, and the Levites, and 
the singers, and the porters, and the Nethinims, unto Jerusalem, in the 
seventh year of Artaxerxes the king . . .” and in Ezra 7:12 “Artaxerxes, 
king of kings, unto Ezra the priest, a scribe of the law of the God of 
heaven, perfect peace, and at such a time.” Artaxerxes followed the 
tradition of benevolence towards the Jews as set by his ancestors. He 
appointed Nehemiah one of his servants to govern Jerusalem.

Ezra had been born and educated in Babylon and was also sent by 
Artaxerxes to see if the people of Judea would “be agreeable to the law 
of God” and “to teach in Israel statutes and ordinances” (Ez 7:10-11), 
“For Ezra had prepared his heart to seek the law of the LORD, and to 
do it, and to teach in Israel statutes and judgments . . . Now this is the 
copy of the letter that the king Artaxerxes gave unto Ezra the priest, 
the scribe, even a scribe of the words of the commandments of the 
LORD, and of his statutes to Israel . . .”

In Ezra 4:7, “And in the days of Artaxerxes wrote Bishlam, Mithredath, 
Tabeel, and the rest of their companions, unto Artaxerxes king of 
Persia; and the writing of the letter was written in the Syrian tongue, 
and interpreted in the Syrian tongue . . .” Everything was being done 
in Aramaic the official language of this part of the Persian Empire.

There are explicit indications of widespread religious conversion in 
Ezra 6:19-21 and Nehemiah 10:28-29, but why would Jews have to 
convert to Judaism? Ezra-Nehemiah is the combined biblical books of 
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Ezra and Nehemiah—the two were originally one, but were divided by 
Christians in the third century CE, and in Jewish circles in the fifteenth 
century. Its chronology covers the period from the fall of Babylon in 
539 BCE to the second half of the fifth century BCE, and it tells of the 
successive missions to Jerusalem of Zerubbabel, Ezra, and Nehemiah, 
and their efforts to restore the worship of the God of Israel and enforce 
a purified Jewish community. The narrative is highly schematic, each 
stage of the restoration following the same pattern: God “stirs up” the 
Persian king, the king commissions a Jewish leader to undertake a task, 
the leader overcomes opposition and succeeds, and success is marked 
by a great assembly. In the last half of Nehemiah the emphasis shifts 
to the joint role of Ezra and Nehemiah in instructing the people in the 
Law and in the dedication of the wall, these two activities together 
forming the reconstitution of Jewish life in Jerusalem.

Ezra’s major reform was the prohibition of foreign wives. Although 
marrying foreign wives had always been the most favored Jewish 
practice, such marriages violated Zoroastrian law. The Hebrew custom 
is described in Judges 3:5-6, “And the children of Israel dwelt among 
the Canaanites, Hittites, and Amorites, and Perizzites, and Hivites, 
and Jebusites: And they took their daughters to be their wives, and 
gave their daughters to their sons . . .”

When the Babylonians, later defeated by the Persians, conquered 
Judah, they had exiled the royal family, aristocrats, and upper classes. 
Most of the Hebrew common people were left behind. When the forty 
thousand or so returned (many stayed behind) with the blessing of King 
Cyrus, they rejected those Hebrews they found that had intermarried 
with others. Many still considered themselves Jews, but were still 
rejected. Nonetheless the returning Jews separated themselves from 
others who became the Samarians. Strife began at once and divided 
the nation.

We are told Nehemiah, who followed the Zoroastrian purity code 
rigidly, was responsible for the transition of the Jewish purity code. 
The purity laws were no longer restricted to the Temple, but had to be 
exercised in “the fields, the kitchen, the bed, and the street.”

The term “devil” doesn’t exist in the Old Testament. There is no 
“devil” in Judaism. The term Satan appears thirteen times in the Old 
Testament mainly in Job and in every case is a servant of God. But 
the late post-exile Zechariah 3:2, “And the LORD said unto Satan, 
The LORD rebuke thee, O Satan; even the LORD that hath chosen 
Jerusalem rebuke thee: is not this a brand plucked out of the fire?” This 
is as close to conflict as they come. The term Lucifer (light bearer?) 
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occurs only in Isaiah 14:12, “How art thou fallen from heaven, O 
Lucifer, son of the morning! How art thou cut down to the ground, 
which didst weaken the nations!”

The New Testament has Satan and the devil. Satan appears thirty-four 
times while devil appears fifty-seven times both used in the same 
context. Christianity is “dualistic” just like Zoroastrianism. Judaism 
did produce two dualistic cults: the apocalyptic sect that gave us the 
Dead Sea Scrolls, and the Gnostics that gave us many of the Nag 
Hammadi Gospels. Both systems saw the world and flesh as evil 
and sought to destroy it to bring on some Kingdom of God in one 
form or another. Christianity for the most part evolved from these, in 
particular Apostles John and Paul. It is also said John the Baptist, the 
precursor, announcer, and baptizer of Jesus was influenced by these 
Zoroastrian influenced end-times cults. The devil (Ahriman) was an 
evil spirit in Zoroastrianism and some claim that by the third century 
BC, Zoroaster’s monotheism was replaced with dualism in some areas. 
Manicheans developed from the Gnostic teachings of Mani, who taught 
that the flesh is evil and the spirit is good. He advocated denying the 
flesh to free the spirit and had an influence on early Christian saints in 
particular St. Augustine.

But Judaism rejected Persian dualism of a devil that ruled world to 
be defeated by a god sent savior. God alone and no other rules the 
universe and earth. Under Judaism, this “Messiah” was to be human, 
a military religious leader in the nationalist sense. Very important as 
well was both faiths followed high moral values of family, protecting 
the sick and helpless, and aversion to sexual perversion. Revelation 
and God’s Commandments ruled all. Both would clash with Greece.

The Book of Daniel is a book in the Hebrew Bible. The book tells of 
how Daniel, a Judean exile at the court of Nebuchadnezzar II (605 to 
562 BCE), the ruler of Babylon, becomes a high government official 
and delivers various prophecies. After being taken captive to Babylon, 
Daniel and his three friends (Shadrach, Meshach, and Abednego) keep 
the law and enter the king’s service. The visions of Daniel, with those 
of Enoch, Isaiah, Jubilees, Jeremiah and Ezekiel, are the inspiration 
for much of the apocalyptic ideology and symbolism of the Qumran 
community’s Dead Sea scrolls and the early literature of Christianity. 
Daniel has a lengthy vision (10:1—12:13) in the third year of Cyrus 
king of Persia, regarding conflicts between the “King of the North” 
and the “King of the South” (Egypt, 11:8). Starting with references 
to Persia and Greece it culminates in the description of an arrogant 
king who desecrates the temple, sets up a “desolating abomination,” 
removes the daily sacrifice, and persecutes those who remain true to 
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the “holy covenant.” The Persian King Darius appears in the Book of 
Daniel. (Dn 1: 21) “And Daniel continued even unto the first year of 
king Cyrus.”

Stephen Van Eck is known for bashing the authenticity of orthodox 
Christian Bible texts. He writes,

The following is a history of the Bible from, http://www.catholic.com/

The books of the New Testament were composed decades after Christ 
ascended into heaven, and it took centuries for there to be general 
agreement among Christians as to which books comprised the New 
Testament.

You’ve never even seen the autographs (originals) of the 27 books in 
the New Testament. Nobody today has. The earliest copies of those 
books we possess are centuries older that the originals. Like it or not, 
you have to take the say-so of the Catholic Church that in fact those 
copies are accurate as well as her decision that those 27 books are 
the inspired canonical New Testament Scriptures. You do accept her 
testimony as trustworthy, or else your Protestant Bible would not have 
those 27 books. See what I mean?” (SNIP) The fact is, the Holy Spirit 
guided the Catholic Church to recognize and determine the canon of 
the New and Old Testaments in the year 382 at the Council of Rome, 
under Pope Damascus I. This decision was ratified again at the 
councils of Hippo (393) and Carthage (397 and 419). You, my friend, 
(Protestants) accept exactly the same books of the New Testament that 
Pope Damasus decreed were canonical and no others.

There never really was an agreement forcing the church to resort to 
force and terror to get one. These “earliest copies of those books we 
possess are centuries older that the originals” only date to the 4th 
century. And this is after church heresy hunters and book burners 
destroyed everything they saw as a threat. The only other sources 
outside of fragments are the Dead Sea Scrolls that do nothing for New 
Testament Christianity, and the Nag Hammadi Gospels (Gnostic?) 
which date about the same time and contradict the official version 
of Christianity. We have no originals to go by and have to take their 
“say-so” for it.

When it comes to Zorastrian texts, Van Eyck also finds many 
problems.

Zoroastrianism is in even worse shape. After being nearly wiped out by 
Islam in the seventh to ninth centuries, the survivors fled to India and 
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still number about three hundred thousand today. Religions of Antiquity 
(edited by Robert M. Seltzer) describe “considerable difficulties” in 
relation to Zoroastrian texts. The Avesta was written down between 
fourth and sixth centuries based on earlier oral traditions. Materials 
from earlier periods, just like the New Testament, are lacking and open 
to debate. The Avesta has survived only in part. Most other Zoroastrian 
works only date to the ninth century.

What I offer below are differing opinions on this subject from 
Christian fundamentalist to secular. My view is that Zoroastrianism 
(or something close to it) didn’t directly get into Christianity except 
through Judaism and Gnosticism and is limited to end-times and 
apocalyptic ideas and the concept of the devil. Prior to the Captivity, 
Satan was a loyal and trusted servant of God and the Serpent in the 
Garden wasn’t Satan at all.

But if we take most of Christianity, there is nothing new or original 
accept one thing: Paul’s theology of Original Sin, which doesn’t exist in 
Judaism or Zoroastrianism. (The term doesn’t appear in the Bible.) The 
idea Jesus was some sort of human/blood/deity sacrifice for sin (even 
Christians can’t agree on details) is unique to Christianity. Without 
Paul, all we would have is an apocalyptic Jewish cult. Paul’s idea (in 
particular Augustine’s version in the West) is an utter contradiction of 
the Old Testament while Augustine’s views are rejected by the Eastern 
Orthodox Churches.

Zarathustra’s influence upon Judeo-Christianity and all of Western 
Civilization is little told, but should not be underestimated. His life 
and words changed the course of Western Civilization, setting it on 
a course that departed from the static cultures of the ancient Middle 
East. Without his impact, Judaism would be hard to recognize, and 
both Christianity and Islam would probably never have existed.

It is largely to Zarathustra that western civilization owes its fundamental 
concept of linear time, as opposed to the cyclic and essentially static 
conceptions of ancient times. This concept, which was implicit in 
Zarathustra’s doctrines, makes the notion of progress, reform, and 
advancement possible. Ancient civilizations to that time, particularly 
Egyptian, were profoundly conservative, believing that the ideal order 
had been handed down to them by the gods in some mythical Golden 
Age. Their task was to adhere to the established traditions as closely 
as possible; to reform or modify them in any way would be a deviation 
from and diminution of the ideal.
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Zarathusta gave Persian (and through them, Greek) thought a 
teleological dimension, with a purpose and a goal to history. All 
people, he declared, were participants in a supernatural battle between 
Good and Evil, the battleground for which was the earth and the very 
body of the individual man as well.

This essential dualism was adopted by the Jews, who only after 
exposure to Zoroastrianism incorporated both a demonology and an 
angelology to their religion. Retroactively, what was only a snake 
in the Genesis tale came to be irrevocably associated with the devil, 
and belief in demonic possession eventually came to be a cultural 
obsession, as amply reflected in the Gospels.

Zarathustra claimed special divine revelation, and had attempted to 
establish the worship of one supreme God (Athura Mazda) in the 
seventh century BC, but after his death the earlier Aryan polytheism 
re-emerged. But many other features of his theology endured to the 
present time, through the religions that superseded it.

The Babylonian captivity of the sixth century BC transformed Judaism 
in a profound way, exposing the Jews to Zoroastrianism, which was 
virtually the state religion of Babylon at the time. Until then, the Jewish 
conception of the afterlife was vague. A shadowy existence in Sheol, 
the underworld, land of the dead (not to be confused with hell!) was all 
they had to look forward to. Zarathustra, however, had preached the 
bodily resurrection of the dead, who would face a Last Judgment (both 
individual and general) to determine their ultimate fate in the next 
life, either paradise or torment. Daniel was the first Jewish prophet to 
refer to resurrection, judgment, and reward or punishment (12:2), and 
insofar as he was an advisor to King Darius (erroneously referred to as 
a Mede), he was in a position to know the state religion thoroughly.

The new doctrine of resurrection was not universally accepted by the 
Jews, and remained a point of contention for centuries until its ultimate 
acceptance. The Gospels (Mt 22:23) record that the dispute was still 
going on during the time of Christ with the Sadducees denying and 
the Pharisees affirming it. It may be a mere coincidence, but notice the 
similarity between the names “Pharisee” and “Farsi” or “Parsee”, the 
Persians from whom the doctrine of resurrection was borrowed.

Exposure to Zoroastrianism substantially altered Jewish Messianism 
as well. Zarathustra predicted the imminent coming of a world 
Savior (Saoshant), who would be born of a virgin, and who would 
lead humanity in the final battle against evil. Jewish Messianism 
incorporated these conceptions with their preexisting expectations of 
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a Davidic King who would redeem the Jewish nation from foreign 
oppression.

It was at this time in response to their captivity that the era of 
apocalyptic literature commenced in Judaism based on Babylonian 
models and incorporating their symbolism. This was to have a strong 
influence on later Christian thinking or superstition. But with the key 
elements of resurrection, judgment, reward, or punishment, a Savior, 
apocalyptical belief, and the ultimate destruction of the forces of evil, it 
can be concluded that Jewish and Christian eschatology is Zoroastrian 
from start to finish.

Not just eschatology, either. Much of the tradition and sacramental ritual 
of Christianity, particularly Catholicism, traces back to Zoroastrian 
precursors. Zoroastrian faithful would mark their foreheads with ash 
before approaching the sacred fire, a gesture that resembles the Ash 
Wednesday tradition. Part of their purification before participating 
in ritual was the confession of sins, categorized (as Catholics do) 
as consisting of thought, word, or deed. Zoroastrianism also has 
a eucharistic ritual, the haoma ritual, in which the god Haoma was 
sacrificed (or rather, his presence in a plant). The worshippers would 
drink the juice in expectation of eventual immortality. Finally, 
Zoroastrians observed All Soul’s Day, like the Catholics reflecting a 
belief in intercession both by and for the dead.

We should also note that the story of the Magi, who were said to have 
visited the newborn Jesus, resembles an earlier story of Magi who 
looked for a star foretelling the birth of a Savior, in this case Mithras. 
Magi were not kings, but Zorastrian astrologers, and the birthday 
of Mithras on December twenty-fifth was deliberately borrowed by 
the church to be that of their Christ, whose actual date of birth is 
undocumented and unknown.

They may also have borrowed the story of the temptation in the desert, 
since an earlier legend places Zarathustra himself in the same situation. 
The principal demon (Ahriman) promised Zarathustra earthly power 
if he would forsake the worship of the One Supreme God. Ahriman, 
like Satan, failed.

For a final interesting parallel, the three days that Jesus was said to 
have been in the grave may have been due to the Zoroastrian belief 
that the soul remains in the body for three days before departing. Three 
days would establish that he was dead, yet leave his soul in a position 
to reanimate his body.
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As a Messiah, Jesus functioned purely along Zoroastrian lines. While 
purportedly of the Davidic line, he offered only redemption from sin, 
rather than national salvation for the Jews. He was a World Savior, 
rather than a Jewish Messiah. Jews did not recognize him as their 
Messiah, and in a real sense he was not. Their Messianic expectations, 
those which originated prior to the captivity, went unfulfilled; in fact 
their nation was ultimately destroyed. Neither did Jesus effect a final 
triumph over Evil; this has been reserved for a Second Coming, in 
conjunction with the Last Judgment and the reward of Heaven or the 
punishment of Hell.

Ginex’s Response, December 16, 2010

Hello Clarke,

Thank you for the research of more than nine pages which was quite 
informative in showing that the Judaic religion had influences in the 
Asiatic countries. My response is given below this comment. What 
I had hoped for are your thoughts in answering the three questions 
stated on this post and restated in Ginex’s Response, November 29, 
2010

Your views to the questions posted would provide for a stimulating 
discourse that will be enlightening for our Gather readers. This is an 
opportunity to learn from one another.

Ginex’s Response, Decemeber 16, 2010

Hello Clarke,

You gave a lengthy response by showing the influence of Zoroastrianism 
on Christianity via Judaism, a brief history of Erza and Nehemiah, 
and referring to John’s Revelation as an epithet for Jesus Christ. The 
epithet to Jesus is false because in Revelation Jesus was telling John to 
write what the Spirit of God has to say. The response you provided is a 
religious leader’s typical attempt to interpret the Bible to suit existing 
dogma followed by the Christian church.

Below are my reasons for asserting that Jesus proclaimed Amen as, “the 
faithful and true witness, the beginning of the creation of God.” Jesus 
was correct in claiming that Amen is “the beginning of the creation of 
God” and his statements made in Revelation 13, 14 are repeated below 
to give our readers an honest assessment:
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He that hath an ear, let him hear what the Spirit saith unto the churches. 
(Rv 3:13)

Note that Jesus Christ is speaking on behalf of God. In 3:14, Jesus 
indicates that it was Amen, the beginning of the creation of God that 
said these things.

And unto the angel of the church of the Laodoceans write; These 
things saith the Amen, the faithful and true witness, the beginning of 
the creation of God. (Rv 3:14)

You will note that Jesus was careful to indicate that Amen is “the 
faithful and true witness,” which means Amen was an entity, a real 
Spirit of God, and not the meaningless words of “so be it.” There is no 
taking anything out of context.

Amen is truly an Egyptian word, a name of a God that has been 
introduced to mankind first as Atum as far back as 2600 BCE. This 
same god then was replaced by Amon-Re, and finally became Amon 
that embodied these gods. The priesthood of Amon revised their 
beliefs many times until they formulated the belief in one, universal 
God. That belief was documented in “Amon As the Sole God” circa 
1270 BCE. Amon is an alternate variation of Amen.

Gather readers who desire to learn a historical development of how 
man conceived the belief in one, universal God—place an Internet 
search on Future of God Amen for further information.

Clarke, I commend you for providing some very interesting research; 
especially if we examine Christianity. We find that there is nothing 
new or original except one thing. Paul’s theology of Original Sin, 
which doesn’t exist in Judaism or Zoroastrianism. In fact, the term 
“Original Sin” doesn’t appear in the Bible. The idea Jesus was some 
sort of human/blood/deity sacrifice for sin is unique to Christianity. 
In Future of God Amen, subsection 8.8 presents why “born in sin is a 
blasphemous doctrine.” Rather than die for the forgiveness of sins, the 
key mission of Jesus was to reveal God’s Word, he announced it three 
times in the last Gospel of John—love one another.

Clarke M’s Comment, January 7, 2011

Yeshuaman, a “messianic gentile,” writes: http://messianicgentiles.
blogspot.com/2009/11/amen-hidden-god.html
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The Old testament reveals to us that the Hebrew word which means 
“so be it”, or “verily”, or “surely” is “Amein”, not “Amen”. Every 
time the word “Amen” is used in our Bible, it should read “Amein”. 
The meaning for the word “amen” is also given as “so be it”, 
“trustworthy”.

According to Funk and Wagnall’s Standard College Dictionary, 
AMEN was the god of life and procreation in Egyptian mythology, 
and later identified with the SUN-god as the supreme deity and called 
“Amen-Ra”. “Smith’s Bible Dictionary” and “Egyptian Belief and 
Modern Thought”, agree.

Knowing the pagan idol worship connotations of this word, it does 
raise concern when one hears those phrases which are so popularly 
used in Christian prayer:

“We ask this in Thy Name, Amen.”
“We praise Thy Name, Amen.”
“We ask this in the Name which is above every Name, Amen.”
“Praise the Lord”—with the communal response: “Amen.”
“We praise you oh Precious one, Amen.”
“We give you all the glory, Amen.”
“We worship You and You alone, Amen”
“We thank You Precious one, Amen.”

Similar usage is also common in Jewish worship liturgy.

SHOULD WE USE IT IN PRAYER AND WORSHIP?

It is therefore left to the individual to decide in this case, having been 
made aware of the pagan connotations of this word “amen”, whether 
to continue using this word in prayer and worship or not.

Like with all other considerations in the process of the Restoration of 
the Original True Hebraic Faith, the question remains: “What does 
the Almighty expect from us?” Our intentions may be pure, but why 
persist in clinging to habits and traditions which have spurious origins 
or connotations?

Do we really need this word to express our convictions and praises?

Has Satan managed to hide him in worship to unsuspecting believers 
to this day? Yahveh’s answer is clear.
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He has revealed to us that we should NOT use the word Amen unless 
we are explaining to others why it shouldn’t be used. It may take a 
while to get used to not praying incorrectly, but it’s worth it.

This almost mystical word, anciently referred to the “hidden” god, 
is deception at its best. Are we not, after all, to become aware of the 
traits and methods of the Deceiver? Should we not refine and purify 
our worship as far as is humanly possible? What are we defending by 
hedging against doubtful practices? There are, after all, “pure” words 
which can replace this questionable praise word, like “HalleluYAH”, 
or where necessary, the Sacred Name itself, Yahveh. To end a prayer 
or praise, it is also very simple and easy to say, “so be it”, or, “thank 
you Yahveh for hearing our prayer”.

Ginex’s Response, January 7, 2011

Dear Clarke,

Thank you for your enlightening response given by Yeshuaman, 
a “messianic gentile.” It is clear that Mr. Yeshuaman is not very 
knowledgeable of Egyptian history but more importantly, he is strongly 
biased towards preserving the belief system of the Judaic religion.

His objection of Amen as being used in temples and churches after a 
prayer, supplication, giving thanks and praise, and singing this name 
is understandable, especially if he is a devout follower of Judaism. Mr. 
Yeshuaman is correct about the Jewish definition of amen, pronounced 
amein, as meaning verily, surely, trustworthy, firm, and so be it. This is 
true, but what is also true is that the Hebrews learned this word from 
the ancient Egyptians during their 430-year sojourn beginning with 
Abraham’s entrance into Egypt around 1680 BCE.

Jewish religious leaders are reluctant to give any credit to the Egyptian 
priesthood of Amon that first conceived the belief in one universal 
God. Hebrews have been exposed to the religion of ancient Egypt and 
have absorbed many of their moral values and beliefs, which included 
the concept of a soul, a hereafter upon living a righteous life, and the 
belief in one universal God (the Son of God was later adopted by the 
Christians). A detailed description of how the Hebrews were exposed 
to and absorbed the religious beliefs of the ancient Egyptians may be 
found in the book Future of God Amen.

The bias shown by Mr. Yeshuaman is evident with his calling the 
Egyptian religion a cult. This is a blatant lie and a distortion of history. 
Amon, also referred to as Amen, was the greatest Egyptian God for 
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over two thousand years before the birth of Jesus Christ. Scholars of 
religion and Egyptologists conclude that it was the Egyptians that 
developed the belief in one universal God. It began in 1375 BCE 
that the pharaoh, Amenhotep IV laid the groundwork of creating and 
disseminating, in just seventeen years, the concept of one god. Upon 
his death, the priesthood desecrated Ikhnaton’s tomb and erased his 
name from monuments and temples throughout Egypt. But a powerful 
idea that embraces and lifts mankind to a better understanding of God 
and his world cannot be erased. Only two generations later, circa 1270 
BCE, the priesthood of Amon wrote scripture extolling and venerating 
their God by writing, Amon As the Sole God. It was a few decades later, 
in 1250 BCE, that Moses walked out of Egypt and taught a following 
of over six hundred thousand people the belief in one God.

A further review of Ikhnaton’s contribution reveals that he was also 
the first man of God to include other people in the new belief in one 
God. As stated below, he knew his God was universal for all mankind 
by including the countries of Syria and Nubia.

Universal Creation, from The Hymn to the Aton by Ikhnaton

How manifold it is, what thou hast made! They are hidden from the 
face (of man).

O sole god, like whom there is no other! Thou didst create the world 
according to thy heart.

Whilst thou wert alone: all men, cattle and wild beasts, whatever is 
on earth, going upon (its) feet, and what is on high, flying with its 
wings.

The countries of Syria and Nubia, the land of Egypt; thou settest every 
man in his place, Thou suppliest their necessities.

Everyone has his food, and his time of life is reckoned.

Their tongues are separate in speech and their natures as well; their 
skins are distinguished, as thou distinguishest the foreign peoples.

Upon reading the above extract, can it be said that the Hebrews also 
desired to include people other than their own kind in the belief in one 
universal God? History shows this was never the case, and in fact, the 
Judaic religion is not noted for proselytizing Judaism and embracing 
people from other countries. However, Judaic religious leaders 
continue to harbor the idea that God chose them as “children of God.” 
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Will Judaic religious leaders acknowledge that God first introduced 
Himself to the ancient Egyptians, and they have borrowed the one 
God concept by emulating Egyptian beliefs, including the practice of 
circumcision?

Clarke M’s Comment, January 8, 2011

Nicholas you wrote, “Ikhnaton’s contribution reveals that he was also 
the first man of God to include other people in the new belief in one 
God. As stated below, he knew his God was universal for all mankind 
by including the countries of Syria and Nubia.”

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Amun provides the following summary 
of the Sun God—Amun-Ra.

As the cult of Amun grew in importance, Amun became identified with 
the chief deity who was worshipped in other areas during that period, 
Ra-Herakhty, the merged identities of Ra and Horus. This identification 
led to another merger of identities, with Amun becoming Amun-Ra. In 
the Hymn to Amun-Ra he is described as “Lord of truth, father of the 
gods, maker of men, creator of all animals, Lord of things that are, 
creator of the staff of life.” By then Ra had been described as the 
father of Shu, Tefnut, and the remainder of the Ennead, so Amun-Ra 
likewise, became identified as their father.

Ra-Herakhty had been a solar deity and this nature became ascribed 
to Amun-Ra as well, Amun becoming considered the hidden aspect 
of the sun during the night, in contrast to Ra-Herakhty as the visible 
aspect during the day. Amun clearly meant the one who is hidden. This 
complexity over the sun led to a gradual movement toward the support 
of a more pure form of deity.

During the latter part of the eighteenth dynasty, the pharaoh Akhenaten 
(also known as Amenhotep IV) disliked the power of the temple of 
Amun and advanced the worship of the Aten, a deity whose power 
was manifested in the sun disk, both literally and symbolically. He 
defaced the symbols of many of the old deities and based his religious 
practices upon the deity, the Aten. He moved his capitol away from 
Thebes, but this abrupt change was very unpopular with the priests of 
Amun, who now found themselves without any of their former power. 
The religion of Egypt was inexorably tied to the leadership of the 
country, the pharaoh being the leader of both. The pharaoh was the 
highest priest in the temple of the capital and the next lower level of 
religious leaders were important advisers to the pharaoh, many being 
administrators of the bureaucracy that ran the country.
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When Akhenaten died, the priests of Amun reasserted themselves. 
His name was struck from Egyptian records, all of his religious and 
governmental changes were undone, and the capital was returned to 
Thebes. The return to the previous capital and its patron deity was 
accomplished so swiftly that it seemed this almost monotheistic cult 
and its governmental reforms had never existed. Worship of the Aten 
ceased and worship of Amun-Ra was restored. The priests of Amun 
even persuaded his young son, Tutankhaten, whose name meant the 
living image of Aten—and who later would become a pharaoh—to 
change his name to Tutankhamun, “the living image of Amun”.

Ginex’s Response, January 8, 2011

Dear Clarke,

You are a research man at heart and that is good. What is lacking is 
your ability to state your own thoughts and beliefs on a very universal 
topic, which is God. You will note that when I make an assertion or 
a conclusion, it is substantiated with facts and verifiable findings 
by respected men in the fields of Egyptology and religious history. 
I use their facts to draw conclusions that less men of courage and 
perceptiveness are willing to reveal to others.

You have taken a brief summary (http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/ Amun, 
“Sun God—Amun-Ra”) and have not provided any thoughts of your 
own. Wikipedia is a good source of information but also, it is a site 
that has contributions from people devoted to a particular point of 
view. An example, their summary stated that the religion of Ancient 
Egypt is a cult and then associates the name Amen with a polytheistic 
slant by beginning with the following:

“As the cult of Amun grew in importance, Amun became identified 
with the chief deity who was worshipped in other areas during that 
period, Ra-Herakhty, the merged identities of Ra and Horus.”

The rest of the summary is fairly accurate but it neglects the fact that 
the pharaoh Akhenaten introduced a one God belief that embraced not 
only Egypt as the benefactors of one God but also the countries of Syria 
and Nubia. This concept was truly a great advance in the perception 
of a God that is “the creator of all there is.” You will also note that the 
Wikipedia summary fails to acknowledge that the Priesthood of Amon, 
only two generations from the death of Akhenaten, wrote Amon As the 
Sole God, which embraced Akhenaten’s introduction of the one God 
belief.
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You see Clarke, Wikipedia fails to give credit to the ancient Egyptians 
that originated the belief in one God. Their one god belief started 
before Moses walked out of Egypt and taught the Hebrew people a 
new religion they never had. If you reread my responses to you, you 
will see that I do try to engage you into give-and-take discussions 
by providing questions for you to respond to. However, rather than 
share your own personal thoughts and indicate where you agree or 
disagree with my conclusions, you provide what other people have 
written. By now, you should know that I am only interested in truth 
and giving credit where credit is due. Too long Judaic, Christian, and 
Islamic religious leaders have tried to nullify the contribution, nay, a 
legacy given to us by a civilization in Egypt—the belief in one God, 
the creator of all there is.

Clarke M’s Comment, January 9, 2011

Nicholas,

I provided a great deal of the latest respected individual scholars’ 
research on Egyptian history and their gods. The Wikipedia piece 
accurately represented in brief that material. The notion that “Amon 
was the Sole God” clearly didn’t mean that to the Egyptians in the 
same sense that God did to those of the Abrahamic faiths. He was more 
like Zeus was to the Greeks. And Akhnaten’s Aten, as the Wikipedia 
article notes, was not a monotheistic god, but temporarily replaced 
Amen, Amon, Amen-Ra, and the other lesser gods associated with 
them.

Ginex’s Response, January 9, 2011

Hello Clarke,

What makes you believe that Amon As the Sole God was not a God 
worshipped in the same way as Jews worship their god today? To 
classify the Egyptian religion as a cult (Wikipedia statement) is to 
classify the Judaic religion also as a cult because the Egyptian religion 
existed much longer than that of the Hebrews. Yes, it is true, that there 
was a gradual development in their belief of God and finally expressed 
as Amon As the Sole God. However, you must not lose perspective 
that it was this new development of God that influenced Moses’s 
conception and belief in one God.

The Hebrews did not develop the vision of one universal God—it was 
the Egyptian priesthood. What follows in history is the adaptation of 
the Egyptian God by the Hebrews to a God further developed in 950 
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BCE with the first written scripture of the Hebrews, the Torah. Do you 
really believe that the Hebrews developed their vision of God without 
the influence and beliefs of the Egyptian religion which started as 
early as 3,000 BCE and perhaps as 4,000 BCE?

Clarke M’s Response, January 8, 2011

Jerry wrote, “Clarke, that seems to be some kind of VALIDATION to 
what Nicholas has been contending . . . it should complete his day . . . 
but I suspect that there will be issues of disagreement.”

No, the messianic gentile (see Clarke M. comment, Jan 7, 2011) 
knows Jewish religious history quite well (you might read the whole 
of his blog—I quoted only a part of it). Nicholas’s knowledge of it 
is seriously flawed. His theory about the influence of the Egyptian 
god Amen has been shown to be false, both in his interpretation of 
Egyptian texts and ignorance of modern scholarship. The messianic 
fellow does not know, apparently, the Egyptian word “amen” began 
with a yodh and did not even sound like the Hebrew “amen.” However, 
the messianist correctly sees the origin of the Hebrew concept of God 
with Abraham. This is recorded in the Bible. “Terah took Abram his 
son and Lot the son of Haran, his grandson, and Sarai [i.e. Sarah] his 
daughter-in-law, his son Abram’s wife, and they went forth together 
from Ur of the Chaldeans to go into the land of Canaan; but when they 
came to Haran, they settled there. The days of Terah were two hundred 
and five years; and Terah died in Haran.”

“Now The Lord said to Abram, ‘Go from your country and your 
kindred and your father’s house to the land that I will show you. And 
I will make of you a great nation, and I will bless you, and make your 
name great, so that you will be a blessing. I will bless those who bless 
you, and him who curses you I will curse; and by you all the families 
of the earth shall bless themselves.’

“So Abram went, as The Lord had told him; and Lot went with him. 
Abram was seventy-five years old when he departed from Haran. And 
Abram took Sarai his wife, and Lot his brother’s son, and all their 
possessions which they had gathered, and the persons that they had 
gotten in Haran; and they set forth to go to the land of Canaan.” (Gn 
11:31-12:5 RSV)

Ginex’s Response, January 9, 2011

Hello Clarke,
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The few passages you provided from the Bible regarding Abram, 
Sarai, and Lot going to the land of Canaan are not relevant to the fact 
that Amen is an Egyptian name of a God and that the Hebrews used 
that name as being true, verily, and firm. The Hebrew connotations 
for amein actually are the attributes of the God Amen whose greatest 
virtue was truth.

You are in error by stating, “Nicholas’ knowledge of it is seriously 
flawed. His theory about the influence of the Egyptian god Amen has 
been shown to be false, both in his interpretation of Egyptian texts and 
ignorance of modern scholarship.”

The book, Future of God Amen, presents factual findings that agrees 
with highly recognized scholars, such as Sigmund Freud, and 
Egyptologists that the Hebrews have a religion that emulates the 
beliefs they were exposed to within Egypt.

The obvious fact that Amen was a name articulated by the Egyptians 
before the Hebrews entered Egypt, as early as two thousand years 
BCE, is evidence enough to conclude the Hebrews have borrowed this 
name to signify Truth, the highest attribute of this God.

Of course Clarke, you can continue to refute the truth of what I have 
written in this post. But when you do, be strong enough to provide 
your own thoughts and not supply meaningless passages from the 
Bible that have nothing to do with disproving a conclusion I have 
provided. First state what you disagree with and then show why you 
disagree. Use of other interpretations and theories are good but then 
show how a particular conclusion I have made is in error. Believe me, 
if your findings are not based upon opinion but facts, I will gladly 
accept them and revise my view.

Jerry K’s Comment, January 11, 2011

Nicholas,

I appreciate your sentiments of the first paragraph above . . . I am also 
very disappointed in the tack the relationship between Clarke and I 
have taken . . . maybe with time he will see some “light” concerning it.

The rest of what you wrote above I cannot fault either, it makes good 
sense to me.

That is a serious problem with the “religious,” they have sold their 
souls to a specific concept involving creed and dogmatism which in 
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conjunction with their egos they must defend to the death it seems . . . 
they have so much “investment” there that they fear anybody messing 
with it.

Ginex’s Response, January 11, 2011

Hello Jerry,

Thank you for your response. It is a difficult challenge to try to inform 
people of religious findings that may compromise their religious 
beliefs. But this is to be expected for even when Darwin provided 
factual proof of the origin of species and evolution of life he was vilified 
and accused of a theory that had no credibility. In many parts of our 
country, teachers in public schools still teach creation as an alternative 
to evolution. But this is due to the people living in what is called the 
Bible belt who feel their belief system is threatened. It would be nice 
if people would be more open to new ideas and findings because it 
allows for mental growth rather than locking one’s mentality in a cage 
and locking out points of view that will allow them to become more 
worldly, tolerant, and understanding.

Ginex’s Response, October 8, 2011

This response is injected at this much later date to clarify a misconception 
by Clarke. He wrote in his comment of Jan 8, 2011 above, “Abraham 
was the founder of the religion and the long struggle of the Jews to 
learn to accept the authority of their God, which included their further 
tribulations with Moses and the Prophets before they finally did is the 
main story.”

What Clarke and Judaic religious leaders fail to realize is that Abraham 
is the father of the Hebrew people but it was Moses that is the founder 
of the Judaic religion. It is true, according to the Bible, that Abraham 
was told by God to enter into the land of Egypt and yes this was a gift 
of God for Abraham was then exposed to the religious beliefs of the 
Egyptians. But Abraham never applied any commands from God for 
his people except for circumcision. It was Moses who spoke with God 
and received all the commands, ordinances, and judgments, which 
was written in the Book of the Covenant by Moses.

If it were not for Moses, the Hebrew people would have no Judaic 
religion, which is based upon the concept of one God introduced into his 
mind during his forty-year residence in the house of a pharaoh. There, 
Moses received the finest education in the arts, agriculture, engineering, 
military strategy, and religion. Why is it that Jewish scholars and 
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religious leaders attribute Abraham as the founder the Judaic religion? 
Simple answer. They do not want anybody to think that it was Moses as 
the founder because he was invariably indoctrinated with the religious 
beliefs of the Egyptians and used those beliefs to establish the Judaic 
religion. In fact, it was the words of Moses in his Book of the Covenant 
that became the basis of the Torah; the first scripture of the Hebrew 
people drafted in 950 BCE.

Clarke M’s Comment, October 9, 2011

Nicholas wrote, “It is true that in the beginning, their religion was 
primitive and their beliefs were related to many gods that represented 
a story that gave meaning in their lives. However, in time, their 
conception of God achieved the highest level of any other religion 
by creating one universal God, the creator of all there is. For you, an 
intelligent man to disregard the idea that Moses absorbed the belief in 
one god from the Egyptians is surprising since his belief system was 
structured around beliefs of the Egyptian religion for the first 40 years 
of his life.”

Nicholas, I am not a theologian but I think we can consider the 
uniqueness of the Hebrew tradition, just as we may do so of those 
of other cultures, whether Chinese, Zoroastrian, Egyptian, Buddhist, 
Islamic, etc. In many ways their texts embody the same ancient 
teaching. The similarities of Lao Tzu’s teaching and the Bible’s are 
apparent, for example, although the form in which they are presented 
is very different. What is commonly called comparative religion often 
ignores what is essential, what is unique and sees false similarities. 
My point is what developed among the Hebrews was unique although 
it developed historically and incorporated aspects found in preceding 
cultures.

I don’t see how you can ignore the whole story of the development of 
the Hebrew religion which does not begin with Moses.

The theologian, Karl Barth’s commentary is related, titled, Knowing 
God Twice.

(Theology—Trinity)

Barth has a stimulating discussion of Israel’s double-knowledge of 
Yahweh in the first volume of the Church Dogmatics. He begins with 
a discussion of what he calls the “hypostases” of God, a usage he takes 
from “religious science” rather than dogmatics per se. In this context, 
“hypostases” are anthropomorphic descriptions of God—God’s 



161ameN aNd Jesus’ RevelatioN

hands, arms, etc—which “are sometimes referred to as though they 
were not just in or of Yahweh but were Yahweh Himself a second time 
in another way.” This shows that in the revelation that occurs in God’s 
actions, Yahweh takes form, objective form, among creatures to whom 
He manifests Himself. Anthropomorphic terms in the Old Testament 
show that “all these human, all too human concepts are not just that, 
are not just descriptions and representations of the reality of Yahweh; 
they are themselves the reality of Yahweh.”

Above all these, Barth says that there is one hypostasis that “stands out 
in a significant and, if appearances do not deceive, a comprehensive 
way as the epitome of what God is a second time in another way in 
His self-unveiling.” That concept is the “name” of Yahweh. The name 
concentrates “everything He is in His relation to His people, to the 
righteous, and from His name proceeds in some way everything that 
the people or the righteous can expect from Him as they stand in this 
relation.” For ancients, a name was not merely a label but “a being, 
belonging of course to another being; identical with it in a way one 
cannot explain, yet still a separate being, so that statements about the 
name and him who bears it can be differentiated from and yet can also 
replace one another.”

The Old Testament, consistent with this, “distinguishes between 
Yahweh who dwells on Sinai or in heaven and Yahweh who dwells 
in Canaan, Shiloh, and later in Jerusalem, between Yahweh in His 
hiddenness and Yahweh in His historical form in which, as the fact 
that His name is given shows, He is known in Israel and has dealings 
with Israel.” Yahweh is hidden; no one has seen God. Yet, this hidden 
God is manifested in the Name that dwells in the temple, and “all the 
predicates of the name are those of the hidden Yahweh Himself.” Israel 
knows Yahweh twice, yet each time she knows Yahweh she knows 
Him differently: “And for Israel or the righteous everything depends 
on knowing Him thus, this second time in a very different way. For 
the Yahweh who exists this second time in a very different way, the 
name of Yahweh, is the form in which Yahweh comes to Israel, has 
dealings with it, is manifested to it.” To know Yahweh’s Name is to 
know Yahweh as the One who has made Israel His covenant partner, 
who has elected and chosen Israel to be His own.

The New Testament has the same “fundamental concern” to declare 
that God is known a second time in a different way, but in the New 
Testament He is known in this second way in a way “so much more 
direct that even the hypostases of the Old Testament are weak in 
comparison.” Jesus comes “into the place, not of Yahweh on Sinai or 
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in heaven, but of the name of the Lord which finally dwells very really 
in a house of stone in Jerusalem” but now in flesh.

The New Testament revelation rules out any “objectification of God 
in His revelation,” Barth says. And God has revealed Himself in this 
second manner so fully in Jesus that this revelation demands a decision. 
And the Jews’ rejection of Jesus forcefully shows that “it was possible 
to accept the God of the Old Testament in what seemed to be the most 
profound reverence and the most zealous faith and yet in fact to deny 
Him to the extent that His form, now become quite concrete, became 
an offence to the righteous.” Condemning Jesus as a blasphemer of 
the name housed in the temple, Israel “denies this very name, and 
thus separates itself from it and from its own Holy scripture, which is 
one long witness to this name as God’s real presence and action in the 
human sphere.” The “whole point of Jesus” is to affirm not something 
new but “that which is first and primal,” namely, the “God who wills 
to be God and to be known as God a second time in a different way, the 
God of Abraham, Isaac and Jacob, the God who wills to be revealed 
in His name and hallowed in His name.” The Jews’ rejection of the 
prophets, and of Jesus, is religion’s rejection of revelation.

But the rejection of Jesus is something more profound still: “just 
because Immanuel had been unconditionally fulfilled in Jesus the 
crucifixion of Jesus was bound to mean something different from the 
stoning of even the greatest prophets, namely, the end of the history of 
Israel as the special people of revelation, the destruction of the house 
of stone as a dwelling of the name of the Lord, the free proclamation, 
not of a new gospel, but of the one ancient Gospel to both Jews and 
Gentiles.”

Barth ends this dense section with the note that Paul’s battle was not 
one against the Old Testament, but “like the battle of Jesus Christ 
Himself, to whom he simply wished to testify, it was a battle for the 
Old Testament, i.e., for the one eternal covenant of God with men 
sealed in time, for acknowledgement of the perfect self-unveiling of 
God.”

Posted by Peter J. Leithart, Tuesday, Nov 13, 2007 at 04:11 PM.

Ginex’s Response, October 9, 2011

Clarke,

Your reply to my response dated October 8, 2011 above did not 
respond to my assertion that, “Abraham is the father of the Hebrew 
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people but it was Moses that is the founder of the Judaic religion.” I 
gave you hard-core reasons why without Moses, the Hebrews would 
not have a Judaic religion. You choose to ignore my reasons, which 
are facts substantiated within the Bible. Your comments are simply 
circular reasoning about Yahweh’s name and Jesus as another aspect of 
God. To simply post the thoughts of another person (Peter J. Leithart) 
shows you are not courageous enough to express your own thoughts 
but provide a response that is totally off on another tangent than what 
I wrote for your response.

It is clear that you desire to avoid talking apples to apples, that is, to 
stay with the same subject but rather circumvent the discussion because 
you find it difficult to agree with hard-core facts I have presented. 
It becomes apparent that your religious beliefs cannot be changed, 
modified, or tampered with because you are strongly committed to 
the dogma taught to you. This is fine for this is what makes you what 
you are. However, always be honest and forthright in your replies 
rather than go around in circles avoiding the topic or discussion at 
hand. I rather have you clearly state you disagree with a conclusion 
rather than answer with a circular answer that has nothing to do with 
the conclusion presented. Such a response is a waste of time for our 
readers.

Jerry K’s Comment, January 9, 2011

Clarke,

In your deletions and repostings, you sure make it hard to respond . . . 
especially when changes are made which confuse the issues . . . I have 
tried to respond appropriately where needed,(here and there) to no 
avail it seems . . .

Ho Hum . . . try some more (the parts not already addressed).

(Below, Jerry responds in Italic type to Clarke’s comments.)

Jerry,

Is it “contentious”? [“contention” was my strong impression in light of 
all that took place in being said and done on two threads involving false 
charges which have been now ether deleted or corrected in part only] 
to question the seeming contradiction in your professing “spiritual” 
knowledge while frequently engaging in very negative, mundane 
criticism of the state of the world, human institutions, religions and 
society? [is this world state and society above criticism? . . . sure, 
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from the actual GOD who knows it all and sees it all PERFECT from 
an eternal perspective, but I am only “spiritual enough” to be able 
to hopefully point some discrepancies out for the betterment of our 
condition while still here . . . I am not about to not do what I was “told” 
as is my “spiritual mission” . . . I see no “contradiction on my part and 
stand behind the intention of my words . . . if you have a problem with 
me I would love to discuss the specifics, so far I do not see anything 
but generalities . . . which I disagree with] What has Zionism to do 
with the spirit? [Zionism has everything to do with the spirit when it is 
the head of a “Religion” and ignores spirit (real spirit, albeit a “fallen 
spirit” according to its own views, always naturally the “other”) 
given time, and an open mind on your part, I will sure “prove” my 
“assertions,” at least to my satisfaction] . . . When I ask a serious 
question you take it personally as though it was a matter of being 
“right” or “wrong” and simply finding “information” on the Internet 
and stating that, after all, you “seek the highest truth from an eternal 
picture.” This is illogical and irrational. [Yes, I am often illogical and 
irrational, those being “the opposite of” the prized traits of literalism 
in objective reality . . . I still have my moments of “normalcy”, but 
definitely influenced by my esoteric subjectivity, which is my treasured 
“spiritual nature” . . . not about to give that up and be “normal” 
like the rest of the world . . . as for taking you “personally,” I do not 
believe that I can be rightly “faulted” in that, as I only give back what 
I get in “that” regard . . . my way of reminding people of their egos . . . 
as I have said elsewhere, we can each come up with information to 
make our cases, it all depends upon what we are attempting to prove, 
to each their own . . . and a reminder, I always speak here on Gather 
to the larger potential audience, far more so than “personally” to the 
authors and commenters who are just making the “issues” needing 
addressing . . . IMnsHO]

This dividing people into those who recognize “spiritual truth” and 
those who don’t may be well intended because you feel they would 
benefit from your knowledge. You have expressed your ideas in your 
book. Where is the wisdom in your dwelling on what you perceive is 
wrong with the current situation in the world? [As I said above, the 
world needs some “reminding” and most of all a “solution” . . . that 
is what I attempt to offer] Of course, you are providing information, 
which you think will wake people up. Some of it is all right, some 
subjective and wrong and not based on diligent research. [I could 
never research enough to give you a run for the money I suspect:-) . . . 
but I do research, and most importantly, in a “dis-information-ed” 
and “corrupted” world, one needs to seek alternative sources for the 
truth . . . I have no “ego” to scare me from doing so . . . I believe that 
I will be “proven” more right in the “end” . . . IMnsHO]
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We have a human problem—ignorance, denial, greed, selfishness, 
vanity, pride, psychopathy, and so on [Probably an understatement!]

Connecting to the spirit is a normal instinct in humans which they can 
discover and cultivate in themselves. Many do in whatever conditions 
they live their lives. They can do so one day at a time while relating to 
others in life. They learn to recognize those who are seeking to do so 
and those who aren’t. Life is the way it is and it is always in process 
of change. The conditions change but there is always a possibility to 
learn and work on oneself in terms of the spirit. [Of course, exactly 
correct . . . but when the world is full of “Religious Institutions” 
telling people outright lies . . . do you really think that one who has the 
TRUTH should not speak up?]

Ginex’s Response, January 9, 2011

Hello Clarke and Jerry,

I have read your responses to each other and hope you two find 
common ground of agreement.

Clarke, I commend you for giving us some news about what Muslim 
fanatics are doing to the Sufi people in the way of terror and violence. 
This kind of discontent by Muslims with other religions will persist 
and become a common occurrence as we advance into the future. In 
a Post on www.gather.com titled, Are Muslims Misled by the Koran? 
With some extracts herein under Ginex’s Response, December 12, 
2010, I have provided word-by-word translations of suras that advocate 
bigotry, hate, violence, and the killing of innocent people who refuse to 
accept Allah as their God. The Koran is supposed to be Holy scripture 
that spreads peace and love but upon reading the suras provided, one 
can conclude that it is a tool to force their religion on other people and 
in so doing occupy their land and gain their resources.

To educate myself on the beliefs of the Zorastrian religion and Sulfism, 
the cult of divine love, I have recently purchased the book, The 
Hymns of Atharvan Zapathustra written by Jatindra Mohan Chatterji. 
Hopefully, in the future, I may be able to be more knowledgeable and 
share in revealing the beliefs and history of the Sufi people.

Jerry K’s Comment, January 9, 2011

Hi Nicholas,

Thanks for your concerns . . . and keep the mind open as you keep 
studying . . . I believe you are sincere in that regard.
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Jesus’ Revelation of Amen
Nicholas P. Ginex, October 1, 2009

Hello Everyone,

I look forward to communicating with people who have an open mind 
and wish to learn more about God. As a young boy, I had always 
wondered about God and became interested enough to subconsciously 
absorb pieces of information to bring myself to an understanding 
about God.

Not to belabor a long biography of myself, I would like to indicate why 
I am reaching out to you. I am a devoted follower of the new command 
pronounced by Jesus Christ in John’s Gospel—love one another. 
Our world is presently confused with how we perceive God. As an 
example, worshippers of the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religions 
all pray to the same God, and yet, they are divided in their belief in 
that same God with their numerous sects and denominations.

Religious leaders of these three faiths are concerned in the power and 
establishment of their religion and strongly insist on their worshippers 
avoiding the house of worship of their competitors. This reality is a 
sad one, for it is the religious leaders themselves who have, in fact, 
divided or separated their people from others who subscribe to another 
religious faith.

As a result of religious leaders not providing the truth of the past and 
ignoring the words of Jesus Christ, I have authored a book entitled 
Future of God Amen. You may view a press release of the book by 
entering the title in a search on the Internet and find out more about the 
book by visiting the website for Future of God Amen.

To give you and your readers a topic to ponder and discuss, I would 
like to obtain feedback on what Jesus Christ said in Revelation 3:14,
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“These things saith the Amen, the faithful and true witness, the 
beginning of the creation of God;”

It is amazing that Judaic, Christian, and Islamic worshippers announce 
amen at the end of a prayer, supplication, or giving thanks, praise, and 
even singing Amen; yet, few of these worshippers know that Amen 
was the greatest Egyptian God for over two thousand years before the 
birth of Jesus.

Perhaps, we should not fault religious leaders for their ignorance 
about the past because the hieroglyphic code was broken less than 
two hundred years ago and Egyptologists have deciphered what was 
written on Egyptian tombs and temples only since the early 1900s. 
However, there is no excuse for religious leaders to ignore the words 
of Jesus Christ and misinterpret Amen as being “so be it.”

What do you think Jesus meant in Revelation 3:13 and 3:14?

Nick

Comments and Responses
R. Berman’s Comment, October 1, 2009

Nicholas, you wrote, “It is amazing that Judaic, Christian, and Islamic 
worshippers announce amen at the end of a prayer, supplication, or 
thanks, praise, and even singing amen; yet, few of these worshippers 
know that Amen was the greatest Egyptian God for over two thousand 
years before the birth of Christ.”

You appear to be committing a “false cognate” fallacy here, one which 
is even discussed on the Wikipedia page for “Amen.” Refer to http://
en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Amen

Vivian’s Comment, October 1, 2009

Hello Nick, and welcome to Tweb!

I always appreciate those who have a hunger to search for deeper 
meaning and greater understanding, themselves, without simply 
accepting what they are told.

I think many people have heard of the Egyptian god to whom you are 
referring, but most have know him by Amon. I had to look him up 
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myself, forgetting who he is, but found that he is known as the hidden 
God? Very nice!

You might recall that Paul in Acts talks to the Romans about their 
representation of this hidden or unknown God, saying that now this 
God can be known—through Yeshua!

I have found that there is nothing new “under” the sun, meaning that 
there is nothing here that has not already been discovered, known, and 
seen. And so likewise, your discovery and book is not new news!

Counter to those who are intolerant for religions outside their own, 
since all that is was created in and by and through this amen, there is 
nothing that man can think of or comprise or deduce or define that is 
outside of the amen, that is not included in the amen, so every single 
idea about God or not God or anything that we could possibly imagine 
with the human mind is contained in God, so all cultures’ ideas about 
God represent something of God—and I am not the only one saying 
this. Even the Egyptian gods are contained within the ultimate God. So 
it is not surprising to find ideas within differing traditions that match 
or correspond.

The idea of a hidden God is found in many spiritual traditions! And 
logic tells us that there is something to this. Something of God that is 
hidden from our perception. Just as there is something of God that is 
seen in any and all things of creation!

Anyway. If you hunger for the truth, might I advise that you never 
assume you have found it with any discovery, but use your discoveries 
to point the way to greater wisdom and understanding, which I might 
add already exists in this world, just hidden from most.

Shalom.

Viv

Ginex’s Response, October 1, 2009

Thank you, Viv, for your response.

It is good to see that you are a strong believer in the Christian faith. 
My purpose is not to deter you from your beliefs because those beliefs 
define who you are and are willing to defend your convictions.
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I believe in Jesus Christ, and I would hope that instead of directing 
me to a quote by Paul you would try to give me your understanding of 
what Jesus said in Revelation 3:14. As the Son of God, who delivers 
God’s Word, he ranks over Paul.

Vivian’s Comment, October 1, 2009

Greetings, Nick.

Perhaps I lack in communication skills, but I was hoping you would 
see that at least on some level, I agree with you, as did Apostle Paul.

My understanding of Revelation 3:14 would probably exceed what 
you are looking for here. I too see amen as meaning much more than 
simply “So be it.” I see it as reflecting an affirmation of the means 
whereby what has been stated will “so be.” My understanding of God 
and creation is not linear, but perhaps I can engage a discussion with 
some linear imagery.

I do agree that there is a hidden or concealed aspect of God and a 
revealed aspect. From my learning and experience, this hidden aspect 
is not knowable except through what Jesus in John 17 describes as we 
in the Father versus the Father in us. Such thought is way beyond this 
thread.

As far as Revelation 3:14

And to the angel of the church of the Laodiceans write, These things 
says the Amen, the Faithful and True Witness, the Beginning of the 
creation of God:

I would say that the Amen is not referring to that part of God that 
is concealed, but that part that is revealed—the Faithful and True 
Witness. The Faithful and True Witness to what? One might ask. I 
would say to that aspect of God that is concealed and so the Amen is 
the revealed aspect of God, giving witness in creation of that which is 
concealed.

This is what else is said about this Faithful and True Witness in 
Revelation:

These things says He who has the seven Spirits of God and the seven 
stars:
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These things says He who is holy, He who is true, “He who has the 
key of David, He who opens and no one shuts, and shuts and no one 
opens:”
These things says He who holds the seven stars in His right hand, who 
walks in the midst of the seven golden lampstands:
These things says the First and the Last, who was dead, and came to 
life:
These things says He who has the sharp two-edged sword:
These things says the Son of God, who has eyes like a flame of fire, and 
His feet like fine brass:

All things describing God revealed in creation—(the Logos).

And I would equate this to Jesus’s saying, “If you know me you will 
know the Father”—in other words, I am the Faithful and True Witness 
of the Father.

Now I do not know the Egyptian gods well nor have I read your book, 
so I cannot compare or contrast this idea to what is presented there. 
But to summarize my ideas, I would say that amen is referring to the 
aspect of God revealed in creation, the Faithful and True Witness in 
whom is the power to accomplish all things!

Shalom.

Viv

Ginex’s Response, October 5, 2009

Dear Vivian,

Thank you for sharing your thoughts and not hiding behind quotes 
stated in the scripture. I believe you are able to think for yourself, and 
we are very much on the same wavelength regarding what Jesus meant 
in Revelation 3:14.

After going through the two years of research as I wrote Future of God, 
Amen, I came to understand what Jesus meant in the 3:14 verse. Until 
then, his words had no meaning because I could not relate to the past 
that he was strongly taught being raised by a mother who was brought 
up in a Jewish temple (from Lost Books of the Bible, The Gospel of the 
Birth of Mary, St. Matthew, ch 1). The religious instruction of Jesus 
had to be exceptionally strong, and he had to have learned what Jewish 
holy men knew about the past and the existence of amen.
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Since the year 2000 BC, amen was used in the throne names of 
pharaohs. The influence of the Egyptian God Amon = Amen had a 
profound effect on the peoples of Palestine and Syria. The exposure 
to the Egyptian God occurred many centuries before Moses walked 
out of Egypt with the concept of one God. I am grateful that you are a 
woman who can be open to other avenues of thought. Certainly, you 
can refuse to accept anything that enters your mind for consideration. 
But what is exceptional about you is that you are not afraid to deal 
with ideas new to you.

Thank you for corresponding with me. You may learn more about the 
book by going to my profile and visiting my Web site. Also, have you 
seen the press release that can be viewed on the Internet by placing a 
search on, Future of God Amen?

May God bless you,

Nick Ginex

Vivian’s Comment, October 5, 2009

Indeed, Nick!

Most cannot comprehend what it took to enable the incarnation of 
Jesus within and among humanity. Certainly, God could have sent an 
angel down, but such would have not have had the same impact (overt 
and hidden) as one being born in human flesh.

The Old Testament is the story of the effort by God and his angels to 
set peoples apart, to set the stage, playing out in detail generation after 
generation—even correction when a key figure strays, such as we 
have with Tamar—so that the incarnation could occur. And the least 
of this effort is the woman to which he was born. She was a holy one, 
a righteous one herself, teaching Jesus from early on and preparing 
him as she had been empowered. The Catholics are not wrong in 
venerating her—for she represents the epitome of motherhood in 
God’s kingdom.

There are many revelations and writings about the training and 
education of Mary, and what she passed on to her most special son.

There is much to be gleaned about Jesus’ teachings when one looks into 
what the young men of Israel were taught in that day. Such teachings 
are part of the Christian tradition that I follow.
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You might be surprised if you go seeking in this direction. Perhaps 
you already have!

I must share that I am ever so touched by your heart, your intent, 
and your motivation. Surely, the pure of heart will be rewarded in 
their seeking. I did read the press release and wish you well in your 
efforts. Such prayers and intentions can only serve God’s purposes for 
humanity.

Shalom and blessings to you, as well.

Viv

Eeset-Shadowgrl’s Comment, October 2, 2009

Hello Nick.

I did google for your book and at first found nothing. You really should 
place the link in your signature line. When I switched from the title to 
googling your name, I found it.

I certainly have not read your book, but I am intrigued to know more. 
Ancient Egypt is something I do know a few things about that you 
may not have yet discovered in your research.

Why did you pose a question based on the last book of the Bible and 
not the first? Moses was, after all, an heir to the throne of Egypt before 
he went into exile.

Ginex’s Response, October 5, 2009

Dear Eeset,

Sorry it took an extra effort to read about my book, Future of God 
Amen. My profile offers the website you may visit to learn more 
about what I wrote (I am not allowed to mention my website in an 
open forum). You can view a press release by placing a search on the 
Internet and entering, Future of God Amen.

The book deals with the Egyptian civilization and their development of 
the many concepts of God now practiced within the Judaic, Christian, 
and Islamic religions. More importantly, it also presents a review of 
the scriptures of these three religions and recommendations of how 
religious leaders and worshippers can work together to unify their 
beliefs. After all, they all pray to the same God.
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You are correct in knowing that Moses was brought up and raised 
in the house of a pharaoh. However, he was not heir to the throne of 
Egypt because the pharaoh had other sons. The fact that Moses was 
not Egyptian and his features and skin tone were that of a Hebrew also 
made him an unlikely candidate for the throne. My book deals with 
this issue and many other facts that religious leaders are not interested 
in revealing to their followers.

The question I raised came from Revelation 3:14 where Jesus 
proclaimed that Amen was, “the faithful and true witness, the beginning 
of the creation of God.” Few worshippers know this statement by 
Jesus and I was able to find it only through my research in writing the 
book.

Thank you for your response. You may be able to correspond with me 
further via my e-mail: nickginex@gmail.com.

Nick Ginex

Tanakh’s Comment, October 2, 2009

Nick wrote, “I look forward to communicating with people who have 
an open mind and wish to learn more about God. As a young boy, 
I had always wondered about God and became interested enough to 
subconsciously absorb pieces of information to bring myself to an 
understanding about God.”

Tanakh: Welcome! What form of communication do you desire? Would 
you rather lecture us about your beliefs or engage in an exchange of 
differing beliefs?

You aren’t unique in absorbing information about G—d; everyone 
does that. It is all part of our life, circumstances, and experiences that 
shape our beliefs.

Nick wrote, “Not to belabor a long biography of myself, I would like 
to indicate why I am reaching out to you. I am a devoted follower of 
the new command pronounced by Jesus Christ in John’s Gospel—love 
one another. Our world is presently confused with how we perceive 
God. As an example, worshippers of the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic 
religions all pray to the same God, and yet, they are divided in their 
belief in that same God.”

I don’t think people are confused with how they perceive G-d. People 
generally have good basis for their beliefs. It would be more accurate to 
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say that people have different ways they perceive G-d. Being different 
is not the same thing as being confused.”

Also, it isn’t clear that all the three religions mentioned pray to the 
same god. As the gods worshipped differ, it is natural that the religious 
practices differ.

Nick wrote, “Religious leaders of these three faiths are concerned in the 
power and establishment of their religion and strongly insist on their 
worshippers avoiding the house of worship of their competitors.”

Practitioners of Judaism avoid going into churches so as not to engage 
in and not to have the appearance of engaging in, idol worship.

Nick wrote, “It is amazing that Judaic, Christian, and Islamic 
worshippers announce Amen at the end of a prayer, supplication, or 
thanks, praise, and even singing Amen. Yet a few of these worshippers 
know that Amen was the greatest Egyptian God for over two thousand 
years before the birth of Christ.

Actually, amen at the end of our prayers means “Truly.”

Harlan’s Comment, October 2, 2009

Nick wrote, “Religious leaders of these three faiths are concerned in the 
power and establishment of their religion and strongly insist on their 
worshippers avoiding the house of worship of their competitors.”

Hi Nick,

I feel the same as you, concerning the fear of being with people of 
other faiths. My wife and I made sure that our kids were familiar 
with all faiths and actually visited their houses of worship. But this 
was actually encouraged by our sacred scriptures found in the Baha’i 
writings. My wife grew up a Buddhist, and I a Christian and we met 
after we had both had become a part of the Baha’i Faith. This is a 
world religion whose main objective is to unite mankind, eliminate 
prejudices, and create harmony between all faiths. I think that this 
lack of harmony is what you’re speaking of. And, yes, we do believe 
in Jesus and the Bible. The people of Jesus’s time had a hard time 
understanding Him, and that’s still probably true. Why else would 
Christians be so divided in their understanding?

Harlan
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Ginex’s Response, October 6, 2009

Hello Harlan,

Thank you for your reply. Unfortunately, the Tweb has restricted my 
ability to reach out to Christians because their organizers believe my 
faith or beliefs are not in line with theirs.

Therefore, I will be terminating my membership with this Web site. 
You may continue to correspond with me by writing to my e-mail 
address: nickginex@gmail.com

It is very possible that the Tweb leadership do not want the views that 
I have presented in my Web site (refer to my profile) or what I have 
revealed in an Internet search, which may be accessed by searching: 
Future of God Amen.

I, like you, subscribe to the idea of a spiritual God that is responsible 
of all there is and His presence pervades the universe. The creatures of 
God need to aspire to the words given by Jesus as the new command. 
He said three times in John’s Gospel, “Love one another.”

When people, from all nations come to realize that we are all sisters 
and brothers, we will be able to reach a truer understanding of God.

Thank you, Harlan, for your response.

Nick Ginex

Vivian’s Comment, October 2, 2009

Hi, Tanakh Keeper.

There are a couple of points here I agree with.

There is way more to Christianity, Judaism, and Islam than what is most 
known. There are mystical or hidden and concealed aspects of each of 
these traditions. The tradition I follow uses both Christian mysticism 
and Judaic mysticism as an outer form or descriptive vehicle of our 
understandings.

In other words, there are many differing layers and levels of these 
three religious practices, which together have probably discovered 
all that man can possibly discover or name or define, etc., regarding 
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spirituality. I would say that they all point towards the same God—some 
just stop short.

So it is always best if we forever remain a “student.”

And I agree with amen meaning truly, or truth—for at the heart of 
Messiah, or the highest essence of Messiah, is what many traditions 
call truth. So amen can mean truly—or truth will make it so!

Shalom.

Viv

Ginex’s response, October 5, 2009

Dear Tanakh Keeper,

My intent is not to lecture you but to reveal what questions I would 
like honest and loving people assist me in finding the answers. As an 
open forum, we are trying to learn from one another and only by the 
Socratic Method can we learn from honest and open discussions.

I do not advocate that any religion is better than the other. I believe that 
God has introduced Himself to various groups of people at different 
times and in different places (countries), depending upon their need to 
accept the belief in one God.

If you truly believe in God, you must know He is the same God of the 
Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religions except that He is worshipped 
differently due to the scriptures that have been cast in concrete. 
People who believe their scripture is pure and do not need revision are 
living in a cage. A cage that prevents them from further growth and 
understanding whereby they insulate themselves from learning about 
God.

There is much for we humans to understand about God. Only through 
an understanding of the truth about the past can theology and science 
advance on a parallel course in our quest to know God. Are you afraid 
to understand what Jesus means when he proclaimed that Amen is, 
“the faithful and true witness, the beginning of the creation of God?”

Try to understand the words of Jesus rather than hide behind the words 
of men who are not knowledgeable about the past or refuse to allow 
others to explore the past. Could they be avoiding truths that challenge 
their beliefs?
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Nick Ginex

Tanakh’s Comment, October 5, 2009

Nick wrote, “My intent is not to lecture you but to reveal what 
questions I would like honest and loving people assist me in finding 
the answers. As an open forum, we are trying to learn from one another 
and only by the Socratic Method can we learn from honest and open 
discussions.”

The Socratic Method is a form of inquiry and debate between 
individuals with opposing viewpoints based on asking and answering 
questions to stimulate rational thinking and to illuminate ideas.

In what way does your post use the Socratic Method to stimulate a 
discussion?

Do you think the lack of questions and the use of direct statements 
indicate a different method of communication?

Nick wrote, “I do not advocate that any religion is better than the 
other. I believe that God has introduced Himself to various groups of 
people at different times and in different places (countries) depending 
upon their need to accept the belief in one God.”

Why do you believe G—d keeps changing the message?

Isn’t the eternalness of G—d supposed to demonstrate an immortal, 
unchanging message?

If you claim not to advocate one religion as being better than another, 
why do you directly advocate the words of the Christian deity in the 
last paragraph of your post?

Nick wrote, “If you truly believe in God, you must know He is the 
same God of the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religions except that 
He is worshipped differently due to the scriptures that have been cast 
in concrete. People who believe their scripture is pure and do not need 
revision are living in a cage. A cage that prevents them from further 
growth and understanding whereby they insulate themselves from 
learning about God.”

How can you claim to know what is in my head?
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Since the three religions that you mention above have different holy 
books, why would you expect their religious practices to be the 
same?

If scriptures are not unchanging (i.e., cast in concrete), wouldn’t that 
make them subject to the changing whims of interpretation of human 
publishers and bookmakers?

Isn’t it better that a holy book of the past is identical to a current copy 
of that holy book to ensure that the divine message is unchanged and 
unsullied by human editors?

Nick wrote, “There is much for we humans to understand about God. 
Only through an understanding of the truth about the past can theology 
and science advance on a parallel course in our quest to know God.” 
Are you afraid to understand what Jesus means when he proclaimed 
that Amen is, “the faithful and true witness, the beginning of the 
creation of God?”

Is all science acceptable or only that science that confirms your 
beliefs?

Is the only valid science that which seeks to understand a divine 
entity?

Are you afraid to explore how your man is exactly what G—d warned 
us about?

Is it comforting for you to believe that Jews are blind rather than 
explore the exact reasons that we reject the Christian deity?

Nick wrote, “Try to understand the words of Jesus rather than hide 
behind the words of men who are not knowledgeable about the past 
or refuse to allow others to explore the past. Could they be avoiding 
truths that challenge their beliefs?”

On what basis do you claim to know everyone’s motives that disagree 
with your conclusion?

On what basis can you conclude that everyone that disagrees with you 
is automatically unknowledgeable?

Why isn’t it possible that a person became knowledgeable and reached 
a different conclusion from you?
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Why couldn’t a person with different beliefs proclaim that you are the 
unknowledgeable one?

Can the avoidance of truths that challenge beliefs also apply to you?

Harlan’s Comment, October 6, 2009

Tanakh wrote, “Isn’t the eternalness of G—d supposed to demonstrate 
an immortal, unchanging message.”

Consider God as the divine physician Who prescribes the spiritual 
remedy to man’s ills. Each age has its particular concerns and problems. 
The problems of today are very different from a thousand years ago 
or two thousand or more years ago. Just as a skilled physician may 
prescribe an antibiotic for an infection, he will not do so for high blood 
pressure. Each illness requires a specific remedy. We don’t accuse a 
physician of being inconsistent because he prescribes a different 
remedy for different illnesses. This same is true of God. What was true 
and good for mankind three thousand years ago may not be so today. 
Stoning adulterers is not something we do any more. Two thousand 
years ago God did not provide the remedy for war. Today that would 
be the most needed remedy.

Harlan

Tanakh’s Comment, October 7, 2009

Harlan wrote, “Consider God as the divine physician Who prescribes 
the spiritual remedy to man’s ills. Each age has its particular concerns 
and problems. The problems of today are very different from a 
thousand years ago, or two thousand or more years ago.”

How are the problems today different from humankind’s past 
problems?

Vivian’s Comment, October 7, 2009

Tanakh wrote, “How are the problems today different from humankind’s 
past problems?”

In the past, mankind was consumed in his daily living with self-protection 
and survival—needing to be self-focused in order to be able to sustain 
his/her existence. And so the focus of the minds and hearts of men 
(and women) were on just this. Self-defense, self-survival—not much 
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different than the animals or the beasts of the field, and it is through 
this necessity need that mankind perceived God.

And it is at this level that God revealed himself to man—for this is 
all man was capable of seeing—Israel revealing that they—and the 
world—were not ready for a higher revelation at the foot of Mt. Sinai 
with the sin of the golden calf. The Messiah thus not able to incarnate 
then. It took time and the spiritual evolution of the children of Israel 
before the Messiah could incarnate.

And so today, such focus is not necessary—most of humanity has 
evolved out of this need for a focus on self-defense and self-sustenance, 
able to receive a higher revelation, which was given when it became 
possible in Yeshua Messiah—when for the first time human flesh was 
able to embody the fullness of Messiah.

Now as logic and reason and experience reveal, any development or 
evolution is not an all-at-once but something that takes time. And so 
within humanity, we see an array—from those who still function close 
to the level of beasts to those who are ready to be made into the image 
of the Messiah—embodying something of God.

And when we look at all the world’s religions or spiritual traditions, 
we will see this array—personalities all being at different places of 
spiritual evolution, being drawn to the tradition that most resonates 
with where they are at.

We will also see higher revelations being taken by those not quite ready 
for them and reduced to the level at which they function. Taking higher 
revelations and using them for example to make war with their fellow 
man.

We see this with the revelation give to us Yeshua Messiah as we see in 
the outer face of Christianity. And so I do not fault Judaism at all for 
rejecting this reduction of the revelation given to us in Yeshua, for it is 
a “going backward” for them.

When I studied Judaism, this became evident.

Shalom and blessings of the Messiah to all.

Viv

Tanakh’s Comment, October 8, 2009
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Vivian wrote, “In the past, mankind was consumed in his daily living 
with self-protection and survival—needing to be self-focused in order 
to be able to sustain his/her existence.”

How is this different from today? Aren’t most people focused on self, 
earning their daily bread, and protecting their families?

Nick’s Response, October 8, 2009

Dear Vivian, Tanakh, Barnasha, and Harlan,

Thank you for your responses. After Tweb rejected a new thread by 
me titled, Jesus Proclaims the Truth, I had decided to no longer be a 
Tweb member. I answer your replies because you deserve a response 
after providing thoughtful insights in an avenue of thought few people 
are courageous to enter.

We are a product of what we have been taught by our teachers and 
religious leaders as well as the many people who enter our lives. Life 
is a journey and some stop in their ability to allow new ideas to enter 
their minds for consideration. Some people have such strong beliefs 
that they will not allow any deviation from what they have been 
taught. These are the madmen who kill innocent people because they 
feel their religion is the pure and only religion. This is an example of 
how the human mind can be trapped in a cage. A cage that inhibits 
the acceptance of new facts and ideas that can lead to growth in 
knowledge. These same madmen will even kill themselves along with 
other innocent people because their minds have been restricted to such 
a degree that reason can no longer exist in their thinking.

I will not address each of your responses individually because I 
don’t want to lose want I have already started in this post. That is, by 
going back to your posts, I might lose this one. If there was a “Save” 
capability of a draft I would have been more specific.

I will agree with the one post that solutions of the past, namely, scripture 
and its revelations, need to be improved upon like prescriptions of the 
past. The scriptures were inspired by righteous men who sought to 
give their people a moral code to live by and so improve the stability 
and growth of their nation. The Egyptian priesthood, which existed for 
more than three thousand years, continually revised their scriptures as 
they came to develop the concept of one universal God. This scripture, 
defining a universal God, was written during the reign of Ramses II 
around 1270 BC as Amon as the Sole God. However, this concept was 
first developed by Amenhotep IV (Ikhnaton) around 1375 BC, one 
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hundred and five years before the Amon priesthood finally accepted 
it. And it was one hundred and twenty-five years later,1375-1250 BC, 
before Moses walked out of Egypt in 1250 BC with the concept of 
one God.

To refuse historical facts, which are more believable that the 
revelations or dreams of men, is to refuse to gain knowledge. When 
religious leaders and their followers are ready to accept the fact that 
Amen is a common bond, a bond that is announced in their prayers, 
supplications, and thanks for requested outcomes, then they will be 
ready to work together to unify their beliefs.

It is the organized Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religions that have 
caused many holy deaths and still, by their passive and silent position 
today, continue to incite bigotry, hatred, violence, and the killing of 
innocent people. Yet the irony is that they all announce Amen and 
pray to the same God. We all agree that there is only one God. He is 
worshipped differently by different nations because of their different 
traditions and political systems, which is reflected in their religious 
practices.

I wrote Future of God Amen to inform people about a past history 
that they have not, in many cases, been exposed or taught. I initially 
wrote the book for my four daughters but realized that the information 
should be shared with the rest of the world. Truth is what I live by 
and seek in my lifetime. As a little boy I always thought of God, who 
He was, where did He come from, why did He create us, and how 
wonderful is the earth we inhabit? My God is the God of all people, 
no one people has the only true god. My God is the God of the entire 
universe and the life forms He has created on other planets. That is 
why I want the message of Truth to be revealed to all people. When 
we have accepted that Amen was as Jesus Christ has proclaimed, the 
beginning of the creation of God, we can then not be afraid to employ 
reason in our belief system. Reason, the basis of science, can then 
allow theology and science to proceed on a parallel path in our quest 
to know God. We must allow science and our spiritual heritage to be 
compatible for it is when we explore the wonders of the universe that 
we will learn to appreciate and worship our God.

Let it be known, scripture is not cast in concrete. If the Egyptian 
priesthood had men who were wise enough to revise their scriptures 
as they evolved the concept of one God, so can our intelligent and 
perceptive daughters and sons of God assist religious leaders to revise 
the scriptures we use today? Note, the subtitle of Future of God Amen 
is A Call to Daughters and Sons of God. My mission, in the writing of 
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this book is to inform God-loving people about the past of a wonderful 
civilization that has left us a legacy that we have not acknowledged; 
to recommend revisions to the scriptures of the Judaic, Christian, 
and Islamic religions; to emphasize the New Command by Jesus 
Christ—Love one another; that the common bond of Amen is the link 
for the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religions to work together in an 
effort to unify their beliefs; to initiate support by people worldwide to 
establish a Council for Religious Unity that allows the major religions 
to have a forum needed to reach much-needed agreements; educate 
people worldwide so that they can bring pressure on their religious 
institutions to work together with other religions to insure they 
promote peace, love, and tolerance of their beliefs with the ultimate 
goal of unifying their belief in God.

Thank you for allowing me to enter your thoughts. Hopefully, I have 
reached your hearts for we are all sons and daughters of God.

I wish you health, love, and happiness.

Nick Ginex

Vivian’s Comment, October 8, 2009

Tanakh wrote, “How is this different from today? Aren’t most 
people focused on self, earning their daily bread, and protecting their 
families?”

Hi Tanakh!

I would say that most of the 5 billion human souls that populate this 
earth are still concerned with their safety and sustenance, being more 
likened to the beasts of the field. However, not all.

This world has been able to create on its own since the coming of 
Yeshua Messiah an army of righteous ones, who are able to step 
out of this bestial nature and pursue the essence of the Torah and 
Prophets—and all who have come in the name of Adonai.

To love God with all their hearts, souls, minds, and bodies, and to love 
others as themselves. Certainly, anyone can see that obedience to the 
Torah or commandments is not possible if one is focused on one self 
and one’s family safety and sustenance.

But you can see, certainly, that it takes the whole of humanity to create 
a “playing or living field” on earth where righteous ones who can step 
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out of these bestial self-concerns and focus on higher spiritual matters. 
Israel began by making one tribe free from these bestial concerns so 
that one-twelfth of their population could pursue righteousness. But 
the promise was that all would be priests.

Even the fathers of Judaism recognize this as taught in the Stone Edition 
Chumash that God’s purpose in freeing man up from being enslaved by 
the requirements of just remaining alive was not so they could engage in 
personal entertainment but so that they could be free to seek and serve 
God.

This is what has changed and is changing. Mankind as a collective is 
no longer forced to worry about what we will wear and what we will 
eat—to always be focused on our safety and sustenance, but now free 
to seek the Kingdom of God. Yes, there is still a portion of the world’s 
population that has no choice but remain in constant focus on safety 
and sustenance but increasingly more and more of us are free to spend 
increasing time and energy in seeking God and his kingdom. For many 
of us, if we are focused on these bestial issues, it is by choice. We do 
not have to be.

As Yeshua taught, seek first the Kingdom of God, and the rest (or what 
you need for safety and sustenance) will be provided.

May all use the freedom gifted to them in today’s world and seek first 
the Kingdom of God. Amen.

Viv

Harlan’s Comment, October 8, 2009

Vivian wrote, “Now as logic and reason and experience reveal, any 
development or evolution is not an all at once but something that takes 
time. And so within humanity we see an array—from those who still 
function close to the level of beasts to those who are ready to be made 
into the image of the Messiah—embodying something of God.”

I agree that any evolution takes time and some reach the mountaintop 
before others. Another metaphor that I think addresses your idea is 
that a human being reflects that to which he or she turns her face. If 
she turns her face heavenward, she reflects in her own soul heavenly 
qualities. If she turns her face toward the earth, then she reflects earthly 
qualities. Those who you compare to the beasts are focusing toward 
earthly things. I don’t think that this has much to do with economic 
well-being. You’ll find plenty of the beast types in American cities 
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driving BMW’s, and you’ll find many a refined and heavenly soul in 
African villages.

Harlan

Vivian’s Response, October 8, 2009

Indeed, Harlan!

There are those who express the bestial tendencies of self-defense and 
survival when it is no longer necessary. Thus behaving in civilization 
as though still in the jungle. As you so eloquently shared, keeping their 
faces toward the earth thus reflecting earthly qualities or the qualities 
of their bestial self, instead of keeping their faces looking upward and 
thus reflecting the heavenly qualities of their own soul and spirit.

This is why many traditions talk of sublimating or overcoming these 
bestial urges or tendencies. There was a time in our evolution when 
these tendencies were necessary, but such is no longer the case in much 
of the world, and so we can put aside our beastly natures, our clinging 
and grasping self, and truly walk in obedience to the image of Adonai 
that we are taught in the tradition we follow.

Today’s society is greatly changed from the days of Mount Sinai, 
where the children of Israel revealed that they—as probably the most 
evolved of humanity—were not yet ready to give up their beastly 
natures, to put aside their grasping clinging selves that were no longer 
necessary for survival.

The same call goes out today—deny self, crucify the self’s passions—its 
clinging, grasping nature, overcome the beast. I find it interesting that 
the beastly nature within man—which is in a constant state of fear 
making self-protection and sustenance its top priority—interprets the 
biblical beast as something outside itself—something that is seeking 
to harm it thus justifying its own beastly tendencies.

It is in crucifying the self that we come to see that we are the beast that 
must be overcome—that there is really nothing to fear, the beast self 
is not necessary. This is overcoming the fear of death so that death no 
longer has its sting.

It is the beast that fears its own death, and thus fights and claws for its 
own survival.

Shalom. Viv
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Harlan’s Response, October 9, 2009

Vivian wrote, “The same call goes out today—deny self, crucify 
the self’s passions—its clinging, grasping nature, overcome the 
beast. I find it interesting that the beastly nature within man—which 
is in a constant state of fear making self-protection and sustenance 
its top priority—interprets the biblical beast as something outside 
itself—something that is seeking to harm it thus justifying its own 
beastly tendencies.”

Viv, again I agree with you. Baha’is are taught that we have two potential 
natures, one spiritual and angelic and the other low, animalistic and 
self-centered. Our job is to develop our higher nature and conquer our 
lower nature. We can’t blame an outside force for our evil or animalistic 
deeds. However, living in a nonspiritual materialistic culture doesn’t 
make it easy, especially for young people. The purpose of the Baha’i 
faith is to bring about a more spiritual and heavenly culture on the 
planet that will then reflect back on individual souls who are laboring 
to develop their own spiritual potential. This is a process that will take 
centuries.

Harlan

Tanakh’s Comment, October 12, 2009

Nick wrote, “Dear Vivian, Tanakh, Barnasha, and Harlan,

Thank you for your responses. After Tweb rejected a new thread by 
me titled, Jesus Proclaims the Truth, I had decided to no longer be a 
Tweb member. I answer your replies because you deserve a response 
after providing thoughtful insights in an avenue of thought few people 
are courageous to enter.”

Don’t take it personally, Nick. I’ve had several of my posts get dinged 
by the moderators here as well. It’s their board, so they get to make the 
rules. I’ve even gotten dinged by Jewish moderators on the Judaism 
boards that I frequent. If you are unable to take rejection, then you 
probably won’t be able to post on any website but your own.

Nick wrote, “Some people have such strong beliefs, they will not allow 
any deviation from what they have been taught. These are the madmen 
who kill innocent people because they feel their religion is the pure 
and only religion. This is an example of how the human mind can be 
trapped in a cage. A cage that inhibits the acceptance of new facts and 
ideas that can lead to growth in knowledge. These same madmen will 



187ameN aNd Jesus’ RevelatioN

even kill themselves along with other innocent people because their 
minds have been restricted to such a degree that reason can no longer 
exist in their thinking.”

You are exaggerating. There is a huge difference between fanatics and 
stubbornness. The vast majority of strong willed believers will not 
blow up people.

Nick wrote, “I will not address each of your responses individually 
because I don’t want to lose want I have already started in this post. 
That is, by going back to your posts, I might lose this one. If there was 
a Save capability of a draft I would have been more specific.”

Paste to Word first, make your revisions and answers, and then paste 
it back to Tweb.

Nick wrote, “I will agree with the one post that solutions of the past, 
namely, scripture and its revelations, need to be improved upon like 
prescriptions of the past.”

You want to improve on G—d’s words? How is it even possible for 
a mortal man like you to do that? Why should anyone accept your 
revisions over G—d’s original words?

Nick wrote, “When religious leaders and their followers are ready to 
accept the fact that Amen is a common bond, a bond that is announced 
in their prayers, supplications, and thanks for requested outcomes, 
then they will be ready to work together to unify their beliefs.”

Is it a fact because you say it is?

To unify beliefs, some beliefs have to be altered and changed to fit into 
the whole. Whose beliefs will be altered and who gets the final say?

Nick wrote, “Yet, the irony is that they all announce Amen and pray to 
the same God. We all agree that there is only one God.”

I don’t agree that all people worship the one G—d. Thus, your statement 
wrong on this thread, let alone with reality. There are several religions 
that explicitly believe in multiple gods. By ignoring facts that conflict 
with your beliefs, you seem to be in the cage that you mentioned 
above.

Nick wrote, “I wrote Future of God Amen, to inform people about a 
past history that they have not, in many cases, been exposed or taught. 
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I initially wrote the book for my four daughters but realized that the 
information should be shared for the rest of the world. Truth is what I 
live by and seek in my lifetime.”

Are you saying that you are the only person that is party to the truth or 
are you just trying to sell your book on Tweb?

Nick wrote, “My God is the God of all people, no one people has the 
only true god. My God is the God of the entire universe and the life 
forms He has created on other planets. That is why I want the message 
of Truth to be revealed to all people.

Hmmm, sounds like a lot of Muslims that I’ve heard. That their religion 
is the one true religion for all humankind and all others are false.

Nick wrote, “When we have accepted that Amen was, as Jesus Christ 
has proclaimed, the beginning of the creation of God, we can then not 
be afraid to employ reason in our belief system.”

It seems that the implied message is that no one else uses reason in 
their belief systems. If not, what do you mean?

Nick wrote, “Reason, the basis of science, can then allow theology 
and science proceed on a parallel path in our quest to know God. We 
must allow science and our spiritual heritage to be compatible for it 
is when we explore the wonders of the universe that we will learn to 
appreciate and worship our God.”

Would it interest you to know that the ideas of Judaism and evolution 
do not conflict? Judaism has no problem with science and uses it 
closely in our religion. I just read an article in which rabbis were 
debating gene therapy and how it fits with Judaism.

Nick wrote, “Let it be known, scripture is not cast in concrete.”

Yes and no. G—d’s direct original words as recorded in Torah can’t be 
changed. They are as eternal as G—d. However, the applications and 
interpretations of His words can be adapted to changing circumstances 
and technology.

Nick wrote, “Thank you for allowing me to enter your thoughts. 
Hopefully, I have reached your hearts for we are all sons and daughters 
of God.”

I wish you health, love and happiness.
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Nick Ginex”

Thank you for your posts and your wishes. All the same to you and 
your daughters. Hopefully, you will stay and engage in a give-and-take 
about your ideas and beliefs.

A parable comes to mind about a famous rabbi and his study partner. 
They usually had opposing viewpoints and were very noisy and 
boisterous in their study. One day, the rabbi’s study partner died. The 
Yeshiva looked and found a new rabbi to study with him. After a few 
months, the old rabbi complained to the Yeshiva about his new partner. 
“When I raise a point, he looks in the law and finds arguments to 
confirm my findings. How is it possible for me to learn with a partner 
that keeps agreeing with me?”

Nick’s Response, October 13, 2009

Tanakh wrote, “Don’t take it personally, Nick. I’ve had several of 
my posts get dinged by the moderators here as well. It’s their board, 
so they get to make the rules. I’ve even gotten dinged by Jewish 
moderators on the Judaism boards that I frequent. If you are unable to 
take rejection, then you probably won’t be able to post on any website 
but your own.”

Dear Tanakh,

Thank you for your reply and your encouragement to hang in there.

Answering your questions. No. It is not possible that I am the only 
person that is party to the truth, and again no, I am not trying to sell 
my book on Tweb. The fact is that I love people and do not want them 
to be made fools of by religious leaders who are close-minded and 
have their heads in a book they worship instead of teaching the Word 
of God.

By the way, why do you put a hyphen between the G and d, as G—d? 
Are you afraid to show the world you are a strong believer in God? 
I know you are very devout and my mission is not to change or 
disparage your beliefs. My mission is to inform people about what 
I have learned since my thoughts about God began at the age of six. 
Now, a seventy-four-year-old man, I wish to benefit our youth and 
those of you who have the ability to hear and read other ideas, that 
there is a wealth of knowledge that can be theirs. That is why I wrote 
the book, “Future of God Amen.”



190 Nicholas P. GiNex

We are a product of what we have been taught and some of us are 
fortunate to take what they have learned to open other avenues of 
thought. They continue the growth process in learning to think for 
themselves by inviting other ideas so that they may, eventually, get 
closer to a truth that encompasses, yes their teachings and, new ideas.

You wrote, “You are exaggerating. There is a huge difference between 
fanatics and stubbornness. The vast majority of strong willed believers 
will not blow up people.”

I have given you a real life example of righteous people who have 
been led by their religious leaders to kill innocent people. This may 
be an exaggeration to you but you will find there are readings in the 
Torah and the Quran that advocate the taking of other people’s lives 
or land. The scriptures, including the New Testament, were written by 
the revelations of righteous and holy men—not God. You only need to 
read A History of Egypt by James H. Breasted to learn that it was the 
Egyptians that first developed the concept of a universal God, a soul, 
a hereafter based upon living a life of truth and righteousness, and, of 
course, a Son of God.

In the book, Future of God Amen, very conclusion has been based 
upon facts by highly respected historians and Egyptologists who have 
dedicated their time, energy, and some their lives—to try to reveal to 
us the truth. Was it Jesus Christ who was tried and was put to death by 
Jewish holy men who felt that the message of Jesus was a challenge 
to the Torah? Was the Word of God—love one another too simplistic 
over the Torah that required a rabbi to explain its content because the 
book had not only a long message and meaningless laws—but many 
inconsistencies?

You wrote, “You want to improve on G—d’s words? How is it even 
possible for a mortal man like you to do that? Why should anyone 
accept your revisions over G—d’s original words?”

Do you think I am arrogant enough to improve upon God’s words? 
Do understand that the words of God you allude to were not spoken 
by God, but through righteous men. Do you think your righteous men 
had all the answers to the Truth? They, for the most part, have learned 
much of their beliefs from the priests of Amon, an organization that 
existed over two thousand years before the words spoken by Moses. 
Have you forgotten that Moses was brought up and raised in the 
house of a pharaoh? Where did he learn the many commandments; 
commandments that existed for thousands of years and practiced 
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by moral Egyptians to enter a hereafter based upon living a life of 
righteousness and truth?

You wrote, “Is it a fact because you say it is?”

Come on, I am not that stupid. All my facts, assertions, and conclusions 
are based upon actual events in the Torah and real findings surfaced by 
Egyptologists. I told you I do not like to be made a fool of and to the 
core of my heart and mind, I will not try to make a fool of others by 
deceptive lies and myths.

You wrote, “To unify beliefs, some beliefs have to be altered and changed 
to fit into the whole. Whose beliefs will be altered and who gets the final 
say?”

Beliefs are to be altered by religious leaders and our brightest minds, 
daughters and sons of God. There are good people who have a strong 
love of the human race regardless of their religion. They respect each 
other’s beliefs, as I do, but see that there are necessary changes to 
their scriptures. To think scripture is cast in concrete is to reside in a 
static world. A world whereby religious leaders continually interpret 
and reinterpret their scriptures to fit a changing world. But the 
interpretations are the thoughts of another man. Do we need to place 
our faith in a rabbi, a priest, or an iman? Would it be beneficial if 
they could find a common bond to work together to unify their beliefs 
in God? The answer is a resounding “Yes.” However, because their 
minds are trapped, for the most part, in a cage, where new thoughts 
are a threat rather than welcomed to reach a better understanding of 
God—they need the assistance of daughters and sons of God. My book 
discusses some of these issues. Could you be a daughter of God?

You wrote, “I don’t agree that all people worship the one G—d. Thus, 
your statement is wrong on this thread, let alone with reality. There 
are several religions which explicitly believe in multiple gods. By 
ignoring facts that conflict with your beliefs, you seem to be in the 
cage that you mentioned above.”

Tanakh, certainly all people do not worship the same God. However, 
the followers of the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religions do. Why 
do they all say Amen at the end of a prayer, supplication, or thanks 
to God? The roots of the Judaic religion are, and you may dispute 
my words today—from the beliefs that originated from the Egyptian 
religion. You have only to read “Amon as the Sole God,” which has 
been faithfully entered in my book, Future of God Amen. You need 
to do a little extra reading in your life instead of constantly quoting 
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verses that, in many cases, have lost their impact because people have 
become more discerning and educated by exposing themselves to 
other avenues of thought.

You wrote, “Hmmm, sounds like a lot of Muslims that I’ve heard. That 
their religion is the one true religion for all humankind and all others 
are false.”

Do not equate the Muslim religion to my understanding of God. God 
is a personal vision for every person, which is developed by their 
intelligence, sensitivity, the knowledge, and teachings they have 
been exposed to. The Islamic religion is based upon The Koran and 
unfortunately, as revealed in my book, there are many undesirable 
verses that incite hatred, violence, bigotry, and the killing of innocent 
people. It is a shame that many Muslims are not aware just how 
anti-love their scripture is.

You wrote, “It seems that the implied message is that no one else uses 
reason in their belief systems. If not, what do you mean?”

I mean that reason and faith can equally be used for human beings 
to learn more about God. That means that the scientific method and 
faith in God can proceed on a parallel path in the quest to know God. 
Our God is no longer limited to the heavens and earth but to the outer 
reaches of the universe where there are, most likely, other forms of 
life that hopefully have reached the mental aptitude to believe in a 
force that they cannot explain—the unknowable, incomprehensible, 
and mysterious God that created all there is. Namely, something from 
nothing.

You wrote, “Would it interest you to know that the ideas of Judaism 
and evolution do not conflict? Judaism has no problem with science 
and uses it closely in our religion. I just read an article in which rabbis 
were debating gene therapy and how it fits with Judaism.”

The wonderful thing about the Judaic religion is that they emphasize 
“Knowledge” is the way to know God. That means the Torah is not the 
end all. Look to the thoughts of original thinkers who have not trapped 
themselves in a cage. My book will invite you to some original thinkers. 
The seven days of creation has been reinterpreted by some very keen 
rabbis to fit the well accepted theory of evolution. On the seventh day 
the Lord rested. How many days have the rabbis prolonged the seventh 
day to agree with evolution? Watch out for those religious leaders who 
will tell you anything to hang on to their belief system.
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You wrote, “Yes and No. G—d’s direct original words as recorded 
in Torah can’t be changed. They are as eternal as G—d. However, 
the applications and interpretations of His words can be adapted to 
changing circumstances and technology.”

The Torah, like other scriptures, has many wonderful versus that 
assist we humans to lead a moral and righteous life. However, we 
must admire the priests of the Egyptian civilization that realized that 
they had to revise their scriptures as they formulated a more realistic 
concept of God. That thought process remains dead today with people 
who hold the idea that their scripture is pure and cannot be changed. 
The Muslims think that way and, unfortunately, like you there are 
others who would not change a word of their scripture.

You wrote, “Thank you for your posts and your wishes. All the same 
to you and your daughters. Hopefully, you will stay and engage in a 
give and take about your ideas and beliefs.”

Tanakh, I have taken the time to write you because you do think. You 
have a strong belief in God, and my hope is that you someday agree 
he (or she) is the same God I envision.

You wrote, “A parable comes to mind about a famous rabbi and his 
study partner. They usually had opposing viewpoints and were very 
noisy and boisterous in their study. One day, the rabbi’s study partner 
died. The Yeshiva looked and found a new rabbi to study with him. 
After a few months, the old rabbi complained to the Yeshiva about 
his new partner. ‘When I raise a point, he looks in the law and finds 
arguments to confirm my findings. How is it possible for me to learn 
with a partner that keeps agreeing with me?’”

I love the parables of rabbis that I have heard as a small boy listening 
to the radio. I agree when you no longer have somebody to reach out 
to—you find you are alone; alone in a world of your own and nobody 
cares what you think. My passion, hopefully, has been revealed to you 
with this writing. It is a passion to reveal to the world the truth about 
the origin of God as I see it, and yes, you may find fault with it, but at 
least, I have tried to educate others just as I have for my children.

Thank you for reenergizing me. I was feeling that trying to communicate 
with Tweb members was a waste of time.

Nick Ginex

Tanakh’s Comment, October 14, 2009
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Shalom Nick Ginex

You’re back! Way to go.

You wrote, “Thank you for your responses. After Tweb rejected a new 
thread by me titled, Jesus Proclaims the Truth, I had decided to no 
longer be a Tweb member. I answer your replies because you deserve 
a response after providing thoughtful insights in an avenue of thought 
few people are courageous to enter.”

I don’t know the moderators’ motives or what they changed, however, 
I have posted many words of truth that are diametrically opposed to the 
majority’s beliefs on this board. So I don’t agree with your analysis.

You wrote, “The fact is that I love people and do not want them to 
be made fools of by religious leaders who are close minded and have 
their heads in a book they worship instead of teaching the Word of 
God.”

Your statement above implies a whole bunch of arrogance. I interpret 
it as you are saying that you are the only one that knows the words of 
G—d. You accuse people of being fools for listening to their religious 
leaders instead of listening to you. An applicable quote is “Those who 
accuse others of being close minded just want to change the lock.”

You wrote, “By the way, why so you put a hyphen between the G and 
d, as G—d? Are you afraid to show the world you are a strong believer 
in God?”

It is a mark of respect and an adherence to divine law. G—d asks us to 
keep His name holy. As part of this holiness, it is forbidden to erase the 
divine name. Since these electronic documents can so easily be erased 
or deleted, we can inadvertently erase the divine name. To avoid any 
possibility of that, we spell His name with a dash. Everyone knows 
who we are referring to without any possibility of erasing His name. 
It also elevates the act of my posting. Each time I type G—d, I am 
reminded of Him and the extra care that I give to honor Him.

You wrote, “I know you are very devout, and my mission is not to 
change or disparage your beliefs. My mission is to inform people 
about what I have learned since my thoughts about God began at the 
age of six.”

Sharing your beliefs is fine. Telling people that they must believe as 
you do usually antagonizes them.
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You wrote, “I have given you a real life example of righteous people 
who have been led by their religious leaders to kill innocent people.”

Oh, an example? I got confused since your original post stated that all 
people with strongly held beliefs are madmen.

You wrote, “Some people have such strong beliefs, and they will not 
allow any deviation from what they have been taught. These are the 
madmen who kill innocent people because they feel their religion is 
the pure and only religion.”

This is an exaggeration, but a few of these could be violent fanatics.

You wrote, “Before you criticize or accuse me of not searching for the 
truth . . .”

Not at all. There is no way that I can verify what you’ve read or not 
read. Just bear in mind that many others have engaged in their own 
search for truth. That they (and me) have reached different conclusions 
from you does not invalidate their search.

You wrote, “Was it Jesus Christ who was tried and was put to death by 
Jewish holy men who felt that the message of Jesus was a challenge 
to the Torah?”

Impossible. Your own book states that the Romans killed him. In 
addition, the Romans had already taken away corporal punishment 
from the Sanhedrin, so it was impossible for them to dictate a death 
sentence. In addition, crucifixion was never a method of corporal 
punishment in Jewish law.

You wrote, “Was the Word of God—love one another too simplistic 
over the Torah, which required a rabbi to explain its content because 
the book had not only a long message and meaningless laws—but 
many inconsistencies?”

Total garbage. The Torah was, and is, for all people. It was never hidden 
away in monasteries on top of mountains, and our leaders never kept 
the general public illiterate. Study of Torah has always been a public 
activity. Torah was written by G—d and has no inconsistencies. No 
law is meaningless and that is a serious charge to make against G—d. 
Instead, you simply don’t understand the meaning. Learning and love 
of learning is a hallmark of Judaism unto the present day. We take our 
divine charge of being a nation of priests, seriously.
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You wrote, “Do understand, the words of God you allude to were not 
spoken by God but through righteous men.”

I disagree. G—d revealed Torah to the entire nation of Israel.

You wrote, “Do you think I am arrogant enough to improve upon 
God’s words?”

“Beliefs are to be altered by religious leaders and our brightest minds, 
daughters and sons of God. There are good people who have a strong 
love of the human race regardless of their religion. They respect each 
other’s beliefs, as I do, but see that there are necessary changes to 
their scriptures. To think scripture is cast in concrete is to reside in a 
static world.”

Please reconcile your two quotes above. Either G—d’s words can’t be 
improved or you know of changes needed to G—d’s words. Which is 
it?

You wrote, “To think scripture is cast in concrete is to reside in a 
static world. A world whereby religious leaders continually interpret 
and reinterpret their scriptures to fit a changing world. But the 
interpretations are the thoughts of another man.”

Try comparing the Torah to the US Constitution. The US Constitution 
that we have now is identical and unchanged from when it was written 
over two hundred years ago. However, through the interpretation of 
judges, it has grown and changed to fit a changing world. So it is with 
Torah. The Hebrew Torah that we now have is identical and unchanged 
from when it was given to us over three thousand years ago. However, 
through the interpretations of sages, it has grown and changed to fit a 
changing world.

You wrote, “Do we need to place our faith in a rabbi, a priest, or an 
iman?”

You aren’t proposing anything different. You want “Good people who 
have a strong love of the human race” to rewrite scripture.

You wrote, “Could you be a daughter of God?”

Laughing out loud, actually, I’m G—d’s son. We are all G—d’s 
children.
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You wrote, “Tanakh, certainly, all people do not worship the same 
God. However, the followers of the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic 
religions do.”

We aren’t going to agree on this one, I can just agree to disagree.

You wrote, “I mean that reason and faith can equally be used for 
human beings to learn more about God. That means that the scientific 
method and faith in God can proceed on a parallel path in the quest to 
know God.”

I agree.

You wrote, “How many days have the rabbis prolonged the seventh 
day to agree with evolution?”

That’s just a bad translation. The Hebrew text implies Eon, not day.

You wrote, “That thought process remains dead today with people 
who hold the idea that their scripture is pure and cannot be changed. 
The Muslims think that way and, unfortunately, like you, there are 
others who would not change a word of their scripture.”

I think it’s a good thing that Torah can’t be changed. It gives a solid 
foundation to all mankind. It can’t be influenced by a political leader 
or anybody in a position of power. If it could be changed so easily, 
there are many people that do research in dusty tomes and think they 
can do better. You are hardly the first Nick, and you won’t be the last.

You wrote, “Tanakh, I have taken the time to write you because you 
do think. You have a strong belief in God, and my hope is that you 
someday agree he (or she) is the same God I envision.”

Thank you for the compliment.

I pray for the day that you worship the same G—d I do. Until then, you 
are free to worship however you please.

OneSizeFit’s Comment, October 15, 2009

Quick hijack here. God is not the divine name. It is a generic term.

Tanaka’s Comment, October 15, 2009
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You wrote, “Quick hijack here. God is not the divine name. It is a 
generic term.”

Good point. The letters g, o, d, reference the Lord in the English 
language. I don’t even spell His Hebrew name at all online. It is just 
too holy to me. Many Jews use HaShem (which is Hebrew for “The 
Name”) to reference His name, but it doesn’t feel right for me. Jews 
in America have traditionally used G—d and that feels right. In my 
posts, I make sure to distinguish between “G—d” (The Lord) and god 
(what other people worship).

Nick’s Response, October 15, 2009

Tanakh, Tanakh, Tanakh, you are definitely a conservative’s 
conservative in your belief of the Hebrew God. This observance of 
yours is so extreme that you are convinced your God is the only true 
God. In some of your former replies, you seem to express that the God 
of the Muslims, and certainly that of the Christians (considering the 
Trinity belief) is not the same God you worship. Yet a person with a 
sound mind logically knows there can only be one God and that God 
is the same God with the necessary distinctions of being worshipped 
differently by another group of people.

The name of your God is not announced by devout Jews, and they used 
the tetagrammaton JHVH or YHWH when necessary to identify their 
God. How else are they able to distinguish their God from the God of 
the Christian and Islamic religions? The name of your God is so holy 
that you do not say or write His name but to use a tetagrammaton of 
your own, G-o-d which seems to satisfy you.

You have got to know that this practice of not announcing the name 
of God or displaying His name in writings was done long before the 
Hebrews by the ancient Egyptians. I am adding for your benefit, the 
beliefs written by Egyptian priests in the following text, “Amon as 
the Sole God.” It offers a definition of the God Amen as conceived by 
the ancient Egyptians. Some of their perceptions of god are repeated 
below to emphasize Amen was highly revered as the one God of all 
creation.

Extract from Amon as the Sole God

The first to come into being in the earliest times. Amon, who came into 
being at the beginning, so that his mysterious nature is unknown. No 
god came into being before him; there was no other god with him, so 
that he might tell his form. He had no mother, after whom his name 
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might have been made. He had no father who had begotten him and 
who might have said: “This is I!” Building his own egg, a daemon 
mysterious at birth, who created his (own) beauty, the divine god that 
came into being by himself. All (other) gods came into being after he 
began himself.

Mysterious of form, glistening of appearance, the marvelous god of 
many forms. All (other) gods boast of him, to magnify themselves 
through his beauty, according as he is divine. Re is united with his 
body. He is the great one who is in Heliopolis . . .

. . . The procreator of the primeval gods, who brought Re to birth; he 
completed himself as Atum, a single body with him. He is the All-Lord, 
the beginning of that which is. His soul, they say, is that which is in 
heaven.

. . . One is Amon, hiding himself from them, concealing himself from 
the (other) gods, so that his (very) color is unknown. He is far from 
heaven, he is absent from the underworld (so that) no gods know his 
true form. His image is not displayed in writings. No one bears witness 
to him . . . He is too mysterious that his majesty might be disclosed, 
he is too great that (men) should ask about him, too powerful that he 
might be known. Instantly, (one) falls in a death of violence at the 
utterance of his mysterious name, unwittingly or wittingly . . .

The last lines of the above composition shows that the ancient Egyptians 
deeply honored, respected, and feared announcing or displaying the 
name of their God. This practice was carried over to the Hebrews as 
they developed their belief in the God given to them through Moses. 
A man brought up and raised in the house of a pharaoh. A pharaoh 
that Torah writers neglected to identify by name even though Moses 
lived in his house close to forty years. Strange, the Torah writers were 
able to name the supporters of Abraham in his conquests but not even 
the pharaoh’s wife, a second mother to Moses was mentioned. Could 
it be that the Hebrew priests did not have a credible story to tell but 
fabricated a story to deceive a people?

Your avoidance of writing God shows that you are a throwback to the 
same fears and honor of God practiced by the Egyptians. My, how we 
do emulate and learn from the past.

Nick Ginex

Tanakh’s Comment, October 16, 2009
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Nick wrote, “Tanakh, Tanakh, Tanakh you are definitely a conservative’s 
conservative in your belief of the Hebrew God. This observance of 
yours is so extreme that you are convinced your God is the only true 
God.”

If it is extreme to believe that G—d is the only true G—d, then yes I 
am extreme. It is far better than worshipping idols.

Nick wrote, “In some of your former replies you seem to express 
that the God of the Muslims, and certainly that of the Christians 
(considering the Trinity belief) is not the same God you worship.”

You never pursued this before; you’ve always lumped the big three 
together. Actually, Muslims and Jews worship the same G—d. We 
are both monotheists. It is Christianity, with its pantheon of gods that 
worships different entities.

Nick wrote, “Yet a person with a sound mind logically knows there 
can only be one God and that God is the same God with the necessary 
distinctions of being worshipped differently by another group of 
people.”

I agree that a person with a sound mind should know there can be only 
one G—d. As to why you worship a man, I can’t answer. While some 
Christians might worship G—d, many more put way more importance 
on the man. It seems to be a deliberate marginalizing of G—d, saying 
that you can’t know your own Creator unless you know the man.

Nick wrote, “The name of your God is not announced by devout Jews 
and they used the tetagrammaton . . .”

Wrong, even the tetragrammaton is holy, and it is forbidden for us to 
use that. Why does it disturb you so much for me to treat the Lord’s 
name with respect?

Also, we would never confuse G—d with the Christian gods. There is 
nothing to get confused by. We know well our G—d.

Nick Ginex’s Response, October 16, 2009

Tanakh wrote, “If it is extreme to believe that G—d is the only true 
G—d, then, yes, I am extreme. It is far better than worshipping 
idols.”

Hello Tanakh,
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You are a very stimulating person to converse with. It is wonderful that 
you believe in God. He is the only true God worshipped by the Jews, 
Christians, and Muslims. Do you agree? The difference of accepting 
Jesus as a Son of God is not acceptable to you. I could respect your 
view. In fact, many people share your feelings that Jesus was a man of 
God and not a Son of God.

My review of the four Gospels reveals that Jesus always referred to 
himself as a man of God in the first three Gospels. It is only in John, 
that Jesus explicitly refers to himself as the Son of God. In my book, 
Future of God Amen, I point out that being the last Gospel, the church 
had grown in power and grew bolder to raise Jesus to the status of a 
God.

There are many other reasons why most people would agree with you 
about Jesus being a Son of God not through the Holy Spirit but a 
Son of God in spirit or spiritually. That is, he was as you said, a man 
who was taught the Torah and used that knowledge to spread the God 
of the Jews to other people. He so rightly knew that the Judaic God 
cannot be the God of one people but for all His creations. In fact, in the 
Gospel of Matthew, an admirable effort was made to link the ancestry 
of Jesus to David. But also, even Jesus’s mother and father came from 
the honored line of Hebrew priests. This being the case, why even 
have God impregnate Mary with the Holy Spirit? Jesus was already 
ordained to follow a righteous and moral life.

Tell me, if we agree that Jesus was indeed a man, would you believe in 
the Christian God—the same God that you worship?

You wrote, “You never pursued this before, you’ve always lumped 
the big three together. Actually, Muslims and Jews worship the same 
G—d. We are both monotheists. It is Christianity with its pantheon of 
gods that worships different entities.”

Tanakh, have you read The Qur’an? This was scripture given to 
Muhammad by an angel of God. Do you believe the Muslims pray to 
the same God as you do?

You wrote, “I agree that a person with a sound mind should know there 
can be only one G—d. As to why you worship a man, I can’t answer. 
While some Christians might worship G—d, many more put way more 
importance on the man. It seems to be a deliberate marginalizing of 
G—d, saying that you can’t know your own Creator unless you know 
the man.”
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Tanakh, do you know your God? Surely, what is revealed in the Torah 
does not define who God is or where He comes from. I believe in God, 
but to me He is unknowable, incomprehensible, and mysterious. To 
think we mortals know God through the revelations of men is wanting 
or shall I say strange. Men have developed the concept of God through 
many years of mental, environmental, and thoughtful exchanges. It is 
man that conceives the God he believes in. God came into the minds 
of men after much reflection and through experience with the world 
around him. Man saw that a righteous and moral life based on truth 
was a needed solution to have people respect the life and property 
of others. Love, a command Jesus gave to the world was the new 
command of God—love one another. Prior to Jesus’ New Command, 
respect of life and property dominated.

You wrote, “Wrong, even the tetragrammaton is holy, and it is forbidden 
for us to use that. Why does it disturb you so much for me to treat the 
Lord’s name with respect?”

Tanakh, it does not disturb me that you place a high level of honor and 
respect on a word, name, or tetagrammaton. What is disturbing is that 
a loving God would be honored that you would proclaim His Name 
throughout the world because of your belief and trust in Him. God 
would not dismiss you as a disrespectful child by saying his name. 
Rather He would be proud of you to glorify His Name to all people. 
What you are reflecting is the fear of our ancestors who did not fully 
know God. Fear was one of the components used by the ancient priests 
to instill a high reverence for God by having worshippers believe that 
in stating His Name—God would strike one dead. But, of course, you 
are very much indoctrinated in the scriptures that were derived from 
and influenced by the Egyptian religion. There are many facts that 
show there are parts of the Torah and psalms that emulate many of the 
words of Egyptian scripture.

You wrote, “Also, we would never confuse G—d with the Christian 
gods. There is nothing to get confused by. We know well our G—d.”

Tell me what you know about God besides the commandments that 
were first written by Egyptian priests over two thousand years before 
Moses. You definitely need to read Future of God Amen to learn what 
other people have learned throughout the past two hundred years since 
the hieroglyphic code was broken. It appears that you have not read 
books that reveal a very wonderful history about the past. It happens 
that the Egyptian religion has been misrepresented by religious leaders 
to preserve their beliefs. They pass the Egyptian religion off as a cult 
and do not give credit for the beliefs they have learned from people 
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who worshipped God as much as you do. Religious leaders will not 
entertain the idea that Jesus Christ proclaimed in Revelation 3:14 
that Amen was, “the faithful and true witness, the beginning of the 
creation of God.”

Yes, Tanakh, Jesus was a man, a Hebrew grounded in the Torah. A 
man who was proud to spread the word of God—Love one another. 
Knowing and believing Jesus was a man, do you accept the Christian 
God? This God was derived from the Judaic religion, which has its 
roots in the religion of ancient Egypt. Do you think this last statement 
is true?

Nick Ginex

Tanakh’s Comment, October 19, 2009

Nick wrote, “He is the only true God worshipped by the Jews, 
Christians, and Muslims. Do you agree? . . . In fact, many people share 
your feelings that Jesus was a man of God and not a Son of God.”

Why do you keep asking the same question over and over? I’ve 
answered it several times already. The man that Christianity worships 
is not G—d.

However, I’ve been unable to find a single concept that all Christians 
agree on, it is impossible to make a blanket statement that applies to 
all Christians. Some Christians have told me that they don’t believe 
the man is a god, just a messiah. Those Christians do indeed worship 
G—d, but those that worship the man aren’t worshipping G—d.

Nick wrote, “My review of the four Gospels reveals that Jesus always 
referred to himself as a man of God in the first three Gospels. It is only 
in John, that Jesus explicitly refers to himself as the Son of God.”

Whatever he called himself in the stories; many people today worship 
the guy.

Nick wrote, “He so rightly knew that the Judaic God cannot be the 
God of one people but for all His creations.”

Nothing new there. Torah states that G—d is for all people.

Nick wrote, “Tanakh, have you read The Qur’an? . . . Do you believe 
the Muslims pray to the same God as you do?”
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Nope, never read it. Never read the Christian Greek Testament (i.e., 
Christian bible) either.

Yes, I believe Muslims worship the same G—d as I. Muhammad, for 
all his importance to them is not worshipped.

Nick wrote, “Tanakh, do you know your God? Surely, what is revealed 
in the Torah does not define who God is or where He comes from. I 
believe in God but to me He is unknowable, incomprehensible, and 
mysterious. To think we mortals know God through the revelations of 
men is wanting or shall I say strange. Men have developed the concept 
of God through many years of mental, environmental, and thoughtful 
exchanges.”

I know G—d as well as any other mortal can.

Torah cannot be changed, added, or deleted. However, there have been 
thousands of years of discussions about it. By itself, Torah is difficult 
to apply to daily living. That’s why G—d told us to appoint judges and 
sages to interpret the law.

Nick wrote, “It is man that conceives the God he believes in.”

Yes. TKHXX has a couple of threads on that.

Nick wrote, “What is disturbing is that a loving God would be honored 
that you would proclaim His name throughout the world because 
of your belief and trust in Him. God would not dismiss you as a 
disrespectful child by saying His name.”

You misunderstood. Erasing His name is forbidden. Erasing only 
occurs from written communications like this one. It isn’t forbidden to 
say His name. If you were standing right next to me, I’d sing you the 
___ song, in which the chorus line is His Hebrew name. I cheerfully 
proclaim G—d’s name.

Nick wrote, “ . . . having worshippers believe that in stating His 
Name—God would strike one dead.”

No, it isn’t a death penalty to spell His name. It is just a sin. I engage 
in enough of them without going out of my way to purposefully do 
another.

Nick wrote, “But, of course, you are very much indoctrinated . . .”
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Laughing out loud. We are all indoctrinated in one way or another.

Nick wrote, “Tell me what you know about God besides the 
commandments that were first written by Egyptian priests over two 
thousand years before Moses.”

Way to ask a no-win question to me. So now, no matter how I respond, 
you get to qualify my answers.

I can turn around and phrase a same type of question back to you. Tell 
me what you know about your god, other than the concepts pulled 
from Mithras, Tammuz, and Bacchus before the Greek Testament was 
first written?

Bowman’s Comment, January 30, 2011

Nick wrote, “As an example, worshippers of the Judaic, Christian, and 
Islamic religions all pray to the same God, and yet, they are divided in 
their belief in that same God.”

They do not worship the same God.

He who has the Son has eternal life.

He who does not have the Son does not have eternal life.

Both Jews and Muslims deny the Son . . . therefore, they do not worship 
the same God and do not have eternal life.

Nick Ginex’s Response, January 31, 2011

Dear Mr. Bowman,

I believe that we can agree that there is only one God that created “all 
there is.” That God came before Jesus Christ who was born of the 
Virgin Mary through the intercession of God’s Holy Spirit.

God created the entire universe with its many galaxies and billions of 
stars. Not until man and woman were formed on the earth, there was 
no need for a Son of God. Can you agree on that before we proceed?

Nick Ginex

R. Berman’s Comment, January 31, 2011
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Nick wrote, “I believe that we can agree that there is only one God that 
created ‘all there is.’” That God came before Jesus Christ who was 
born of the Virgin Mary through the intercession of God’s Holy Spirit. 
God created the entire universe with its many galaxies and billions of 
stars. Not until man and woman were formed on the earth, there was no 
need for a Son of God. Can you agree on that before we proceed?”

Not if Mr. Bowman is a Christian as he purports. The Son is eternal. 
According to the Bible, the Son was involved in creating the 
universe.

Bowman’s Comment, January 31, 2011

Nick wrote, “Dear Mr. Bowman, I believe that we can agree that there 
is only one God that created ‘all there is.’”

Agreed.

Nick wrote, “That God came before Jesus Christ who was born of the 
Virgin Mary through the intercession of God’s Holy Spirit.”

Disagree, brother . . .

The Son has always existed and was not created.

The human form that the Son occupied was created.

Nick wrote, “God created the entire universe with its many galaxies 
and billions of stars.”

The Son created the Universe by, through, and for, Him.

Nick wrote, “Not until man and woman were formed on the earth, 
there was no need for a Son of God. Can you agree on that before we 
proceed?”

That goes against scripture, brother.

The Son, as the Word, is even mentioned in the Genesis creation 
account—long before mankind was formed.

Jo’s Comment, February 1, 2011

Hello Nick,
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Welcome to Tweb. I hope that you decide to stick around for a while as 
I would enjoy the opportunity of having some reasonable and sensible 
discussions with you. Just tonight, I took the time to finally read your 
thread. Hopefully, I am not too late to participate.

You wrote, “What do you think Jesus meant in Revelation 3:13 and 
3:14?”

3:13. He that hath an ear, let him hear what the Spirit saith unto the 
churches.

3:14. And unto the angel of the church of the Laodiceans write; These 
things saith the Amen, the faithful and true witness, the beginning of 
the creation of God; (Rev 3:13-14, KJV)

To answer your question, I would first point out that this vision was 
revealed to one of Jesus’s ancient apostles. As such, it was being 
directed to a leader of the religious movement, which came to be called 
Christianity. However, the truth that is revealed in this Revelation is 
one which can be applied to all of mankind, regardless of the name of 
their religion be they Judaic, Christian, Islamic, etc. That can be said 
because there is only one Almighty God and only one Son of God who 
created under the direction of His Father who is Almighty God. People 
of all religions just call them by different names and hold to various 
and differing beliefs about Father and the Son. As we know, some of 
the religions do not recognize the Son; but this does not mean that their 
Almighty God is a different Almighty God.

The reason it can be applied to all of mankind is because the truth does 
not change; only man’s understanding of the truth varies. In Revelation 
3:13, this is verified to us by the very essence of the words themselves, 
“He that hath an ear, let him hear what the spirit saith.” The key is 
what the spirit saith as it is the Holy Spirit who leads to all truth. 
Therefore, it doesn’t matter what the name of a person’s religion is; all 
truth is being taught by the Holy Spirit. It is due to different points of 
view, circumstances, traditions, etc., which effect “how” truth is being 
revealed by the Holy Spirit is perceived and understood.

The “intent” of the use of the word amen to the Christian religion, 
which is the one I am most familiar as a follower of Christ, is “used to 
express solemn ratification (as of an expression of faith)” as defined 
by the Merriam-Webster Dictionary. However, as used in Revelation 
3:14, I think Vivian does an excellent job of describing the Son who 
is known by Christendom as Jesus Christ, through her use of other 
book of Revelation references. Also, even though some religions do 
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not recognize Christ as the Amen, does not mean He is not the faithful 
and true witness. Eventually, the mystery of God will be revealed to 
all of mankind.

I would like to point out that there is a huge lesson to be learned about 
the basis for your thread through the example we have where Paul 
was teaching the Good News to the Greeks. His point was to teach 
them about the realities of the god(s) they had already figured out must 
exist as evidenced to them through the creation and by what I call the 
“Light of Christ,” which is in everyone born onto the earth. Others 
call the “Light of Christ” by such descriptions as an internal “moral 
compass” or even “conscience.” Unless this “Light” is dulled by a 
man’s circumstances, world view, or choices that conflict with “good” 
(i.e., by mostly choosing “evil” instead), then man is going to be drawn 
to truth when he sees it or hears it. If they have only heard another 
man’s version of explanation for the existence of their world, then that 
is most likely the version of God they will believe in. The Greeks did 
not “know” the same details about their god(s), which Paul held to. Yet 
the fact that they already had a concept about and a belief in a greater 
being than them, was manifested through their desire to somehow 
worship their “unknown” god(s). In order to show reverence to him 
or them, they had built graven images in order for them to satisfy that 
need to show homage and respect to their creator—even though their 
ideas and traditions differed from those of Paul.

We can see through historical evidences that “pagans,” in revering 
their versions of god, did many of the same things which Christians, 
Islamic, and even Jews evolved into doing. They made human sacrifices 
to and on behalf of their beliefs in God. Perhaps, it can even be said 
that the reasons behind the human killings done by “pagans” were 
more righteous and pure than the purposes of these other religions. 
I say this because the purpose of the other religions for killing other 
men was, and still is, to persecute and to destroy those who will not 
agree with their beliefs about God. Pagans, on the other hand, made 
human sacrifices in order to appease their god(s), and not as a means 
of vengeful hate. It amazes me that most Christians will see “human 
sacrifice” as such a heinous or barbaric and ignorant thing to do while 
they overlook the crimes against humanity perpetrated by Christians 
in the very name of Christ. So we can see that mankind has created 
the martyrs spoken of in Revelation. The Christian and Judaic pattern 
revealed in Revelation will be a pattern repeated in other religions 
because the same Almighty God is their God as well. The prophecies 
made in Revelation are for ALL of mankind; the same truth applies to 
all of us. The same Christ will be the judge of all of us—regardless 
of what our beliefs were while we are in the flesh. Because He is 
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just and merciful, judgment will be fair to all. The atonement is for 
all of mankind; mercy cannot rob justice. If we keep the two great 
commandments, and if we study scripture through the lenses of love, 
we can understand this. More importantly, if we allow ourselves to be 
in-tune with the Holy Spirit, He will lead to all truth; so not only will 
the scriptures reveal their meaning, our hearts and minds are opened 
to additional knowledge that will be revealed to us by the Holy Spirit 
concerning the Kingdom of God when we are ready to hear and 
understand it. Unless we are truly loving God and loving others as 
ourselves, this is just not going to happen or be seen and heard even 
by those who say they follow Christ.

We should also remember that inasmuch as we are taught through the 
OT of the Bible that the Jews are the chosen people, aka, the children 
of Israel, that they are the ones whom God revealed Himself to and 
whom He personally led and directed. This is why when the Jewish 
converts to Christ saw that the Holy Spirit was also descending upon 
the gentiles, they were shocked. God had been exclusively theirs! Now, 
they were learning that their God was also the God of the gentiles. Of 
course, we know that the big difference now was that Jesus, the Son of 
God, had come in the flesh and was now the crucified and resurrected 
Savior of all mankind. So this was the version of “God” being taught 
to the gentiles even though the unconverted (and now blinded) Jews 
still believed in their traditional version of the God of Abraham.

My point for bringing this up is that all of mankind whether they were 
Jewish or not, still are all born with the Light of Christ, and they all still 
saw the creation even though God had not been leading and directing 
them as they were not a part of the house of Israel. Indeed, how do 
we know for sure that God never manifested Himself in other ways to 
non-Jews? Surely, there are instances in the Bible, which indicate that 
He must have influenced non-Jews to be at certain places and to do 
certain things. All of mankind has free will to exercise. I don’t believe 
their choices were made by coincidence. At the very least, therefore, 
they still had a desire for truth, which caused them to seek answers 
and try to learn about their “unknown” God. Hence, throughout man’s 
history, we see the emergence of various belief systems being created. 
Since there are righteous individuals found in all of humanity, we can 
see that all of mankind has truth being recognized and revered even 
though the amount of truth they hold to may vary and is understood 
differently. I would also add that I do not understand why so many 
professed “Christians” stick to the opinion that pagan is some type 
of heretical and dirty word. In the OT, the term was generally used to 
differentiate between a Jew and a non-Jew. In the NT, the term Gentile 
became the identifier of the “source” of a convert from “pagan” or 
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non-Jew to Christ. But the “source” of pagan still represented someone 
who believed in god(s); just not the Christian version of God.

I understand how it is you have concluded that the influence of much 
of Egypt’s belief system, which he had been taught has been adopted 
by Moses into the Judaic belief system. I would offer, however, that 
this belief system did not originate with the Egyptians. Rather, there 
has been a belief in God since the time of Adam and Eve (or however 
mankind reconciles their beliefs to the existence of the first man and 
woman on the earth). Therefore, it may not be consistent within your 
own decisions to see that The Amen of Judaic beliefs be cemented into 
Egyptian roots. Man has always tried to reconcile himself with the 
Light of Christ within him, and to the existence of a greater being as 
manifested through the creation. Christ has always been the faithful and 
true witness since before the foundation and creation of the worlds.

May God continue to be with you.

Jo

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 1, 2011

Hello Jo,

You sure like to write a lot. But this is good because it reflects how 
strongly you believe in the Bible. I am not about to change your beliefs. 
My mission in life, perhaps through the Holy Spirit of God, is to reveal 
the truth how man first came to conceive God. You are invited to read 
a book I authored, Future of God Amen. You may read an overview of 
the book by simply placing an Internet search on the title.

The book offers a historical presentation of how man came to conceive 
one universal God. God was not understood by the children of Adam 
and Eve, and not until Abraham was there any effort to pray to and 
to worship God. You see, Jo, you must be truthful in your statements 
and not lie to prove a point. We both are trying to understand our God 
and how we can lead a moral and an ethical life. So please dispense 
with long discourses and try to deal with facts. Too long the religious 
establishment has tried to hide the significance of the words of Jesus 
Christ when he said Amen was, the beginning of the creation of God.

For you, a man of God, to not understand what Jesus means by those 
words is due to your lack of history. Future of God Amen provides 
how man first conceived one-universal God and how that God has 
come to influence the development of the Judaic, Christian, and 



211ameN aNd Jesus’ RevelatioN

Islamic religions. This book not only offers an objective critique of 
the Torah, Gospels, and Koran, it also provides recommendations for 
religious leaders to work together and teach the Word of God. Do you 
know the Word of God? It is not the whole Bible for that would be 
very confusing. I give you a hint, the Word of God was proclaimed 
by Jesus. For a very religious man, you should know in which gospel 
Jesus announced the Word. It is really very simple.

Jo’s Comment, February 1, 2011

Hi Nick,

When we are being personally guided by the Holy Spirit, God will 
make it known to us what it is He wants us to do. You believe that God 
wants you to reveal the truth of how man first came to conceive God.

Now, if you believe that the Bible is the Word of God, then you will 
believe that Adam and Eve spoke to God in the Garden of Eden, and 
God spoke to them. They were able to understand that He was God, 
and they heard His voice speaking words to them, which they were 
able to understand. Then, they were cast out of the Garden. It is not 
likely that they ever forgot this experience. It is likely they taught 
their children about God. Indeed, Cain recognized and understood 
that it was God who was speaking to him, and it was God who Cain 
answered when he lied to God about not knowing the whereabouts of 
his brother Abel, whom Cain had murdered.

So we can see that from the very first man and woman on the earth, 
that they knew and spoke with God.

Are you aware that the book of Job was written almost one thousand 
years before Moses began writing scripture? In other words, the book 
of Job had already been written long before Moses was ever called 
as a Prophet and given the task of writing the books, which God 
commanded him to write. It is suspected the book of Job was written 
by Elihu, who was a young man filled with the Holy Spirit, who is part 
of the story written in the book of Job. This information could very 
well have an impact on your work.

I think it is admirable that you have taken the time to study man’s 
written history in order to attempt to reconcile man’s writings with 
God inspired Holy Scripture, which you have done as a result to 
accomplish what you believe God wants you to do. Inasmuch as I 
believe your work could be interesting to read, it would only be for the 
historicity contained therein (I do love to read about history). Since I 
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already believe in God, however, I leave any guidance for leading me 
to any truth in the hands of the Holy Spirit. If there is something in your 
book, which has value in teaching me any truth about the Kingdom of 
God, then He will let me know. Otherwise, it will hold value only as a 
possible interesting history book to read.

What I do know and have confidence in is what the Holy Spirit has 
personally revealed to me. What I don’t know is what the Holy Spirit 
has personally revealed to you. The same can be said from your side 
of the fence. You can know what has been revealed to you, but you 
cannot know what has been revealed to me.

You said, “You see, Jo, you must be truthful in your statements and 
not lie to prove a point.” I don’t know if your intent was to tell me 
you think I lied in something I said. Maybe your intent was to use the 
word you as an application to mankind in general. If it was to mankind 
in general, then maybe you said this in support of one of the purposes 
you wrote your book. If you meant it about something I said, you will 
need to point out what you think I lied about. Since I am unfamiliar 
with the way you present your comments during a discussion, I will 
give you the benefit of the doubt and go with the idea that you are 
talking about mankind in general.

As a heads up since you are new to this website, you will need to 
familiarize yourself with the rules and regulations Tweb has set 
up about the contents of posts. They are generally very generous 
compared to most apologetic websites. However, they do have some 
hard-and-fast rules about accusing someone of lying.

Meanwhile, I get it that you are trying to promote your book. Readers 
are not going to be able to discuss its contents on this forum until 
after they read it. Therefore, at this point, it appears your only purpose 
for using this thread is to promote your book and not actually talk 
about any specific topic. Yet, you did ask a question in your OP, and 
I answered it. Now you have dismissed my answer without actually 
addressing the contents of my response. In fact, you have presented 
your opinion that I am ignorant of the Bible because I have not studied 
the history of the evolution of man’s concepts about God. This is 
ludicrous. Indeed, through my simple presentation of the teachings of 
Adam and Eve in the Garden of Eden, and Cain’s later conversation 
with God about Abel as well as the fact the book of Job was written far 
in advance of the time Moses’s wrote any scripture that I can already 
see an error in the premise you have made that man did not understand 
God until Abraham.
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I would also like to point out that Noah was a man of God who lived 
before Abraham. In Genenis 8:20, we see that Noah built an altar unto 
the Lord and offered burnt offerings on the altar. So the Bible itself 
shows that man had been worshiping God long before Abraham came 
on the scene. This specifically disallows your premise that it was not 
until Abraham that man made any effort to pray to or worship God.

This has the result of giving me doubt to the credibility of other 
conclusions you may have presented in your book, regardless of the 
zeal you have in presenting it.

BTW, you should take note that it is very clear, without even bothering 
to go to my profile page, that I am not a man.

Meh . . . we all make mistakes. Good luck with your book, and may 
God watch over and bless you.

R. Berman’s Comment, February 2, 2011

Jo wrote, “Here is the passage Nick is referring to

And unto the angel of the church of the Laodiceans write; These things 
saith the Amen, the faithful and true witness, the beginning of the 
creation of God (Rev 3:14, KJV);

“I’m not sure where he is trying to go with this . . .”

Ah! Where he’s mainly going is to get us to buy his book. But as far 
as that text, it’s another place where Jesus is described as being the 
beginning (arche, the first, the leader, the ruler, and the origin) and the 
end (amen, the closing word of a prayer). It doesn’t have to do with 
universal religion, but with Christ’s universal pre-eminence over all 
things A to Z.

Nick Ginex’s Comment, February 3, 2011

Hello Jo,

Thank you for your response, and my apology for thinking you were 
a man. You write with a deep belief in Jesus as being God the Father, 
the creator of all there is. Apparently, you believe God created Jesus to 
create the universe instead of doing it Himself. I do not wish to argue 
or debate if Jesus is God because Jesus himself said in the first three 
gospels that he was the Son of Man. It was only in the Gospel of John 
that Jesus explicitly states five times that he is the Son of God. To me, 
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that does not matter. What does matter is that I believe in the words 
of Jesus even if he was a Man of God. It was God, the Father, that 
used Jesus as His surrogate to proclaim the Word of God. In your long 
discourse, you did not answer the question, what is the Word of God?

Jo, believe me, I do not plan on or wish to get rich by selling Future 
of God Amen. Too many people have been made fools of by religious 
leaders as they divide and separate our sisters and brothers into 
believing their God is the only true God. You probably know that the 
Egyptian civilization existed before and after God’s (Noah’s) Flood, yet 
many Christians believe in this myth, which is supposed to be flawless 
as God’s inspired word. There are many inconsistencies in the Bible, 
and there are abominations of text in the Koran. Future of God Amen 
provides an objective critique of the Torah, Gospels, and the Koran. 
More importantly, recommendations are provided to assist perceptive 
and courageous religious leaders of these religions to work together to 
unify their beliefs and teach the Word of God.

Perhaps, because you have the stamina to fight for the belief in God, 
you will read the book and become a daughter of God. You are aware 
what Jesus said in John 14:12, “Verily, verily, I say unto you, he that 
believeth on me, the works that I do shall he do also; and greater 
works than these shall he do; because I go to my Father.”

Jo, two things are understood by what Jesus said, one, that there will be 
others that will do greater works than what he has done and two, Jesus 
goes to his Father, which clearly means he is not the Father. I believe 
God embraced Jesus as His Son and put him on earth to pronounce the 
Word of God. Again, do you know what the Word of God is?

Jo’s Response, February 3, 2011

Hi Nick,

I apologize for having my feathers ruffled. Can you forgive me?

First of all, I believe that the Word of God is Jesus Christ. Also, I 
believe that we are all sons and daughters of Father, spiritually 
speaking; therefore, I am already a daughter of God. What I do not yet 
know is what level of Heaven I will make it to. In order to be a joint 
heir with Christ, I must be able to enter a higher level of heaven.

Also, in order to be able to live in the same level of heaven with Father, 
I need to be able to live in the celestial kingdom where Father resides. 
I believe Jesus is the God of Abraham. As such, whenever He would 
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ask for Satan to report to him on what he was busy doing, he actually 
met with Christ in a lower level of Heaven—perhaps the terrestrial 
kingdom since he (Satan) is unclean due to his sin against Father, and 
cannot go to where Father is due to his uncleanness. We see Satan 
making such reports to Christ in the book of Job. I hope that I have 
made it clear that I do not agree with the Trinity theory, which is why 
orthodox Christians claim I am bringing upon myself my own eternal 
damnation since I refuse to agree with their beliefs. Jo rolls her eyes.

I believe that the plan of salvation was prepared and agreed to before 
the foundation of our earth. God chose Jesus over Satan to not only 
create our world, but to also be the Savior of our world before the 
world was created. Jesus wanted to give all the glory to the Father and 
to follow the will of the Father. Satan (Lucifer at the time), desired the 
glory for himself, and he wanted to take away man’s free agency in 
order to force everyone to return to the Father and do what he wanted 
was apart from the will of the Father. The argument escalated to the 
point where Satan’s subordination to the Father caused him and the 
third of the hosts of heaven who followed Satan to be cast out of the 
celestial kingdom. He was given power and dominion over the earth 
where he has struggled against Father’s plan of salvation throughout 
all of mankind’s journey on the earth. He was not given a physical 
body, which is a necessary element and training ground for all of us 
on our continuing eternal journey, which is why He and his demons try 
to overtake our bodies so that they can gain the experience necessary 
to progress.

It is an admirable goal to desire that all of the major religions of 
the world unite their efforts—especially so that the two greatest 
commandments can be kept by all believers—especially toward one 
another.

I would like to address your reference to John 14:12, “Verily, verily, 
I say unto you, he that believeth on me, the works that I do shall 
he do also; and greater works than these shall he do; because I go 
to my Father.” I would offer for your consideration that inasmuch 
as He was speaking to His apostles before Pentecost when the gift 
of the Holy Spirit ascended that Jesus was teaching them privately 
for probably about forty to forty-five days. I am guessing that some 
pretty heavy training was going on between Him and His apostles. In 
fact, Peter, James, and John were able to witness the transfiguration 
of Christ at which time I think they received special knowledge and 
training apart from the other apostles. Yet we still hear Jesus teaching 
them that He had not taught them everything; the Holy Spirit, the 
comforter would come and lead them to all truth. Now, I would offer 



216 Nicholas P. GiNex

that if you were to take the time to see afterward how it was that 
the apostles continued to perform miracles and were able to be there 
for the conversion of great numbers of people with the help of the 
Holy Spirit descending upon the peoples, that these were the things 
which were greater than what Jesus has accomplished which Jesus 
was referring to. Inasmuch as we see Peter, James, and John visiting 
the various church groups throughout the lands, where the disciples 
and apostles were teaching the gospel message and gaining converts 
to the church, we also discover that they were also concerned with 
whether or not new converts had received only the baptism by water 
(still being referred to as the baptism of John the Baptist) and then 
making sure that they then baptized those individuals with the Holy 
Spirit by the laying on of hands. To me, this is an indication that 
special authorities had been given to these individuals, which I 
recognize as the power of the priesthood, which Jesus bestowed upon 
them during the forty to forty-five days of intense training received 
by the apostles. Obviously, as in the case of Philip, he only had the 
authority to baptize with water. The new converts had to wait until 
those who had the authority to bestow the Holy Spirit by the laying 
on of hands could do so (see below, Acts 8:12-17, KJV)

8:12 But when they believed Philip preaching the things concerning 
the kingdom of God, and the name of Jesus Christ, they were baptized, 
both men and women.

8:13 Then Simon himself believed also: and when he was baptized, 
he continued with Philip, and wondered, beholding the miracles and 
signs which were done.

8:14 Now when the apostles which were at Jerusalem heard that 
Samaria had received the word of God, they sent unto them Peter and 
John:

8:15 Who, when they were come down, prayed for them, that they 
might receive the Holy Ghost:

8:16 For as yet he was fallen upon none of them: only they were 
baptized in the name of the Lord Jesus.

8:17 Then laid they their hands on them, and they received the Holy 
Ghost.

Best regards,

Jo



217ameN aNd Jesus’ RevelatioN

Tanakh’s Comment, February 3, 2011

Nick wrote, “Jo, believe me, I do not plan on or wish to get rich by 
selling Future of God Amen. Too many people have been made fools 
of by religious leaders as they divide and separate our sisters and 
brothers into believing their God is the only true God.”

Oh really, you aren’t trying to purvey your book?

Nick wrote, “Future of God Amen provides an objective critique of the 
Torah, Gospels, and the Koran. More importantly, recommendations 
are provided to assist perceptive and courageous religious leaders 
of these religions to work together to unify their beliefs and teach 
the Word of God. Perhaps, because you have the stamina to fight for 
the belief in God, you will read the book and become a daughter of 
God.”

Oh no, you’re not trying to sell your book (sarcasm off). But if you 
do read your book by having the proper stamina, you will become 
a daughter of god. Also religious leaders that read your book are 
perceptive and courageous. What would you call religious leaders that 
don’t read your book, blind and timid?

Nick wrote, “I believe God embraced Jesus as His Son and put him on 
earth to pronounce the Word of God.”

A proof from your own mouth that you are not objective. You have 
your own beliefs and agenda. You too are trying to convince people 
that your view of gods is the only true version of gods. Your book can 
only be a subjective critique of various religious books.

Barnasha’s Comment, February 3, 2011

Bowman wrote,

“They do not worship the same God. He who has the Son has eternal 
life. He who does not have the Son does not have eternal life. Both 
Jews and Muslims deny the Son . . . . therefore, they do not worship 
the same God and do not have eternal life.”

That contradicts the Christian Church’s claim to legitimacy. There is 
no such thing as ‘the Son’ unless you are a Trinitarian. Not everyone 
is. Learn to be tolerant of others.
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Jo’s Response, February 3, 2011

Barnasha wrote, “That contradicts the Christian church’s claim 
to legitimacy. There is no such thing as ‘the Son’ unless you are a 
Trinitarian. Not everyone is. Learn to be tolerant of others.”

I believe that Jesus Christ is the Son of Almighty God. However, 
Christ is a completely separate being from His Father, Almighty 
God. Similarly, the Holy Spirit is also a completely separate being. 
Therefore, I am not a Trinitarian. Of course, according to orthodoxy, I 
am not a Christian either because I do not agree with their man-made 
Trinity theory. Sigh

Jo

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 3, 2011

This reply is for Jo, a daughter of God. Other people in this forum are 
welcomed to participate.

Of course, Jo, I accept your apology for whatever you feel sorry 
for. However, I do not feel you have been hard on me or hurt my 
feelings.

Jo, I will not challenge your interpretation about what Jesus meant 
when he said there will be others who believe in him that will do 
greater works than he. I do not rationalize what Jesus said to fit my 
belief in God or Jesus. I simply read what he stated and believe he 
offers hope in the future for daughters and sons of God to improve our 
beliefs in God. The initial belief in one-universal God was conceived 
by the ancient Egyptians and documented by the priesthood of Amon in 
the scripture titled, Amon As the Sole God. This document was written 
centuries before the Torah when Jewish priests wrote Genesis during 
the reign of Solomon. Scholars have verified that many ideas and 
phrases in Genesis were derived from Egyptian hymns and scripture.

Do not dismiss the religion of ancient Egypt as being a myth. I truly 
believe that scripture is not cast in concrete. Just as the Egyptian 
priesthood revised their conception of God until they derived the 
one God of all creation, changes must be made to the Bible, Gospels, 
and the Koran. We are still evolving as human beings. People today 
are more educated and discerning; they cannot readily accept the 
myths and inconsistencies of the scriptures of today. There is only 
one-universal God and the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religions had 
better work toward that one belief. They all originated from the basic 
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belief in Amen as the God of all creation. To continue to deny that 
truth, acknowledged by Jesus Christ, their religions will crumble and 
fail as institutions to establish peace and love throughout our world.

You may dismiss the words of Jesus proclaiming Amen as “the faithful 
and true witness, the beginning of the creation of God.” But the mere 
fact that Amen is sung and announced in temples and churches should 
give you pause and reflect that Amen cannot mean “So be it” when 
Jesus said Amen is an “entity,” a faithful and true witness. You have 
misconstrued the words of Jesus about Amen just as you misconstrue 
his words about there being others who will do greater works than 
He.

For all your knowledge about the Bible, and specifically the Gospels, 
you do not appear to acknowledge the Word of God. The word is not 
Jesus Christ; it is what Jesus said three times in the Gospel of John. 
This was the last command given by Jesus and I would like to know if 
you agree, dismiss, or rationalize his words into something else.

My mission is to spread the Word of God. The Word is not a person; it 
is what God wants us to do. It is an action that glorifies God and makes 
Him proud of His creations.

Nick Ginex

Jo’s Response, February 3, 2011

“This reply is for Jo, a daughter of God. Other people in this forum are 
welcomed to participate. Of course, Jo, I accept your apology.”

Hi Nick,

I appreciate what you are saying. When I study the Bible, I study the 
Bible as a whole. Therefore, passages from one book will absolutely 
correlate with other passages. I will admit that I do not understand 
all passages—that is either because I am not yet ready to personally 
understand it, or God’s purpose is to keep it a mystery. I do believe, 
however, that everyone will understand the Bible in the same way 
once the mystery of God has been revealed to the world in the end 
times. Therefore, when I offered for your consideration that you view 
what transpired in the actions of the apostles after Jesus’s ascension, it 
was in keeping with the manner I believe the Bible should be studied; 
that is, as a whole. Similarly, if I come across something that seems to 
contradict another understanding, then I look at my understanding to 
try to find where the conflict is coming from. I do not try to twist the 
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Bible to agree with something I want it to say in order for there to be 
no contradiction.

Your information about the Egyptians is intriguing. Do you know if 
it predates Job? Inasmuch as I believe man worshiped God from the 
time of Adam and Eve, it does not surprise me for us to find elements 
of altars, worship, life after death (even if only spiritually speaking) to 
be found in all religions. It could be that the Egyptians were the first to 
really try to formally create a written record of their beliefs, which is 
how it is that scholars are using Egyptian writings to compare with the 
writings of other religions. Judaic religious traditions were generally 
passed on verbally. Who is to say which religion first influenced the 
other?

You wrote, “Do not dismiss the religion of ancient Egypt as being 
a myth. I truly believe that scripture is not cast in concrete. Just as 
the Egyptian priesthood revised their conception of God until they 
derived the one God of all creation, changes must be made to the 
Bible, Gospels, and the Koran. We are still evolving as human beings. 
People today are more educated and discerning; they cannot readily 
accept the myths and inconsistencies of the scriptures of today. There 
is only one-universal God, and the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic 
religions had better work toward that one belief. They all originated 
from the basic belief in Amen as the God of all creation. To continue 
to deny that truth, acknowledged by Jesus Christ, their religions will 
crumble and fail as institutions to establish peace and love throughout 
our world.”

I do not dismiss the religion of ancient Egypt as being a myth. I also 
believe that many books, which were written and tell us of other 
prophets who lived in OT times have been lost; thus were never made 
canon. I also believe that in spite of any errors that have been made 
throughout the history of mankind when translating scripture, will have 
little effect on the message being taught. That is because if you leave 
man’s determinations out of the picture and allow yourself to be led by 
the Holy Spirit, then the message you are supposed to have revealed to 
you will be revealed to you.

You wrote, “You may dismiss the words of Jesus proclaiming Amen 
as the faithful and true witness, the beginning of the creation of God. 
But the mere fact that Amen is sung and announced in temples and 
churches should give you pause and reflect that Amen cannot mean 
‘So be it’ when Jesus said Amen is an ‘entity,’ a faithful and true 
witness. You have misconstrued the words of Jesus about Amen just 
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as you misconstrue his words about there being others who will do 
greater works than he.”

There are many “titles” described in the Bible. Even “death” and “hell” 
are titles, but are also representative of specific beings or entities or 
powers whose names are “death” and “hell.” For instance, when Jesus 
rebuked Peter and called him “Satan,” Jesus was using the title of 
Satan to describe Peter’s actions at that moment. We know that Peter 
is not Satan. Similarly, in the end times, death and hell will be thrown 
into the lake of fire and brimstone where they will no longer have any 
power over mankind.

You wrote, “For all your knowledge about the Bible, and specifically 
the Gospels, you do not appear to acknowledge the Word of God. The 
word is not Jesus Christ; it is what Jesus said three times in the Gospel 
of John. This was the last command given by Jesus and I would like 
to know if you agree, dismiss, or rationalize his words into something 
else.”

Christ holds many different titles in the Bible. One of those titles is 
“the Word.” When the vision of Revelation is being revealed to John, I 
believe it is Christ who is the Amen, the faithful and true witness.

You wrote, “My mission is to spread the Word of God. The Word is 
not a person; it is what God wants us to do. It is an action that glorifies 
God and makes Him proud of His creations.”

I believe that in this instance, you are using “Word of God” not as 
a “title,” but as the actual teachings of God. I have no problem with 
that. I think that most people make the distinctions in their own minds 
between the title of Word of God as being Christ versus the teachings 
of God which are the “word(s) of God” being used to describe those 
teachings while they are reading scripture. Perhaps we are talking past 
each other.

God bless you,

Jo

Bowman’s Comment, February 3, 2011

Jo wrote, “I believe that Jesus Christ is the Son of Almighty God. 
However, Christ is a completely separate being from His Father, 
Almighty God. Likewise, the Holy Spirit is also a completely separate 
being. Therefore, I am not a trinitarian. Of course, according to 
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orthodoxy, I am not a Christian either because I do not agree with 
their man-made Trinity theory. Sigh . . .”

Correct . . . you are not a Christian.

Jo’s Response, February 4, 2011

Bowman wrote, “Correct . . . you are not a Christian.”

I still pray to the same heavenly Father and believe in the same Jesus 
Christ I did when I was a Lutheran. I am sorry you have swallowed 
the restrictions of orthodox belief. You are wrong. Indeed, you are not 
Christ and are not able to judge my soul.

Jo

Bowman’s Response, February 4, 2011

Jo wrote, “I still pray to the same heavenly Father and believe in the 
same Jesus Christ I did when I was a Lutheran. I am sorry you have 
swallowed the restrictions of orthodox belief. You are wrong. Indeed, 
you are not Christ and are not able to judge my soul.”

Biblical scripture clearly teaches the Trinity, sister . . . . OT through 
NT. To deny this is to deny the creator who has revealed Himself as 
such. Latter Day Saint’s is a cult with the sole intention of denying 
Jesus’s deity.

Same as Judaism, Islam, JW’s, etc.

Perhaps you need to reevaluate your position and actually study what 
the scriptures tell us instead of relying upon man-made doctrines . . . 
yes?

Jo’s Response, February 4, 2011

Sorry, Bowman,

I have been refuting your Trinity theory since I was thirteen years 
old when I first discovered that that is what the Lutheran church was 
teaching. It has been an even longer time, however, that I believed 
that the Father, the Son and the Holy Spirit are three separate and 
individual beings . . . that would be since I first learned to read.
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I have heard all of the arguments in favor of the Trinity—but the 
numbers of mankind who agree to the Trinity mean nothing to me. 
My faith and beliefs about God are not based on a show-of-hands vote 
taken by man. Since it was the Holy Spirit who taught me there are 
three separate beings in the godhead, I never learned this by listening 
to man’s doctrine. Therefore, your argument is based upon a false 
premise when you assume that it was man who taught me this doctrine. 
You do puppet quite well what you have been taught by man. I know 
what the Holy Spirit has taught me; you do not. Indeed your efforts to 
derail this thread are duly noted.

Jo

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 5, 2011

Thank you, Jo, for your response.

You have not told me what the Word of God is. God had His surrogate, 
Jesus, announce it three times in the Gospel of John.

Do not consider yourself incapable of reading and understanding the 
Bible. It has many wonderful moral teachings, but it also has its myths 
and inconsistencies. As an inspired Holy Book, God has presented 
it so that people can easily understand it. To say it is a mystery in 
some parts is an excuse for further misinterpretation and convoluted 
thinking.

Read the Bible, especially the words of Jesus. All other portions of the 
Bible are secondhand and are beliefs and thoughts of men that give 
their own impressions, which are not from God or His Holy Spirit.

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 5, 2011

Mr. Bowman, if I may support Jo, she is absolutely correct that the 
Trinity was not spoken about in the Bible. It is man-made dogma 
to fuse Jesus, a man of God, with God, the creator of all there is, 
and God’s Holy Spirit. The church characterizes the Trinity as three 
persons in one. This is convoluted thinking because God came first. 
How else could Jesus be God’s son then by being created by God just 
as the Egyptian God Atum created other gods to represent the earth, 
heaven, water, and the air we breathe.

What the church has done is create a polytheistic form of God by 
saying God consists of three persons—the Father, the Son, and the 
Holy Spirit. This is an attempt to fuse Jesus with God, and it is only 
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in the Gospel of John that the church finds a way to rationalize this 
concept. In the four Gospels, Jesus said he was the Son of Man 76 
times. It was only in the Gospel of John that Jesus explicitly states 5 
times he is the Son of God.

Mr. Bowman, you are intelligent enough to know that John opened 
his Gospel on a majestic note by saying in the beginning was the 
Word and the Word was with God and the Word was God. The church 
grabbed these lines to then hypothesize that the Word is Jesus. But this 
is misconstruing what John wrote because in the beginning there was 
God who later created His Son. Anybody with common sense knows 
that in the beginning when God created all of the galaxies, stars, and 
planets, it was not until He created heaven, earth, and man that His 
son was needed to spread the Word of God. Jesus stated the Word 
three times in the Gospel of John. It is the greatest command given to 
mankind.

Those who can only believe in Jesus if he is a God are not followers of 
Jesus. I, for one, believe in Jesus and his teachings whether or not he 
is a God. Why? Because Jesus was a man of God who gave us God’s 
last command—Love one another.

Jo’s Comment, February 6, 2011

Nick wrote, “Thank you, Jo, for your response. You have not told me 
what the Word of God is. God had His surrogate, Jesus, announce it 
three times in the Gospel of John.”

Jesus is the Son of God—not just some surrogate. There are many 
things Jesus claims in the Gospel of John. He is the Good Shepherd, 
He is the Light, He is “I Am.” I found seven places where He refers to 
Himself as the Son of man, He also claims to be the Son of God, and 
He claims I am the vine.

Nick wrote, “Do not consider yourself incapable of reading and 
understanding the Bible. It has many wonderful moral teachings, but 
it also has its myths and inconsistencies. As an inspired Holy Book, 
God has presented it so that people can easily understand it. To say it 
is a mystery in some parts is an excuse for further misinterpretation 
and convoluted thinking.”

I do not consider myself incapable of reading and understanding the 
Bible. However, I do recognize that I am still blind to those things 
pertaining to the Kingdom of God, which have not yet been revealed 
to me. There is not only milk in the Bible, there is also meat there, 
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and depending upon what I am prepared to receive, that is what I will 
receive. Indeed, there are layers and layers of understanding to be had. 
Jesus Himself taught in parables for a purpose. Whenever He says, 
“He that has ears, let him hear.” He is referring to the capability and 
preparedness of people to understand His teachings. Where one person 
thinks is a very plain and easy thing to comprehend, to another it is 
completely unseen or misunderstood. I think that the misinterpretations 
and convoluted thinking come from the minds of men. Rather than 
learning to discern the influence of the Holy Spirit, they are influenced 
by what man has taught them.

Nick wrote, “Read the Bible, especially the words of Jesus. All other 
portions of the Bible are secondhand and are beliefs and thoughts of 
men that give their own impressions, which are not from God or His 
Holy Spirit.”

This would take another thread to discuss as I do not agree with 
everything you have said here.

Best regards,

Jo

Franktalk’s Comment, February 6, 2011

R. Berman wrote, “I don’t know how you got that out of my post. My 
point was that Jo uses ‘orthodox’ as a pejorative when really it just 
means ‘truth,’ and she’s not really opposed to truth. She’s opposed to 
certain teachings, which she believes are untrue, which puts her in the 
same boat as everyone else.

As far as your specific questions: No, I don’t support abuses, by 
definition. Only God condemns people to Hell because only God is 
the judge of all things. Christians proclaim what God has revealed 
concerning his judgments. As far as whether burning at the stake 
is ever an acceptable form of capital punishment, I can’t think of a 
situation in which I would consider it necessary, especially since the 
advent of the noose and the guillotine, which replaced burning as a 
means of public execution.”

So you support the more humane forms of death like the noose and the 
guillotine. How utterly modern of you.

You can’t use a definition of a word to cover for a group defined by 
that word. You sound like some liberal wanting to define words so 
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they can hide their agenda. If the fallen church does not follow the 
teachings of Christ, and they define themselves as orthodox then they 
have used the word not as defined but used it as a label or name for 
themselves. Your attempt at diversion is small and weak.

So tell me when did the orthodox church come into existence? And 
all of the acts committed by the church are they to be sifted like chaff 
from grain? Is there no price to pay?

The Muslim religion has a long history of wars as do the Christians. 
And in who’s name were these wars fought? The warriors in the 
Muslim faith are bold and proclaim their god as they act out violence. 
But what is worse, killing the flesh or condemning someone to hell. 
The scripture tells us not to fear someone who can kill the flesh but 
to fear someone who can condemn the soul. And since man can’t 
condemn the soul then we are to fear God. But what of those men who 
think they can judge a man’s soul? Should they fear God?

Jo’s Comment, February 6, 2011

R. Berman wrote, “‘Orthodox’ just means “true teaching.” So yes, 
men do indeed want to know what’s true and what’s not true. Your 
post shows that you have this same desire, to know the truth. Yes?”

I would say that most men do seek truth. God sent the Holy Spirit to 
help man in his searching. However, man, from the ancient church 
forward, has tried to quantify what the truths were that were being 
taught. For man to have made the decision as to what the “true” 
teachings were in the first place meant that what other men thought 
was also true, got thrown out. Today, man either believes that there 
was no other truth being considered when “orthodox” was stamped 
next to a particular interpretation of what man thought was the truth, 
or through the teachings of orthodoxy (how convenient . . .), all other 
interpretations simply weren’t the true ones. Thus, the entire premise of 
what today is considered “orthodox” is built upon a false premise. For 
one to observe the history of Christianity and pretend that the issue of 
what was orthodox and what was not had the effect of solidifying what 
is truth, is to deny the cause of all of the strife within the church. It even 
exists today being masqued as “essential” versus “non-essential,” yet 
the fighting within the church is just as fierce. As for those who dare 
to disagree with orthodox beliefs, today it is not politically correct 
within “civilized” countries to actually take their lives. All of this, 
the infighting and the usurping of judgment, are not manifestations 
of truth; they are manifestations of the adversary. It is still orthodoxy 
today who declares any who disagree with them as eternally damned; 
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thus stealing judgment from God’s hands. To deny it is to deny your 
very own belief system. This knowledge should make you extremely 
uncomfortable. Waving your hands about with excuses in trying to 
deny it will not cover it up or make it go away.

Berman wrote, “That is so true. Men are fallible. Pick any man of God, 
and if you look at his life for a few minutes, you’ll find things done 
wrong, things said wrong. That’s why God gave us the Bible, as an 
eternal standard of truth by which we can judge the words of men. So 
when any man—any man—arises and declares a new “message from 
God,” that message must, must, must be compared to God’s Word to 
see if it is true.”

But you still, still, still, compare it with man’s definition of what is 
orthodox and throw sincere one-on-one personal spirit with Holy 
Spirit guidance to the wind. Your view of what you are allowed to be 
taught by the Holy Spirit is tainted by man’s opinions and rules and 
legacy of violence in upholding their own interpretations, and Satan 
rejoices in it.

Berman wrote, “The Holy Spirit does guide us into all truth through the 
study of the scripture. That’s why the Bereans were not afraid to compare 
even the words of the Apostle Paul to scripture. That’s why Apollos and 
Philip and Peter and Paul all taught about Jesus from the scriptures. That’s 
why Paul instructed the Galatians to beware any message that denied the 
gospel, even if it seemed to be an angel bringing the new message (Gal 
1:8).”

The Holy Spirit does not only guide us into understanding the truth 
that is presented through the study of scripture, it even guides us 
that Jesus had not taught everything because we were not yet ready 
to bear it. And these words He spoke to His own apostles whom He 
had privately taught for at least forty days. That is quite a statement 
for Him to make—that even He, the Son of God, after forty days of 
intense private teaching had not taught His apostles everything because 
they were still not ready to bear it. Just think! Three of them, Peter, 
James, and John had witnessed His transfiguration and had heard 
Father speak. Even hearing Father speak, and having Jesus in the flesh 
teaching them privately for forty days was still not long enough for 
them to even be able to bear anymore teaching. Also, through this 
teaching, it is quite plain to see that the scripture does not hold all 
of the truth. So for you to say that the Holy Spirit does guide us into 
all truth through the study of the scripture is making Jesus’s words a 
lie. Jesus told us that not all the truth had yet been revealed by Him. 
Obviously, therefore, what the apostles wrote as scripture does not 
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contain all of the truth. In other words, there is more truth to be had 
than what is written in scripture. Even John records this very same 
truth in Revelation. He was forbidden to record what he learned of the 
seven thunders. So at the very least, we know that the truth about the 
seven thunders has not been written in the scripture. We also have the 
scripture, which tells us this

And there are also many other things which Jesus did, the which, if 
they should be written every one, I suppose that even the world itself 
could not contain the books that should be written. Amen (Jn 21:25, 
KJV).

Now, remember, that whatever books that would have been written 
that did contain all those things, they still would not have included 
the things Jesus had not taught them because they were yet unable to 
bear them.

Indeed, John also recorded in Revelation:

And he said unto me, Thou must prophesy again before many peoples, 
and nations, and tongues, and kings (Rev 10:11, KJV).

Have you seen John’s additional prophesies to many peoples, nations, 
tongues, and kings?

So I ask you, how can the Holy Spirit lead to all truth through the 
study of the scriptures if the scriptures do not hold all truth?

Berman wrote, “We must certainly be on guard against those who 
make up their own religion, claiming a special, secret message from 
God that goes against God’s Word.”

Jesus was not teaching that the Holy Spirit would teach things that 
deny the scriptures, though. Quite the opposite; he was teaching that 
the Holy Spirit would enable men to understand the scriptures, because 
the spirits of men are weak and prone to go astray. You continue to use 
orthodoxy as a negative word, when really you’re just promoting a 
different set of truths as “orthodoxy” based on the teachings of a man 
who claimed that the Bible was not as sufficient for life and godliness 
as it says it is (2 Tim 3:16).

“But I don’t think you’re afraid, Jo. That would be unkind of me to 
assume that you have bad motives. I just think you’re mistaken.”
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I don’t need to resort to trying to find a passage in the Bible to support 
the restrictions that orthodox beliefs have placed upon what man 
believes is or is not true. I place my trust in the very comforter, the 
Holy Spirit to guide and direct me to all truth, whether He is opening 
my mind to the Kingdom of God through a greater understanding of 
the truth that is in the Bible or whether it is beyond the incomplete 
truth that is in the Bible.

Jo

Bowman’s Comment, February 6, 2011

Nick Ginex wrote, “Mr. Bowman, if I may support Jo, she is absolutely 
correct that the Trinity was not spoken about in the Bible. It is man-made 
dogma to fuse Jesus, a man of God with God, the creator of all there 
is, and God’s Holy Spirit. The church characterizes the Trinity as three 
persons in one. This is convoluted thinking because God came first. 
How else could Jesus be God’s son then by being created by God just 
as the Egyptian God Atum created other gods to represent the earth, 
the heaven, the water, and the air we breathe.

“What the church has done is to create a polytheistic form of God 
by saying God consists of three persons—the Father, the Son, and 
the Holy Spirit . . . Anybody with common sense knows that in the 
beginning, when God created all of the galaxies, stars, and planets, it 
was not until He created Heaven, Earth, and Man that His son was 
needed to spread the Word of God. Jesus stated the Word three times in 
the Gospel of John. It is the greatest command given to mankind.”

Spoken like a true Jehovah’s Witness, brother. You seem to be under 
the impression that the Son was created. The only way that you 
can demonstrate your conviction is to show us where this claim is 
supported by the scripture.

This offer was already extended to sister Jo in response to her rejection 
of the biblical Trinity, however, she declined the friendly challenge 
thus, she really has nothing to stand on except her unreferenced 
opinion, which will not convince anyone.

Now, if you would like to support her position, then you should be 
able to scripturally show us exactly where the Son had a beginning.

If you are unable to show scriptural support for your position, then you 
have nothing, brother . . .
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This really is as simple as it gets . . .

Jo’s Response, February 6, 2011

Bowman wrote, “Spoken like a true Jehovah’s Witness, brother. You 
seem to be under the impression that the Son was created. The only 
way that you can demonstrate your conviction is to show us where this 
claim is supported by the scripture.

This offer was already extended to sister Jo, in response to her rejection 
of the biblical Trinity . . . This really is as simple as it gets.

Bowman, your argument is as old as Christianity. I doubt you have 
anything new to add to refute whatever I might say about the Trinity 
theory that man has created. We could argue for months (it’s already 
been argued for two thousand years) presenting the exact same 
scriptures in support of our beliefs. It all comes down to a matter of 
interpretation. You aren’t going to be able to get around that fact. And 
that is really as simple as it gets.

Jo

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 7, 2011

Hello Mr. Bowman,

You did not read what I wrote. I said Jesus was a Son of Man as he so 
often said. Yes, Jesus was created just like you and me in the womb of 
a mother. What is significant is that Jesus was embraced by God and 
was God’s surrogate to give all people on this earth the Word of God. 
Do you know what Jesus said? Jesus announced it three times.

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 7, 2011

Dear Mr. Berman,

I must say that Jo has an open mind and has provided an intelligent 
assessment of the Bible. You must agree that Jesus indicated there 
will be others who believe in him and his teachings, and they will 
do even greater works that he did. This clearly means that there will 
be daughters and sons of God who will assist religious leaders of the 
Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religions to unify their beliefs and teach 
the Word of God. Do you know the Word of God? It was given by God 
to His surrogate, Jesus, to reveal to the world—Love one another.
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To believe the Bible is encased in concrete, never to be revised is 
the sign of a closed-mindedness of an uneducated person who has 
little knowledge of past history. Jesus Christ was knowledgeable about 
the past by proclaiming that Amen, the first one-universal God is, the 
faithful and true witness, the beginning of the creation of God. What 
Jesus has said is that God first introduced Himself into the minds of 
men before the Hebrews wrote the initial writings of the Torah circa 
950 BCE. But, of course, you are so entrenched in Christian dogma, 
your mind is closed to the words of Jesus, an honest and truthful Man 
of God.

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 7, 2011

Dear Jo,

You are highly perceptive and truly a daughter of God. You are 
absolutely correct to indicate that the NT is an advance in man’s belief 
in what God desires of His creations. Jesus Christ was God’s surrogate 
to reveal His Word—Love one another. Jesus announced the Word 
three times in the Gospel of John and yet few Christians express this 
one command with the arrogant idea that the Bible is the Word of God. 
It is one thing to love your neighbor as you love yourself, but it is 
another thing to love your sisters and brothers of every nation.

I agree with you that what Jesus taught his disciples was not 
completely God’s Word. The OT and NT are a start in man’s evolution 
to understand himself and his God. I firmly believe that the Judaic, 
Christian, and Islamic scriptures are referring to the same God, but 
all are missing the mark for today’s educated and discerning people. 
They no longer believe the myths, inconsistencies, and abominations 
of verses that have harmed and killed people in the past. In fact, of the 
three scriptures, the Koran advocates hate, bigotry, violence, and the 
killing of those people who follow another religion other than Islam. 
This is because of their arrogant assertion that their religion is the 
true religion. But is this also not true of worshippers of the Judaic and 
Christian faiths? These three major religions have missed teaching the 
Word of God—Love one another. Jesus was the only Man of God to 
acknowledge the past and give credit to the Egyptians for developing 
the belief in one-universal God. In John 3:14, Jesus proclaims that 
Amen is the faithful and true witness, the beginning of the creation of 
God.

Surprising, how many religious people have misinterpreted, 
misconstrued, and not refer to Jesus’s acknowledgment of Amen. 
It is because their dogma is threatened. Note, these same religious 
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leaders avoid teaching that Jesus said there will be others who believe 
in him that will do even greater works than he did. This is not taught 
by religious leaders because people will know that Jesus was a Man of 
God and that there will be others that will be daughters and sons of God. 
This affirms that Jesus was a man embraced by God as His Son. But, 
of course, religious people will deny the words of Jesus, misinterpret 
him to hold on to the dogma they have been taught. That’s all right 
as the years go by the words of Jesus will be understood as more and 
more people become educated about the religion of ancient Egypt and 
realize the impact Amen has had on the three major religions.

Bowman’s Comment, February 7, 2011

Nick Ginex wrote, “Hello Mr. Bowman, you did not read what I wrote. 
I said Jesus was a Son of Man as he so often said. Yes, Jesus was 
created just like you and I in the womb of a mother. What is significant 
is that Jesus was embraced by God and was God’s surrogate to give all 
people on this earth the Word of God. Do you know what Jesus said? 
Jesus announced it 3 times.”

What a gargantuan cop-out, brother! Where is the scripture to back-up 
your assertion that Jesus was created? There is none. You cannot find 
any. Just be honest with yourself. You and Jo have an argument from 
silence.

Nick Ginex’s response, February 7, 2011

Mr. Bowman, I already said that Jesus was born from the womb of a 
mother like you and me. What is your beef? Are you saying that Jesus 
was created in the beginning, was with God, and is God? Tell me what 
you think and stop getting upset.

Bowman’s Comment, February 8, 2011

Nick Ginex wrote, “Mr. Bowman, I already said that Jesus was born 
from the womb of a mother like you and . . . Tell me what you think 
and stop getting upset.”

Show me a verse that states that the Son was created.

Franktalk’s Comment, February 8, 2011

R. Berman, my post is a measure for measuring a reflection of the 
post I respond to. You indicated that the Holy Spirit speaks to you 
at a level that I have not found in many people. What I have found 
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in common with all of those people is an ego that uses the Bible as a 
soapbox. So you are either a prophet or you have fallen into the trap 
set in the scriptures. The scripture is written and so many will see it as 
foolishness, and others will see it as an opportunity to prop themselves 
up. The scripture is a stumbling block for those who seek pride and 
refuse to humble themselves. I don’t know the detail of doctrine and 
which is correct or not. Many things I hope to learn after I am dead. 
But until then when I come across someone like you I point out in 
strong terms that you are of the world yet cover yourself with the 
pages of the Bible.

The core Gospel is very clear, and the main commandments are clear 
as well. Beyond that scripture is a stumbling block.

All churches suffer the same fate. Men try and tell others what God 
means in the scripture. Read it for yourself. Don’t read the scripture 
for me. If you think that you have some special connection to the 
scripture that is fine, you and God can have that special relationship. I 
too have a special relationship with God. But God tells me not to judge 
others, but to spread the good news. I have a deep respect for anyone 
who says they love God. You, on the other hand, tell people that say 
they love Jesus that they are really worshipping Satan. I really hope 
that works for you. The Pharisees and the Sadducees had this same 
mind-set. With this in mind, I limit what I tell people to believe in. But 
for those who are playing the role of a Pharisee you are fair game.

R. Berman Response, February 8, 2011

Franktalk wrote, “The Pharisees and the Sadducees had this same 
mind-set. With this in mind, I limit what I tell people to believe in. But 
for those who are playing the role of a Pharisee you are fair game.”

You seem pretty comfortable judging the state of my heart. I submit 
myself to God’s judgment and mercy. These sorts of conversations 
tend to turn into “You’re the Pharisee.” and “No, you’re the Pharisee.” 
pretty quickly, so I think I’ll bow out before either of us gets sucked 
into that. But I will not pretend that someone’s doing just fine when 
I believe that they’re actually driving toward a cliff they can’t see. I 
hope others will do the same for me.

Franktalk’s Response, February 8, 2011

R. Berman wrote, “But I will not pretend that someone’s doing just 
fine when I believe that they’re actually driving toward a cliff they 
can’t see. I hope others will do the same for me.”
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I have no problem with your faith in God. You have so much right 
and little wrong. But don’t turn the love of Christ into a judgment 
of others. The commandment to not judge is so difficult, we want to 
shake people and tell them how screwed up they are. But that is not 
our job. Our job is to talk about the Gospel and be a light. No light 
comes from a person telling another they are wrong. Talking to you is 
not what I am supposed to do. I should turn away and let you alone. 
You could be so much more if you did less. I know that seems silly 
but it is true. The humble man is not found on a soapbox telling others 
how wrong they are.

Franktalk’s Comment, February 8, 2011

To all,

The purpose of religion is to provide a place for fellowship and to 
organize to help the poor. Now many of the churches or other houses of 
worship have a set of doctrines that they hold dear. But the widespread 
beliefs in doctrines of one form or another are not part of the core 
message. If the churches fight among themselves over this doctrine, it 
distorts the face of the Gospel.

Imagine that you have no faith and you wish to know the beliefs of 
Christians. Imagine the image that is projected to that person. Each 
church telling this new person that they have it right and all others are 
going to hell. This is not what Christ had in mind. If each church held 
their doctrine and invited the new person to join them if they too saw 
the scripture say what they believe then let the new person make their 
choice. If we all said that many details of the scripture will be cleared 
up in the afterlife, then we all would be a light. But we are no light 
today. The only church that would be a light is one that has a mission 
statement having tolerance for other churches.

Any church that supports a war with another is not of God. But even 
in that church, there will be members that don’t believe the goals of 
their own church.

Tonight, I will be talking about the book of Revelation. I expect a 
lively discussion and many opinions. The people that I will be having 
that discussion with are tolerant of others and realize that the scripture 
says many things. But we all share a desire to know. At the same time, 
we know we are no prophets.

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 8, 2011
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Dear Mr. Bowman,

You need to reflect on your response, “What a gargantuan cop-out 
brother!” You did not respond to any portion of what I wrote except 
to get mad. You are the one who has copped-out and rather accuse Jo 
and me of not being honest with ourselves. Of the many responses 
I have read that are yours, I find you believe you are all-knowing, 
judgmental, and quick to sarcasm. You do not reflect the temperament 
of a wise and understanding man, but one who appears to stand at the 
pulpit and dictate why everybody is wrong and you know the Word.

I have asked you to reveal to our readers what is the Word of God? Can 
you give a clear and simple answer? It will allow me to understand and 
respect your knowledge about the Bible. Tell me, is the Word of God 
found in the OT or the NT? Your ability to answer this question will 
help me to determine if we are both on the same wavelength.

Bowman’s Response, February 8, 2011

Nick Ginex wrote, “I have asked you to reveal to our readers what 
is the Word of God? Can you give a clear and simple answer? It will 
allow me to understand and respect your knowledge about the Bible. 
Tell me, is the Word of God found in the OT or the NT? Your ability 
to answer this question will help me to determine if we are both on the 
same wavelength.”

Nice emotion-driven response, brother.

Show us where Jesus was created in the scripture and then you will 
have your answer.

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 8, 2011

Dear Mr. Bowman,

Rather than guess, what is a JW?

It seems you do not like to deal with the information and statements I 
made concerning the Trinity. You do not seem to know how or if Jesus 
was created. If you know, why don’t you say so and enlighten our readers 
with your knowledge. I do not think I possess the biblical knowledge 
you have, so teach me. I am open-minded, fair, and intelligent enough 
to learn from you. If you are willing to share your knowledge, it will 
be appreciated. Also, please tell me if you know the Word of God. It is 
not the whole Bible because it consists of many myths, inconsistencies, 
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and ordinances that applied to a distant age. But I am sure with your 
dedication to studies of the Bible you can find the answer. I give you a 
hint as to where I believe the Word of God has been presented. It has to 
be in the NT for that is where the Word is presented.

Give it a go, Mr. Bowman. Please enlighten us to the Word of God. If 
you are unable to find it, I will give you what I believe is the answer, 
and we can have a nice conversation in a civil manner.

Bowman’s Comment, February 8, 2011

Nick Ginex wrote, “Dear Mr. Bowman, rather than guess, what is a 
JW?”

Jehovah’s Witness.

Ginex wrote, “It seems you do not like to deal with the information 
and statements I made concerning the Trinity.”

You have not shown any scripture to support your position . . . thus, 
what exactly is there to deal with, brother?

Ginex wrote, “You do not seem to know how or if Jesus was 
created.”

Yes, we do. You, however, do not come across as being very confident 
in your position. All you have to do is provide the scripture showing 
that the Son did not always exist. Even the authors of the Koran knew 
that the Son always existed.

Ginex wrote, “If you know, why don’t you say so and enlighten our 
readers with your knowledge . . . Also, please tell me if you know the 
Word of God. It is not the whole Bible because it consists of many 
myths, inconsistencies, and ordinances that applied to a distant age . . . 
It has to be in the NT for that is where the Word is presented.”

Give it a go, Mr. Bowman. Please enlighten us to the Word of God. If 
you are unable to find it, I will give you what I believe is the answer, 
and we can have a nice conversation in a civil manner.”

Now we seem to be getting to the root of your problem, brother.

You want to cherry-pick your biblical theology because you don’t 
think the OT is reliable. Therein is your downfall . . . for the OT is 
completely reliable and spawned the NT.
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To reject one is to miss the meaning of the other . . .

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 8, 2011

Mr. Bowman, once again you evade to show your knowledge of the 
Bible. Are you ignorant of what the Word of God is?

Don’t be afraid to commit yourself to sharing your knowledge. I am a 
very tolerant and courteous man. Answer my question and stop being 
evasive. If you are unable to answer, say so. I will not lose my respect 
for your participation on this forum and my post.

Jo’s Comment, February 9, 2011

Nick Ginex wrote, “Dear Jo, you are highly perceptive and truly a 
daughter of God. You are absolutely correct to indicate that the NT is 
an advance in man’s belief in what God desires of His creations. Jesus 
Christ was God’s surrogate to reveal His Word—Love one another. 
Jesus announced the Word three times in the Gospel of John and yet, 
few Christians express this one command with the arrogant idea that 
the Bible is the Word of God. It is one thing to love your neighbor 
as you love yourself, but it is another thing to love your sisters and 
brothers, of every nation.”

Hi Nick,

Thank you for your kind words. Inasmuch as I believe the most 
important choice man can make while in the flesh is to believe in God, 
I also recognize that what man believes “about” God cannot help but 
become man-made issues. I think this is just one of the reasons He sent 
the Holy Spirit to guide and direct us—our spirit being touched by the 
Holy Spirit neither of which can be seen or touched in a physical way. 
Hence, the teaching that spiritual knowledge can only be discerned 
spiritually.

I see that you and I hold to only some beliefs about God, which we 
agree upon. That does not bother me, however, as long as we are both 
open to what the other does believe and has to say. I would offer that 
the “standard” understanding of “the Word” refers to Jesus Christ 
Himself. It appears that you are using a different definition since 
you are pointing to specific words, which Jesus taught that were the 
heart of His message which He was delivering from Father—“Love 
one another.” Indeed, if all believers could only do that. In fact, if 
all of mankind, believers or not, could do that, our world would be 
a much nicer place. Yet what would we be able to learn if we didn’t 
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have opposition placed in front of us? How could our faith and our 
faithfulness be tested if we lived in a permanent Garden of Eden while 
in the flesh? I believe we were put into physical bodies for the exact 
purpose of learning. In fact, the first lesson learned by Adam and Eve 
was to partake of the forbidden fruit of the tree of knowledge between 
good and evil. That is when they were cast out of the garden, and 
it is taught that they had become as gods—knowing the difference 
between good and evil. Surely, then, our lifelong journey is continually 
learning the effects of good and evil. Being here in our physical bodies 
is merely a short-term portion of our eternal existence. It must be of 
great importance if God saw fit that we all participate and receive a 
physical body.

I believe that we are all (as in all of mankind) sons and daughters 
of God. However, some of us are more aware of this than others. I 
believe that Father is the literal father of our spirits. Thus, we are also 
spiritually related to Jesus Christ, though His position as the chosen 
Savior of our world before the foundation of our world certainly exalts 
Him to something we cannot comprehend with our feeble physical 
brains. I also believe that Jesus is the creator of our world which He 
did under the direction of Father. In the NT, we see indications that 
Jesus did only what He had seen Father do. This means to me that 
Jesus saw Father creating, which also helps explain how it is that Jesus 
was able to create our world. Jesus also completely submitted His own 
will to the Father’s will; Jesus has always done this—even before the 
foundation of our world. While in the flesh, Jesus was always giving 
glory to the Father, and crediting Father with the powers Jesus used in 
performing miracles. Demons recognized that Jesus held the powers 
of Father as they were always obedient to Jesus’s commands. They 
also knew that Jesus had been chosen before the foundation of our 
world. They would know this because they are the third part of the 
hosts of heaven who were cast out because they followed Satan.

To explain further, I believe Jesus is the God of Abraham; however, 
the Jews, for the most part, did not recognize Him when He came 
in the flesh. I also believe that Revelation teaches us that in the end 
times, Jesus will receive the “official” deed to our world. Satan, who 
has also been called the god of this world because he has been allowed 
to use his powers over mankind since before Adam and Eve got here, 
will be cast into outer darkness for ever and ever; and Jesus will reign 
as Lord and God of our world for ever and ever. Thus, Jesus not only 
created our world and the creator of our physical body (while Father is 
the father of our spirit), He is the Savior of our world, and Father will 
give our world to Jesus when the earth has been renewed.
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I say that the deed will be given to Jesus because Jesus is the only one 
who can open the scroll with seven seals upon it. Revelation explains 
that there is writing on both sides of scroll; which, according to Judaic 
tradition, indicates that it is a formal and legal “deed.”

You wrote, “I agree with you that what Jesus taught his disciples 
was not completely God’s Word. The OT and NT are a start in man’s 
evolution to understand himself and his God. I firmly believe that the 
Judaic, Christian, and Islamic scriptures are referring to the same God 
but all are missing the mark for today’s educated and discerning people. 
They no longer believe the myths, inconsistencies, and abominations 
of verses that have harmed and killed people in the past. In fact, of the 
three scriptures, the Koran advocates hate, bigotry, violence, and the 
killing of those people who follow another religion other than Islam. 
This is because of their arrogant assertion that their religion is the 
true religion. But is this also not true of worshippers of the Judaic and 
Christian faiths? These three major religions have missed teaching the 
Word of God—Love one another. Jesus was the only Man of God to 
acknowledge the past and give credit to the Egyptians for developing 
the belief in one-universal God. In John 3:14, Jesus proclaims that 
Amen is the faithful and true witness, the beginning of the creation of 
God.”

Perhaps now, with the further sharing of my beliefs above, you can see 
why I believe that Jesus is the Amen; the faithful and true witness. You 
can also see that since I believe Jesus was chosen before the foundation 
of our world, that He was already existing in His chosen position at the 
beginning of the creation of God. I would offer that the “creation of 
God” being pointed to is specifically pointing to our world. I believe 
there are unnumbered other worlds which have also been created.

I agree with you that the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic scriptures are 
referring to the same God. We could exchange pages and pages of 
comments concerning the paragraph you just shared above.

You wrote, “Surprising, how many religious people have misinterpreted, 
misconstrued, and not refer to Jesus’ acknowledgement of Amen. It is 
because their dogma is threatened. Note these same religious leaders 
avoid teaching that Jesus said there will be others who believe in 
him that will do even greater works than he did. This is not taught by 
religious leaders because people will know that Jesus was a man of 
God and that there will be others that will daughters and sons of God. 
This affirms that Jesus was a man embraced by God as His Son. But, 
of course, religious people will deny the words of Jesus, misinterpret 
him to hold on to the dogma they have been taught. That’s all right as 
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the years go by, the words of Jesus will be understood as more and 
more people become educated about the religion of ancient Egypt and 
realize the impact Amen has had on the three major religions.”

As I have shown, I have a different belief system even than yours and 
the one you describe here. However, I do agree that the institutions 
of religion teach certain sets of unbendable doctrine, which have 
been tainted with their own interpretations—whether “correct” or 
“incorrect.” It is in practicing exclusivity and causing death and 
persecution of those who do not agree with them which certainly 
manifests loyalty to the current god of this physical world; that is, 
Satan. Surely, it is not a manifestation of the teachings of Jesus.

Best regards,

Jo

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 10, 2011

Dear Mr. Bowman,

There are many inconsistencies in the Bible as to how Jesus Christ 
was created. In fairness, I will give you my belief so that you can 
then give me your belief and why. I am an open and honest man and I 
expect the same from you.

In accordance with the Bible, Jesus was created within the womb of 
the Virgin Mary through the intercession of God’s Holy Spirit. Saint 
Matthew has given a long list of the lineage of Jesus from Abraham, 
David, Solomon, and both Mary and Joseph are from the same line 
of pious Hebrews. Matthew established that Jesus was of Hebrew 
descent. Even Jesus stated in the Revelation 22:16,

I Jesus have sent mine angel to testify unto you these things in the 
churches. I am the root and the offspring of David, and the bright and 
morning star.

Jesus is proud to announce that he is the offspring of David, a human 
relationship omitting God.

Further, in the four Gospels, Jesus announced he was the Son of man 
and only in the last gospel did he explicitly state he was the Son of 
God. This is another inconsistency that is extremely relevant. Jesus 
said he was the Son of man 76 times, and only 5 times in the Gospel 
of John did he say he was the Son of God.
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It is clear that Jesus is a truthful and honest man of God. The last 
Gospel of John was written when the church rose to greater numbers 
of followers, and the belief that men could be gods was very much 
accepted at that time. For we have the line of Caesars and other 
emperors that proclaimed themselves as gods, and the idea that a 
human can be a god was easily accepted.

But Jesus was also very knowledgeable about past history learned from 
his teachers who schooled him in the Torah. He knew that the first 
belief in God as one-universal God was conceived by the Egyptians. 
For which reason, he stated in Revelation 3:14 that the Amen is, the 
faithful and true witness, the beginning of the creation of God.

Jesus was clear that Amen was the beginning of the creation of God. 
Jesus acknowledged that mankind conceived one-universal God and 
that God would be further defined in the Gospels.

Mr. Bowman, as a man who strongly believes in the opening lines of 
John’s Gospel and the Trinity, you accept the Catholic dogma that Jesus 
is co-eternal and co-equal with God and “always existed” with God 
from the beginning. You therefore believe that Jesus was “not created” 
but “always existed.” If Jesus “always existed” he cannot be Amen who 
was created. In Jesus’ own words, he proclaimed that Amen was “the 
beginning of the creation of God.” Therefore Jesus cannot be Amen 
who was a creation of God. When you acknowledge Jesus revealed 
a truth, indeed “a revelation,” you will “see” the inconsistency of the 
view that Jesus is Amen because Jesus “always existed” and Amen was 
“created” as the one, universal God of the Egyptians.

Those of you who deny that Amen was the greatest Egyptian God, 
that he was believed to be the God of all nations, are close-minded to 
the realization that God introduced Himself first to mankind as Amen. 
History presents a reality that has not been acknowledged by the 
Hebrews, Christians, and Muslims. When the religions of these people 
admit that Amen is the root of their beliefs in God, only then will there 
be peace on earth. Revelation by John is just that; it is a revelation by 
Jesus Christ given to the religions of the world as a challenge to see if 
they are perceptive and honest to accept that God introduced Himself 
to mankind as Amen.

Jesus is the Word of God for it was God that gave Jesus His last 
command, which was stated three times—Love one another. John 
was giving his Gospel a majestic and poetic tone to begin his Gospel 
with, “In the beginning was the Word.” This is highly poetic; people 
touched by the Holy Spirit of God know that it is foolish to think a 
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Word existing in the beginning. There was only God in the beginning 
in accordance with the Torah, and He created the heavens, earth, and 
finally, man. The church fathers have fused Jesus, a man of God with 
God and His Holy Spirit in order to raise Jesus to the level of a God.

Any follower of Jesus Christ who believes in the Word of God will 
follow the command to “Love one another” whether or not Jesus is 
a Son of God, God, or simply a man. The distortion of the truth by 
the church fathers was an ambitious attempt to create a following by 
fusing Jesus with God, and hence, the man-made concept, or dogma, 
of the Trinity was taught even though it is not written in the Gospels.

To believers in the Word of God, be not deceived by the lies of the 
church but follow the truth of the Holy Spirit of God. The spirit of 
God says—Love one another. All children of God, be they believers, 
agnostics, and atheists, will be embraced by and acceptable to God only 
if they have loved and assisted their sisters and brothers of every nation.

Bowman’s Comment, February 10, 2011

Thank you, brother, for your honesty and for providing the scriptural 
example with which you seem to be basing your beliefs upon.

The English rendering has prevented you from seeing the truth 
regarding the Son. Let’s look briefly to the single word that has 
apparently set the stage for your theology . . .

And unto the angel of the church of the Laodiceans write; These things 
saith the Amen, the faithful and true witness, the beginning (Gn 7:46) 
of the creation of God (Rev 3:14).

Gn 7:46 ἀρχή, archē

Thayer’s Definition—beginning, origin

The person or thing that commences with the first person or thing 1. 
in a series—the leader

That2.  by which anything begins to be, the origin, the active cause

The extremity of a thing3. 

Of the corners of a sail4. 

The first place, principality, rule, magistracy of angels, and 5. 
demons.
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Part of speech—noun feminine.

A Related Word by Thayer’s/Strong’s Number: from Genesis 7:56

Citing in TDNT: 1:479, 81

As you can verify for yourself, studying original Greek will completely 
and utterly dismiss any notion that Jesus was created.

In fact, it merely reaffirms that He was the creator.

As per the classic definition, Jesus is the origin . . . He is “the active 
cause . . . He is ‘that by which anything begins to be.’”

In a word, Jesus is God. He is the creator.

You keep mentioning the book of Revelation . . . perhaps not knowing 
that it repeatedly demonstrates the complete deity interchangeability 
between Jesus and Theos.

Revelation confirms the Trinity . . . again, and again . . . and 
again . . .

We are told in the following verse that the Apocalypse is a Revelation 
that has been given from God, to Jesus Christ, and revealed unto His 
slave, John, through an angel . . .

A revelation of Jesus Christ, which God gave to Him to show to His 
slaves things which must occur quickly. And He signified by sending 
through His angel to His slave (Jn 1:1).

Compare to this verse . . .

I Jesus have sent mine angel to testify unto you these things (in the 
churches) to you over the assemblies. I am the root and offspring of 
David, the bright morning star (Rev 22.16).

Observe that in the first instance, the signifying angel sent to John 
is referred to as God’s angel via the usage of the genitive singular 
definite article “ho.”

In the second instance, the signifying angel that is sent to testify to 
John is referred to as Jesus’s angel via the usage of the first person 
nominative singular personal pronoun “ego” and the usage of the 
accusative singular masculine definite article, “ho.”
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The angel sent to John is God’s angel.

The angel sent to John is Jesus’s angel.

Thus, we have yet another revelatory instance of the deity 
interchangeability that exists between God and Jesus.

1.17—19 And when I saw Him, I fell at His feet, as dead. And He put 
His right hand on me, saying to me, Do not fear. I am the First and the 
Last, and the Living One; and I became dead; and, behold, I am living 
forever and ever. And I hold the keys to hell, and of death.

Write what things you saw, and what things are, and what things are 
about to occur after these things.

John records these verses confirming that the resurrected Jesus Christ 
is the one speaking to him and telling him specifically to write down 
all things that he is about to encounter.

Observe that John is allowed to worship the resurrected Jesus.

The following verse demonstrates the truth of the words that John has 
been told and which he has written down . . .

22. 6 And he said to me, These Words are faithful and true. And the 
Lord, the God, the Spirits of the prophets sent His angel to show His 
slaves what must happen quickly.

We have already been told that the angel that was sent to John is both 
Jesus’s and God’s angel. Now we have just been informed that this 
same angel, which was sent to John, also belongs to the plural Spirits 
“pneuma.”

Reinforcing the biblical concept of the Holy Trinity, we have been told 
that this angel is from—the Father, the Son, and the Spirit.

Further, even though these three entities show ownership, this angel is 
sent out as one via the usage of the singular verb “apostello.”

Finally, compare these verses in which John attempts to worship 
Jesus’s angel . . .

22.8—9 I, John, was the one seeing and hearing these things. And 
when I heard and saw, I fell down to worship before the feet of the 
angel showing me these things. And he said to me, Behold! Stop! For 
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I am your fellow-slave, and of your brothers the prophets, and of the 
ones keeping the Words of this Book. Do worship to God.

These verses, along with numerous others, have John repeatedly 
proclaiming that he is the one hearing and seeing these things and 
writing them all down.

In this particular instance, John attempts to worship the angel that has 
been sent to deliver Jesus’s Revelation. Observe that John is rebuked 
by Jesus’s angel for attempting to worship at his feet. In fact, John is 
rebuked twice in Revelation for attempting to worship Jesus’s angel.

The angel’s reply to John is that he must only worship God, and, as 
already witnessed in the beginning of Revelation, John did exactly 
that when he fell at the feet of the resurrected Jesus Christ.

Thus, the book of Revelation very clearly and repeatedly describes 
John as being the one hearing and receiving Jesus’s divine message.

Summary

We are told in the opening verse of the book of Revelation that • 
the Apocalypse is a Revelation that has been given from God 
to Jesus Christ, and revealed unto His slave, John, through an 
angel.

John•  records these verses confirming that the resurrected Jesus 
Christ is the one speaking to him, and telling him specifically 
to write down all things that he is about to encounter.

In the opening chapter of Revelation, the signifying angel • 
sent to John is referred to as God’s angel via the usage of the 
genitive singular definite article “ho.”

In the closing chapter of Revelation, the signifying angel that • 
is sent to testify to John is referred to as Jesus’s angel via the 
usage of the first person nominative singular personal pronoun 
“ego” and the usage of the accusative singular masculine 
definite article, “ho.”

Further, we are informed that this same angel, which was sent • 
to John, also belongs to the plural spirits “pneuma.”

The angel sent to John is • God’s angel
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The angel sent to John is • Jesus’s angel

The angel sent to John is • Spirit’s angel

Even though three entities show ownership, this angel is sent • 
out as one via the usage of the singular verb “apostello.”

Reinforcing the biblical concept of the Holy Trinity, we have • 
been told that this angel is from: the Father, the Son, and the 
Spirit.

The implications of this • mandates that we have yet another 
revelatory instance of the deity interchangeability that exists 
between God and Jesus.

John attempts to worship the angel that has been sent to deliver • 
Jesus’s revelation.

John is rebuked by Jesus’s angel for attempting to worship • 
at his feet. In fact, John is rebuked twice in Revelation for 
attempting to worship Jesus’s angel.

The angel’s reply to John is that he must • only worship God, 
and as already witnessed in the beginning of Revelation, John 
did exactly that when he fell at the feet of the resurrected Jesus 
Christ.

These instances confirm that Jesus is God.

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 10, 2011

Mr. Bowman, your efforts to explain your thoughts by referring to 
the scripture is admirable. It would be nice if you would take all that 
knowledge and explain yourself in clear, simple thoughts as I have for 
you. To throw the kitchen sink at somebody does not show your ability 
to take information and clearly present your thoughts. A wise teacher 
would take a few examples and expound on them.

However, because you so diligently provided a bulk of information, I 
will try to make sense of it of it all.

Thank you, Nick Ginex

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 10, 2011
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Dear Jo,

It’s always refreshing to read your thoughts. You are no fool and 
perceptive enough to do your own thinking. I admire your belief in 
God even though my beliefs do not closely agree with yours. I will say 
that there was no greater prophet than Jesus Christ who was embraced 
by God’s Holy Spirit. As a man of seventy-five years, I no longer 
believe in the Easter Bunny and Santa Claus. However, I took my girls 
to many Easter gatherings where children had fun looking for Easter 
eggs and candy. I religiously was Santa Claus for my girls and as I 
looked into their eyes, they sang with me “Jingle Bells” and “Silent 
Night.” I have those memories with me until I die.

However, unlike you, I no longer believe in the devil or as you call him, 
Satan. To me, he is a figment of the imagination just as ghosts are to 
many people. I do not believe in the devil or ghosts. The only ghost I 
give any credence to is the Holy Spirit of God. I believe as Jesus said, 
there is the comforter, the spirit of truth who touches all of us who think 
about God.

I have replied to Mr. Bowman about my thoughts of the Trinity and 
have indicated that Jesus was created in the womb of the Virgin Mary. 
This was God’s way of insuring a son born from the genes of a human 
being. God gave Jesus to us to spread the Word of God. The Word was 
only created when God created Jesus to proclaim the Word for people 
of all nations. Jesus and the Word of God were not needed until God 
created man. To say Jesus was with God in the beginning is false since 
Jesus was not known to man until he was born of the Virgin Mary.

But, of course, you may believe what you feel is true to you. For me, 
I believe the church fathers distorted the message of Jesus and will 
not attribute an honest interpretation of his acknowledgement of the 
Egyptian God nor Jesus statement that there will be others who believe 
in his Word will do even greater works than he did. Jesus is the Word 
of God and the Word of God is—Love your sisters and brothers from 
every nation.

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 11, 2011

Hello Mr. Bowman,

Let us examine your responses to my questions.

You wrote, “It seems you do not like to deal with the information and 
statements I made concerning the Trinity. You have not shown any 
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scripture to support your position . . . thus, what exactly is there to 
deal with, brother?”

Your response is evasive because nowhere in the four gospels and 
Revelation is the Trinity defined. It is a man-made concept to fuse 
Jesus Christ with God and His Holy Spirit.

Now, let us look at your response, which was to test if you know 
the Word of God. I wrote, “Please tell me if you know the Word of 
God. It is not the whole Bible because it consists of many myths, 
inconsistencies, and ordinances that applied to a distant age. But I 
am sure with your dedication to studies of the Bible you can find the 
answer. I give you a hint as to where I believe the Word of God has 
been presented. It has to be in the NT for that is where the Word is 
presented.

In response, you stated:

“You want to cherry-pick your biblical theology because you don’t 
think the OT is reliable. Therein is your downfall . . . for the OT is 
completely reliable and spawned the NT. To reject one is to miss the 
meaning of the other . . .”

Mr. Bowman, once again you are evasive. Because you do not 
acknowledge the Word of God, you accuse me of cherry-picking the 
Bible. Let us be clear and honest. Jesus was placed on this earth to teach 
mankind the Word of God. By the fourth gospel, Jesus commanded us 
three times to follow the Word of God, which is “Love one another.” 
No other command in the Bible was given three times by God through 
His son, Jesus.

Of course, the OT lays the foundation of understanding that it was 
God that created the heavens and the earth in accordance with 
Genesis. However, the Word of God was given to the world in the 
New Testament through His surrogate, Jesus Christ. For which reason, 
Jesus is poetically referred to as the Word. But let us be clear, the OT 
said God created all there is. The NT is an extension of the OT where 
Jesus Christ is introduced to mankind through the virgin birth of his 
mother, Mary. There is no doubt that in the beginning God created the 
entire universe and only after God created man (via Adam and Eve) 
was it necessary for God to create Jesus in the womb of the Virgin 
Mary.
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It is clear that Jesus was created by God through God’s Holy Spirit 
and his mother Mary to proclaim the Word, the last command given 
by Jesus—Love one another.

To say Jesus existed with God in the beginning is an inconsistency 
of the Bible. John was a very educated, literate, and poetic man of 
God. Yes, he stated that in the beginning was the Word and the Word 
was with God, but God provided His Word to mankind only after the 
birth of Jesus. If Jesus, as the Word was the beginning, then he came 
before God. This is an inconsistency in logic and more than that a 
misinterpretation to prove Jesus was God, and hence, the fabricated 
lie by the church fathers who contrived the Trinity.

Tell me Mr. Bowman, where am I incorrect and why?

OneSizeFit Comment, February 11, 2011

Ginex wrote, “To say Jesus existed with God in the beginning is an 
inconsistency of the Bible. John was a very educated, literate, and 
poetic man of God. Yes, he stated that in the beginning was the Word 
and the Word was with God, but God provided His Word to mankind 
only after the birth of Jesus. If Jesus, as the Word was the beginning, 
then he came before God. This is an inconsistency in logic and more 
than that, a misinterpretation to prove Jesus was God and hence, the 
fabricated lie by the church fathers who contrived the Trinity.”

If I may chime in, we need to understand what John was saying, and 
who he was addressing. The Jews then and now believe the Torah 
has been with God since eternity, and that it is the actual blueprint of 
creation, it is pre-existent and coeternal with God, it was in God’s heart 
and bosom since the beginning, so what John was saying is that Jesus 
has replaced Torah, or Torah became flesh, the instruction manual, the 
Logos of God’s creation tabernacle’d in a man. John was saying Torah 
is no longer valid, since that Torah walked among men, and set the 
record straight.

Bowman’s Comment, February 11, 2011

Ginex wrote, “Hello Mr. Bowman, let us examine your responses to 
my questions. Your response is evasive because nowhere in the four 
Gospels and Revelation is the Trinity defined. It is a man-made concept 
to fuse Jesus Christ with God and His Holy Spirit.”

False. The entire NT is trinitarian . . . so is the OT.
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Jesus even proclaimed the OT Shema as being the most important in 
the Gospels . . . of which, is thoroughly Trinitarian.

However . . . you don’t study the scriptures . . . now do you, brother ?

Ginex wrote, “Once again you are evasive. Because you do not 
acknowledge the Word of God, you accuse me of cherry-picking the 
Bible. Let us be clear and honest. Jesus was placed on this earth to teach 
mankind the Word of God. By the fourth Gospel, Jesus announced 
three times the Word of God, which is Love one another.”

No one is denying that Jesus is the Word.

Ginex wrote, “Of course, the OT lays the foundation of understanding 
that it was God that created the heavens and the earth in accordance 
with Genesis.”

Read it again . . .

Genesis declares that everything was created through the Word.

Ginex wrote, “However, the Word of God was given to the world in 
the New Testament through His surrogate, Jesus Christ. For which 
reason, Jesus is poetically referred to as the Word. But let us be clear, 
the OT said God created all there is. The NT is an extension of the 
OT where Jesus Christ is introduced to mankind through the virgin 
birth of his mother, Mary. There is no doubt that in the beginning, God 
created the entire universe and only after God created man (via Adam 
and Eve), was it necessary for God to create Jesus in the womb of the 
Virgin Mary.

It is clear that Jesus was created by God through God’s Holy Spirit 
and his mother Mary to proclaim the Word, the last command given 
by Jesus—Love one another.

To say Jesus existed with God in the beginning is an inconsistency 
of the Bible. John was a very educated, literate, and poetic man of 
God. Yes, he stated that in the beginning was the Word and the Word 
was with God, but God provided His Word to mankind only after the 
birth of Jesus. If Jesus, as the Word was the beginning, then he came 
before God. This is an inconsistency in logic and more than that, a 
misinterpretation to prove Jesus was God, and hence, the fabricated 
lie by the church fathers who contrived the Trinity.

Tell me, Mr. Bowman, where am I incorrect and why?”
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You would do well to even read the OT in English, brother . . . much 
less take the time to study the original languages.

The preincarnate Son has always existed and is shown in the opening 
verses of Genesis.

All the way through the OT, the Trinity is proclaimed.

Please tell us who Moses saw in the burning bush, brother?

Why are three entities described in the burning bush encounter?

Who is Malek Yahweh . . . ?

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 11, 2011

Thank you, Mr. Bowman for your honesty and for providing the 
scriptural examples with which you seem to be basing your beliefs 
upon. This response refers to your conclusions that Jesus is God in 
your five and half pages reply of February 10, 2011.

Your Thayer’s definition below starting with G746 does not provide 
any of your thoughts on the subject of Jesus being created within 
the womb of the Virgin Mary through the intercession of God’s 
Holy Spirit.

Regarding the Greek presentation that dismisses a notion that Jesus 
was created is entirely false. Jesus was created within the womb of 
the Virgin Mary by God’s Holy Spirit as written in the NT. There is no 
need to look for reasons why Jesus and not God was the creator of all 
there is. To believe otherwise is to dismiss the OT Genesis account.

In a word, Jesus was created by God, and God is the Creator in 
accordance with the OT.

In response to your statements below:

“You keep mentioning the book of Revelation . . . perhaps not knowing 
that it repeatedly demonstrates the complete deithesy interchangeability 
between Jesus and Theos. Revelation confirms the Trinity . . . again, 
and again . . . and again . . .”

Mr. Bowman, you have not explained why Jesus in John’s Revelation 
stated that Amen, an Egyptian God, that existed for more than two 
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thousand years before the birth of Jesus, was proclaimed by Jesus as 
the faithful and true witness, the beginning of the creation of God.

Are you fearful that Jesus is telling the truth? After all, Amen was the 
first universal God conceived by the Egyptian priesthood. His name is 
announced in temples and churches till today because Amen was the 
most revered God by the Egyptians, and he has had a profound effect 
on the spiritual growth of the Hebrews in believing there is one God 
that created all there is.

Your next statement below describes John as being a slave. What 
nonsense. Just because it is written in Greek it is not an impressive 
statement. The following is what you provided:

“We are told in the following verse that the Apocalypse is a Revelation 
that has been given from God, to Jesus Christ, and revealed unto His 
slave, John, through an Angel . . .

A revelation of Jesus Christ, which God gave to Him to show to His 
slaves things which must occur quickly. And He signified by sending 
through His angel to His slave John.” (Rev 1:1).

Then you asked me to compare the following verse:

“I Jesus, sent My angel to testify these things to you over the assemblies. 
I am the Root and Offspring of David, the Bright Morning Star (Rev 
22.16).” ``

Observe that in the first instance, the signifying angel sent to John 
is referred to as God’s angel via the usage of the genitive singular 
definite article “ho.”

In the second instance, the signifying angel that is sent to testify to 
John is referred to as Jesus’s angel via the usage of the first person 
nominative singular personal pronoun “ego” and the usage of the 
accusative singular masculine definite article, “ho.”

“The angel sent to John is God’s angel.

The angel sent to John is Jesus’s angel.

Thus, we have yet another revelatory instance of the deity 
interchangeability that exists between God and Jesus.”
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Mr. Bowman, your convoluted thinking is not clear and straightforward, 
which is simply a foolish attempt to say God and Jesus sent the same 
angel. This shows man’s mistakes in recording the Bible, another 
inconsistency. You proceeded with another set of verses.

“The following verses emanate from the resurrected Jesus Christ . . .

1:17—19 And when I saw Him, I fell at His feet, as dead. And He put 
His right hand on me, saying to me, Do not fear. I am the First and 
the Last, and the Living One; and I became dead; and, behold, I am 
living forever and ever. And I hold the keys to hell, and of death. Write 
what things you saw, and what things are, and what things are about 
to occur after these things.

John records these verses confirming that the resurrected Jesus Christ 
is the one speaking to him and telling him specifically to write down 
all things that he is about to encounter. Observe that John is allowed to 
worship the resurrected Jesus.”

Mr. Bowman, we agree, and it is clear that Jesus Christ directed John 
to write Revelation. There is no question about that. You are using a 
convoluted argument to prove that God sent an angel to John, Jesus 
sent an angel to John, and in another verse (cherry-picking, which 
you accuse me of) the spirits of the prophets sent His angel to John. 
Note spirits is plural and are not from God but from the prophets. 
With this misconstrued presentation, you are trying to justify that the 
Trinity exists. Good try but you are incorrect. In John’s Revelation 
1:11, 17, 18, 19 Jesus clearly said to John to write down his words for 
the churches. This is Jesus and not a secondhand announcement by 
some angel.

To reveal your convoluted thinking process, your words are presented 
again for others to assimilate and try to appreciate. The Trinity, if true, 
would have been stated by Jesus Christ. He had ample opportunity to 
do so in the Gospel of John where he speaks of the Comforter, the 
Spirit of Truth. But the church fathers have misconstrued the words of 
Jesus and composed the Trinity to fuse Jesus with God and His Spirit.

With the following paragraph, you presented convoluted thinking in 
defense of the church fathers Trinity belief:

“The following verse demonstrates the truth of the words that John 
has been told and which he has written down . . . Rev 22.6 And he . . . 
Thus, the book of Revelation very clearly and repeatedly describes 
John as being the one hearing and receiving Jesus’s divine message.”
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Mr. Bowman, you have said in many words that Jesus spoke to John to 
write down his words. I agree. Upon review of your summary below 
you conclude, “The angel’s reply to John is that he must only worship 
God, and as already witnessed in the beginning of Revelation, John 
did exactly that when he fell at the feet of the resurrected Jesus Christ. 
Confirming that Jesus is God.”

Mr. Bowman, you opened your summary with a statement about 
the Apocalypse that has nothing to do with the questions I initially 
provided for you. Yes, in Revelation, an angel was initially sent to 
John to signify what Jesus himself was about to say to John. There 
is agreement. However, John does not reveal in Revelation that 
Jesus, God, and the Holy Spirit are one, and therefore, a Trinity of 
three persons in accordance with the church fathers’ definition. The 
Trinity belief, promulgated by Pope John Paul II in the Catechism of 
the Catholic Church, Second edition, p. 902, is defined as follows: 
Trinity—The mystery of one God in three Persons: Father, Son, and 
Holy Spirit.

This concept is not in keeping with the OT, where God is the creator of 
all there is. The assertion that Jesus is the beginning and the creator of 
the universe is questionable and perhaps, an egregious misinterpretation 
of John’s meaning in his opening sentence that “In the beginning was 
the Word.” There is no doubt that the Word was given by God, through 
His Son, created within the womb of the Virgin Mary. It is dishonest to 
assert Jesus and not God created all there is.

God created Jesus for the salvation of mankind by proclaiming His 
Word—Love one another. Jesus announced the Word of God given 
to him for mankind to follow. This was the last command given by 
Jesus and is the greatest command given by God because it applies to 
all of us. God’s command applies to believers in God, agnostics, and 
atheists who desire the best for humanity. God’s Word encompasses 
all people: Love and assist your sisters and brothers of every nation. 
No person will be embraced by God unless they follow His command 
every day of their life.

Nick Ginex, a man of God.

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 11, 2011

Dear Mr. Berman,

I agree with you that God provided His Word only after the birth of 
Jesus who was created within the womb of the Virgin Mary by the 
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intercession of the Holy Ghost (Lk 1:30—35; Mt 1:16, 18). There is 
an inconsistency with the Gospel of John for he poetically wrote, “In 
the beginning was the Word” and then goes on to write, “and the Word 
was with God, and the Word was God.” This is a big change from 
Matthew and Luke’s version, which clearly states Jesus was born, 
that is created, within the womb of the Virgin Mary. Therefore, Mr. 
Berman, Jesus, who pronounced the Word of God three times in John, 
is associated with the Word. The Word only existed after God created 
the heavens, the earth, and man. Common sense dictates that the Word 
was not needed, was unnecessary, and only has any meaning after the 
creation of man.

The Word of God is “Love one another” and was intended for mankind. 
God would only accept those of us who have love for their sisters and 
brothers of every nation.

R. Berman’s Response, February 12, 2011

John does have a different focus than the synoptic authors, but his 
message is complementary with theirs, not contradictory. “Word of 
God” means more than one thing. In one sense, Jesus spoke the Word 
of God, which word included but was much more than just “Love one 
another.” In another sense, the Bible as the Word of God records the 
words and deeds of Jesus. In another sense, Jesus is the eternal Word 
of God.

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 13, 2011

Thank you, Mr. Berman, in answer to what is the Word of God, you 
provided the following, “John does have a different focus than the 
synoptic authors, but his message is complementary with theirs, not 
contradictory. “Word of God” means more than . . . just Love one 
another . . . Jesus is the eternal Word of God.”

You ignored the fact that there is a contradiction, not a complimentary 
agreement as to Jesus being the Word in the beginning and ultimately 
God. The gospels of Matthew and Luke clearly state Jesus was created 
within the womb of Mary by the intercession of the Holy Ghost. John 
is poetically incorrect because the Word if you want to call it the Bible 
instead of Jesus, was not required or needed until the creation of Man. 
You need to be truthful. Do you believe Jesus was created and born 
by the Virgin Mary through the intercession of God’s Holy Spirit or, 
was Jesus, as the Word (that is the Bible) existed in the beginning, was 
with God, and is God?
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It does appear that John, who has stated some wonderful things from 
Jesus, has gotten too poetic in his opening line of the Gospel.

Bowman’s Response, February 12, 2011

Ginex wrote, “Thank you, Mr. Bowman, for your honesty and for 
providing the scriptural examples with which you seem to be basing 
your beliefs upon. Your references below do not express your thoughts. 
References do not impress me, only your ability to think honestly and 
state your thoughts fairly.”

Brother Nick,

Without references, you have nothing with which to base assertions.

As far as being my thoughts on the matter—they are—and, more 
importantly, they represent the classical definitions from the original 
languages during the time period in which they were penned.

Hence, it is not a matter of opinion, but one of fact.

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 13, 2011

Hello, Mr. Bowman,who is “us?”

You wrote, “Show us the Greek grammar construct of the verse in 
question if you are confident, brother.”

You must understand that the Bible, as the Word of God, was meant 
to be read by all His children, as such, God inspired righteous men 
to write clearly the words of God for all to understand. To refer to a 
Greek text of the Bible is saying that the English version is incorrect 
and that the proper grammar was not provided.

Mr. Bowman, you do a lot of twisting and turning with words to 
misconstrue and misinterpret what is written. Unfortunately, you are 
also condescending, and believe you are superior than others. Too bad, 
there is much for you to learn. Simply keep an open mind.

R. Berman’s Response, February 14, 2011

Ginex wrote, “You ignored the fact that there is a contradiction, not a 
complimentary agreement as to Jesus being the Word in the beginning 
and ultimately God . . . or, was Jesus, as the Word (that is the Bible) 
existed in the beginning, was with God, and is God? It does appear that 
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John, who has stated some wonderful things from Jesus, has gotten too 
poetic in his opening line of the Gospel.”

If you believe it’s possible for the Bible to be “too poetic,” then we 
don’t have any basis for discussion about the Word, since I don’t 
believe the Bible contains any errors. The eternal Son of God existed 
in the beginning was God. But there was a beginning to the time when 
the man Jesus existed as a physical body.

Tanakh’s Comment, February 14, 2011

Bowman wrote, “Jesus is God. You need to learn this before you run 
out of time, brother Nick.”

Ah, the essence of Christianity . . . threats and fear-mongering.

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 14, 2011

Dear Mr. Bowman,

I apologize for being too harsh with you, but I did avoid saying what 
my father would say about you. It seems my father has had a profound 
influence on me. He was a man of integrity and a man of his word who 
believed in sincerity and truth.

All my life I have searched for truth. Truth that has been denied to 
people around the world because the religions of today all believe they 
have the one, true religion. They will not acknowledge the past history 
of mankind and agree that their religion was founded on a people that 
developed the concepts of a soul, a hereafter, one—universal God, and 
the Son of God. Those people were the ancient Egyptians who finally 
revered one-universal God named Amen (also spelled Amon). Over 
two thousand years before the birth of Jesus Christ, more than thirteen 
pharaohs used Amen as part of their throne names. More importantly, 
it was Jesus Christ in Revelation 3:13 and 14 that stated to those with 
an ear to listen, to hear what the spirit of God has said, namely, that 
Amen is the faithful and true witness, the beginning of the creation of 
God.

It is clear that Jesus was proclaiming a truth in Revelation. Why in 
Revelation? It is indeed a revelation to know that God first introduced 
Himself to mankind as Amen. This my friend is a challenge by 
Jesus Christ to the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religious leaders to 
acknowledge that the beliefs in God were first formed within Egypt 
and that Amen is a Common Bond of all three religions.
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Until the religious leaders and worshippers of these religions agree 
that they all pray to the same God, after all, there is only one God, 
there will be no peace on earth for the children of God.

Of course, worshippers have been taught, perhaps through ignorance, 
that Amen means “So be it” but Amen has been sung fervently in 
many houses of worship and secular forms of entertainment. Were 
they singing “So be it” or were they singing the name of God?

Mr. Berman, I appeal to you to be open-minded and do not lock out 
or deny the truth of the past history of mankind. We should all be 
proud of our legacy given to us by a very spiritual people. If not for 
Egypt’s priesthood that existed for thousands of years, we would not 
believe in the one-universal God that had developed and documented 
in scripture as “Amon As the Sole God.”

I believe in God. The one God of all there is throughout the entire 
universe. That God is the same God of all three religions. Unfortunately, 
the three religions defined their God for a unique set of people but 
this was perhaps unavoidable due to different customs and traditions. 
Read Future of God Amen and find out why the Word of God was 
given by a man of truth. Jesus said, as the last command given through 
the Holy Spirit, and he emphatically stated it three times in John’s 
Gospel, Love one another. Those who follow this commandment be 
they believers of God, agnostics, or atheists, will be embraced by God 
as His children. Each of us will enjoy the grace of God if we love and 
assist our sisters and brothers of every nation.

Nick Ginex, a man of God.

Tanakh’s Comment, February 14, 2011

Nick, you wrote, “All my life I have searched for truth. Truth that has 
been denied to people around the world because the religions of today 
all believe they have the one, true religion. They will not acknowledge 
the past history of mankind and agree that their religion was founded 
on a people that developed the concepts of a soul, a hereafter, one 
universal God and the Son of God. Those people were the ancient 
Egyptians who finally revered one universal God named Amen (also 
spelled Amon). Over 2,000 years before the birth of Jesus Christ, 
more than 13 pharaohs used Amen as part of their throne names. More 
importantly, it was Jesus Christ in Revelation 3:13 and 14 that stated 
to those with an ear to listen, to hear what the spirit of God has said, 
namely, that Amen is the faithful and true witness, the beginning of the 
creation of God.
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It is clear that Jesus was proclaiming a truth in Revelation. Why in 
Revelation?”

Nick, do you not see the fundamental flaw in your opinion? You claim 
that all believers must believe in a single divine entity. But you then go 
on to state that your belief about a god must be the one that is followed. 
This is a prospect that is doomed to failure. You base your beliefs on 
a chapter named Revelation. However, two of the three religions that 
you mention don’t give any authoritative weight to that book.

How about instead of going for unity on the name of the divine entity, 
you go for unity of action. I think we’d have a much better chance to 
unify on kindness, justice, and mercy.

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 14, 2011

Hello Mr. Berman,

I respect your belief that Jesus, the Son of God, came or coexisted with 
God, and because God created the Son, Jesus is also God who created 
all there is. My belief is more sound and realistic. Only one God created 
all there is including His Son Jesus who was conceived by the Holy 
Ghost and born of the Virgin Mary. If God conceived a Son of God, 
then God came first. This logic is impeccable and irrefutable. The OT 
is not in error. The opening line of Genesis is “In the beginning, God 
created the heaven and the earth.” This is God not the Son of God, 
which implies the Son came after God. To assert anything other is 
to misconstrue and misinterpret that only God existed from the very 
beginning.

However, I sympathize with your belief that it was the Son of God 
that created all there is because he is God. We can agree that there 
is a Trinity consisting of God, His Son, and God’s Holy Spirit. But, 
according to Matthew and Luke, the Son of God was conceived by the 
intercession of God’s Holy Spirit within the womb of the Virgin Mary 
to create His son. Could it be that you really believe that the Son of 
God conceived his own birth within the womb of Mary? That is saying 
the Son of God already existed to create Jesus, a Son of God. But if 
Jesus is a Son of God, who is God’s Holy Spirit that caused Mary to 
give birth to Jesus?

There is only one reason why people like you believe in the Trinity. 
It is necessary to raise Jesus, a Son of Man, to the level of a God. 
Many people have an inability to follow the commands given by God 
through Jesus, unless he is worshipped as a God. Would these same 



260 Nicholas P. GiNex

people follow Jesus if they were not taught he is a God? That is a 
relevant question. I, for one, will still believe in Jesus and the Word of 
God he announced to all of us—Love one another. If you could try to 
love your sisters and brothers of every nation, you will be accepted by 
the grace of God. God rather have you love your sisters and brothers 
than bow down to Him. God is self-sufficient, all-knowing, and does 
not need your love but your obedience to love your sisters and brothers 
throughout the earth.

God be with you, Nick Ginex

Nick Ginex’s Comment, February 16, 2011

You need to read “A History of Egypt” and “Future of God Amen” 
These books provide factual history and evidence that the Bible does 
not provide. In fact, the Bible has many myths and inconsistencies 
that are greatly disturbing for discerning and educated people of 
today. For example, God’s Flood (known as Noah’s Flood) occurred 
around 2448 BCE according to James Ussher, Irish archbishop and 
chronologist. But educated people know that the Egyptian civilization 
existed before and after God’s Flood because the Egyptians existed 
along the Nile River as long as 8000 BCE. Sorry, but the Bible is truly 
in error because God did not have only Noah and his family survive 
the Flood.

Bowman’s Response, February 16, 2011

Nick wrote, “You need to read A History of Egypt and Future of God 
Amen . . . Sorry, but the Bible is truly in error because God did not 
have only Noah and his family survive the Flood.”

If you are reading books such as these, then its garbage in—garbage 
out, brother . . .

Nowhere in the entire Bible does it ever tell the reader to sum the 
generations to arrive at dates for things such as the flood or creation. 
Thus, if you are obtaining your “amen theory” from these dubious 
sources it would explain why it is an argument from silence.

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 16, 2011

Jesus was a Son of God and rightly should be referred to as a God. 
However, to say He came before God is not true. God used His Holy 
Spirit to conceive Mary and thereby created the Son of God. Is this 
so difficult for you to understand? Are you saying it was not the spirit 
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of God, but Jesus that conceived himself within the womb of Mary? 
You are not of sound mind to refute what was written by Matthew and 
Luke. This is another inconsistency between the Gospels of Matthew 
and Luke with that of John.

There is no reason why you should elevate Jesus to be God Himself. 
This is where the church fathers have made a profound error and have 
caused many people to disbelieve their man-made dogma of the Trinity. 
You have tried to prove the Trinity is contained in the Bible but went 
through an exercise of misconstruing, misinterpreting, and fabricating 
a convoluted argument. Shame on you for trying to deceive believers 
in God.

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 16, 2011

Mr. Bowman, how dare you accuse an Archbishop of being a liar or 
unworthy of the Truth. You are the one that creates a distortion of the 
Truth. You are not well read, and your only source of knowledge is the 
Bible. Your mind is full of myths and inconsistencies, and yet you have 
the audacity to say that books written by intelligent and educated men 
who sacrificed their lives to bring you knowledge is to be regarded as 
“garbage.” You have brought yourself down to the level of a man who 
has low esteem for the findings of Egyptologists and even your own 
men of the cloth. Too bad, you have limited your knowledge to only 
the Bible for you cannot be a man of God unless you learn history 
founded on truth and evidence.

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 16, 2011

Mr. Bowman,

It seems you are a closed-mined person. It is true that God’s Holy Spirit 
conceived Mary and initiated the creation of a baby called Jesus within 
her womb. Is that so difficult for you to understand? Certainly, it was 
not Jesus who conceived himself within the womb of Mary. It was the 
Spirit of God who we call the Holy Spirit that brought Jesus into our 
world. Jesus was unknown to all people until he was created within 
the womb of Mary to deliver the Word of God before his death—Love 
one another. This, my dear brother, is the Greatest Command given 
by Jesus. God would not accept you unless you have tried to love 
your sisters and brothers that may be of any nation. Think about that. 
Remember, nowhere else in the NT does Jesus state a command three 
times.

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 16, 2011
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Dear Tanakh,

Thank you for your response, which makes a lot of sense. I have 
always admired your ability to think. I believe we agree that there is 
only one God that created all there is. If not, forgive me. It’s just that 
if the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religious leaders believe in a God 
of all creation, it would seem ridiculous that it means three separate 
gods.

What I advocate is a unity of beliefs in the same God with no one 
religion asserting it has the only true God and is the only true religion. 
If this frame of mind continues to exist into the future, I predict 
there surely will be no peace on earth because only arrogance is the 
dominating force in their thinking. How childish to believe the Bible 
cannot be revised and improved upon. Why is it that the Egyptian 
priesthood was astute enough to revise their conception of many gods 
until they were able to conceive one—universal God? Man learns from 
the past and builds upon the knowledge that has been accumulated. To 
freeze the scriptures of the major religions is an act of arrogance once 
again displaying the proud belief that my religion is the only way to 
God. Children at best who are unwilling to work together and seek a 
unity of mind and a unity in the belief in God.

In Future of God Amen, I proposed that daughters and sons of God 
are needed to advise and assist religious leaders to work together for 
a unity of spirit and belief in God. This is not my God; it is the God 
of all people that religious leaders must define. They will need the 
assistance of daughters and sons of God because their minds are truly 
locked in a cage of dogma that surrounds their entire being. Are these 
religious leaders capable, as representatives of God, to work together 
and embrace the love of humanity? Unless the religious leaders all 
actively teach the Word of God—Love one another, they will be dismal 
failures to have the human race achieve the next level of evolution in 
the belief in God. If they fail, within a short period of time, possibly 
less than a century, the religions will be laughed at and ridiculed 
because their religious leaders are arrogant, proud, and stubborn with 
the old notion that they have the only true scripture. Yes, scripture that 
is full of myths, inconsistencies, bigotry, intolerance, and violence to 
not only love God but defend Him with all your might—even if it 
means to kill other human beings.

Tell me, does God want you to love Him with all your mind and all 
your heart and all your might? Yes, according to the Shema. But be 
realistic, would not God prefer you to love your sisters and brothers 
of any nation rather than devote your energies to love Him? God is 
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self-sufficient, all-powerful, and does not need you to bow down to 
Him. Rather, and it is not just my opinion, it is the Spirit of God that 
makes me write: He will he proud and bestow grace on any person, 
be they atheist, agnostic, or a believer—if that person tries to love 
and assist his sisters and brothers of any nation. This Yanakh is some 
common sense to be taught by religious leaders. Let us hope that they 
are not too blind by their dogma to be open to another view of God 
and His Word.

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 17, 2011

Dear Tanakh,

As usual, your responses contain much common sense and provide 
a reality of the world we live in. I agree that human beings are very 
difficult to change their beliefs, even if it meant a better understanding 
of God.

You wrote, “I don’t understand what ‘Word of G—d’ you want to 
teach. You said that the Bible is full of myths, inconsistencies, bigotry, 
intolerance, and violence. It sounds like you want to toss the bible. So 
what words are left? Where do they come from? Who has the authority 
to issue them? Who will interpret and revise them? Why do you think 
‘love one another’ is a goal to strive for? What is it based on?”

No Tanakh, it would be foolish to throw the baby out with the bath 
water. I believe that there are people with your intelligence that can 
advise and assist religious leaders of the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic 
religions to provide better scripture for human beings to follow. To 
say the scriptures are cast in concrete, never to be changed, that is, 
improved upon, is a defeatist view. However, I agree, I am a reed 
in the wind and the hopes for people to be capable of growing from 
the past may be unrealistic. I guess the Egyptian priesthood had more 
practice in revising their scriptures and were more adaptable to finally 
conceive one-universal God. Unfortunately, our religious leaders 
and their followers are so entrenched in the belief they have the only 
true religion that the next level of human development may not be 
achievable because of pride and arrogance. Too bad. The stupidity of 
religious people will continue to divide people around the world. There 
is only one great command that the religions should be teaching—Love 
one another.

Love one another is the command given by a Jewish Man of God, 
Jesus. He stated it three times in the Gospel of John. God will accept 
all those, be they an atheist, agnostic, or a believer who have during 



264 Nicholas P. GiNex

their lives tried to love the sisters and brothers of any nation. No 
person can be received by God if this one command is not a guiding 
principle in their life.

Peace be with you Tanakh, you are a child of God.

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 17, 2011

Mr. Bowman wrote, “Brother Nick denies the Trinity—thus, he is not 
a Christian.”

Who made you judge and jury? The Trinity is not identified anywhere 
in the OT or NT but is man-made dogma conceived by the church 
fathers to raise a Man of God to not only be the Son of God, but to 
be God. Very bad move by holy men of God. It is a hypothetical idea 
that is fabricated to have followers believe Jesus is God. Very foolish 
indeed. For only God existed in the beginning. The inconsistency 
between what the Judaic religion teaches and the Christian religion 
teaches reveals a very dishonorable and deceiving belief.

Every good Christian that follows the words of Jesus whether he was 
a Man of God, a Son of God, or God, will be accepted by God. Why? 
Because an atheist, an agnostic, or a believer will enjoy the grace of 
God if His Word is obeyed—Love one another. God will accept His 
children that follow His Word even if they do not believe in the Trinity, 
which was never defined by God in the Torah or Gospels.

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 17, 2011

Mr. Bowman wrote, “You keep repeating the same nonsense over and 
over, Nick. Pick one verse and we can discuss the Greek behind it and 
see who has the best understanding of the text.

Just so that you have no more excuses . . . you pick the verse.”

Dear Mr. Bowman,

You are highly knowledgeable about the gospels of Matthew and 
Luke. I already identified the verses that indicated it was God’s Holy 
Spirit that conceived Mary with child. That baby was “created” within 
the womb of Mary just like you and I were created within the womb 
of our mother. To say Jesus was not created is another distortion, 
fabrication, and misplaced reason simply because you want to believe 
the man-made dogma of the church fathers. If Jesus was not created 
in the womb of Mary, how was he created? Maybe you have another 
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verse that tells it differently than Matthew and Luke. Certainly, Jesus 
was not created in the beginning because God existed in the beginning. 
If you persist in circular reasoning, we have to end this discourse here. 
I am willing to agree that we disagree. Continue with your belief 
because God loves you to worship Him. But be careful, Mr. Bowman, 
God will never accept you if you do not follow His Word—love one 
another. I love and understand you, do you love me?

Tanakh’s Comment, February 18, 2011

Well, Nick, we seem to have reached the end and are now going around 
in circles.

You regard keeping G—d exact words as being defeatist. I say it is 
following our creator’s wisdom and is in our best interests.

You say the Bible is full of myths and is inconsistent, but you pull out 
one phrase “Love one another” as the only thought of worth. I say if 
you disregard the whole Bible, then you should disregard the whole 
thing. You can’t cherry pick one verse and make a new world view on it.

How can any person possibly improve on the creator’s exact words? 
You believe you have found a way, I believe there is no way.

Even if “love one another” was ALL that was needed, it’s not enough to 
apply to every situation. There will need to be guidance on other facts 
and circumstances. Somebody will have to provide further instruction 
and interpretation. Who will provide the guidance beyond those three 
words?

You see G—d’s laws as unrealistic and hopeless. I see G—d’s laws as 
our best hope and the most rationality possible.

It’s sort of funny that you call religious leaders “entrenched in their 
beliefs” when you are the same. It’s also funny that you criticize the 
Bible as being inconsistent, but have no trouble using it to authorize 
your belief that if someone doesn’t love another, they won’t be 
accepted by G—d. If the Bible is so inconsistent, then it can’t be used 
to back up anything. Is the entire world to accept your viewpoint of 
which biblical words are good and which biblical words are bad?

Cherry picking is not a rational belief that will revolutionize the 
world. There is no way that you could rationally exclude someone 
else that cherry picks different verses to reach a different conclusion 
than yours.
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You wrote, “Love one another is the command given by a Jewish Man 
of God. He stated it three times in the gospel of John.”

For the third time, neither Islam or Judaism gives any authority to 
John’s book. Anything stated there has as much relevance to our souls 
as anything printed in Moby Dick. If you are going to quote Jewish 
men of G—d, Moses is a much more relevant example. At least all 
three religions accept Moses as a man of G—d. Unity will be far better 
achieved with him.

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 18, 2011

Dear Tanakh,

Sorry to have you believe I am a cherry picker. I have agreed with you 
that Jesus is a man of God, and I go further to write he was embraced 
by God as His Son. But according to the Torah, Jesus is not God. Now 
that we have a platform to agree on, I will state that Jesus, as a Son 
of God, gave the world the greatest commandment. You may wish to 
discard the gospels and others may wish to discard the Torah. But that 
is being childish, Jesus was taught the Torah and the laws of Moses 
are not rescinded because of the Word of God—Love one another. 
You are correct. We respect what are moral and civil codes that have 
been passed down to us by very righteous men. Moses learned much 
from the Egyptian priesthood. In fact, in my book, Future of God 
Amen, I was able to show a direct correlation of many moral and civil 
codes Moses learned from the Egyptians. So let us respect and honor 
scripture of the Egyptians, the Hebrews, Christians, and with some 
caution, the Muslims.

Of the two prophets, Moses and Jesus, we know that Moses killed over 
three thousand of his own people after getting upset over his people 
worshipping a golden calf. He also obeyed God to capture and kill 
thousands of people in Canaan. However, Jesus was a man of peace 
who never killed anybody. So let so use the Bible as a history book 
as we learn the moral codes given by man to man. Oh, forgive me, I 
believe you rather me say from God to man.

No, Tanakh, we do not throw out the baby with the bath water. But at 
the same time, let us realize that the holy books can be better written. 
They served their purpose for another time, but there are daughters 
and sons of God that can improve the scriptures with their love of 
humanity and of God who is the underpinning of our belief system. 
Jesus did say there will be others who will do even greater works than 
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he that believe in him. The him is the Word of God. Too bad, Mr. 
Bowman has not learned to appreciate the words of Jesus—the hope 
of the world.

A man of God, Nicholas.

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 18, 2011

Dear Mr. Bowman,

Thank you for having read my book, Future of God Amen. It is a 
history based upon factual evidence, how man first came to conceive 
one-universal God. That God has introduced Himself to mankind as 
Amen. Today, all over the world in temples and churches, His name 
is announced at the end of a prayer, supplication, giving thanks, and 
praise, and singing reverently with deep feelings of love and worship. 
Certainly, followers of God are not singing “So be it” when they 
are singing “Amen.” The book shows conclusively that the Judaic, 
Christian, and Islamic religions all stem from the religious beliefs of 
the Egyptians. The Egyptians had a priesthood that functioned for 
over two thousand years. In fact, Amen was used in the throne names 
of more than thirteen pharaohs starting two thousand years before the 
birth of Jesus.

But, of course, Mr. Bowman, you may consider the book garbage 
because your belief system will lock out any information of truth that 
may be a threat. Unlike you, Mr. Bowman, even though I wrote a 
factual history to inform people about the beginning of God, I still 
believe in God; a God that created all there is and all his children be 
they of the Judaic, Christian, or Islamic faiths, will be received by Him 
if they follow His Word—Love one another. The Word was delivered 
by Jesus, for which reason, Jesus is the Word—love one another.

Can you deny Jesus is not the Word? What is the Word? It has meaning. 
It is not the whole Bible full of inconsistencies, myths, and ordinances 
that no longer apply in today’s world. The Bible is in desperate need 
of being updated by daughters and sons of God.

Nicholas, a man of God.

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 19, 2011

Mr. Bowman wrote, “If you deny the Trinity—then you are denying 
God—as this is how He has revealed Himself.”
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Then to my response, “Whether you are a believer, an agnostic, or an 
atheist if you follow the Word of God, you will be embraced by God’s 
Holy Spirit.” Bowman’s answer was, “What is the “Word,” brother?”

Mr. Bowman, you believe that Jesus is God, yet you do not believe 
he provided the Word of God. Only in the NT is Jesus revealed to 
believers. I will repeat the Word of God for you. Nowhere in the 
Bible does God issue the same command three times. This is the last 
command given by God through Jesus, who you believe is the same 
God. For your benefit, it is presented below:

John 13:34. A new commandment I give unto you, That ye love one 
another; as I have loved you, that ye also love one another.

John 15:12. This is my commandment. That ye love one another, as I 
have loved you.

John 15:17. These things I command you, that ye love one another.

If you believe Jesus is God, you have got to know that the Word of 
God is, yes, Love one another.

This is the greatest command given by God. Even the Shema does not 
compare to the significance of God’s Word. Do you think God needs 
you to love Him with all your heart, all your mind, and all your might? 
God rather have you love your sisters and brothers, from any nation 
than to bow down and worship Him. God is insistent when He gives 
a command three times. Yet you appear to dismiss this command. 
You, Mr. Bowman, are in grave danger of never being embraced 
by God because you do not appear to offer compassion, love, and 
understanding of the Word of God as it applies to all people. It is true, 
God will accept the believer, the agnostic, and the atheist who follows 
the Word of God. They do not need to believe in any dogma or belong 
to the Christian religion. Perhaps, someday, you will understand the 
Word of God. I cannot make it any clearer to you.

Nicholas, a man of God.

Bowman’s Comment, February 19, 2011

Nick, you wrote, “Mr. Bowman, you believe that Jesus is God.”

This is what the Holy Bible plainly teaches.

You also wrote, “Yet you do not believe he provided the Word of 
God.” He is the Word.
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You wrote, “Only in the NT is Jesus revealed to believers.” Wrong. the 
Son is revealed in the OT.

Nick wrote, “I will repeat the Word of God for you. Nowhere in the 
Bible does God issue the same command three times.”

Then you have not bothered to study the Holy Bible . . . now have you, 
Nick . . .

You wrote, “This is the last command given by God through Jesus, 
who you believe is the same God. For your benefit, it is presented 
below:

A new commandment I give unto you, That ye love one another; as I 
have loved you, that ye also love one another (Jn 15:17).

First of all, Jesus is singularly giving this command Himself.

Secondly, it is directed towards His disciples.

This is my commandment. That ye love one another, as I have loved 
you (Jn 15:12).

Whose commandment, Nick? That’s right . . . again it is Jesus’s 
commandment.

These things I command you, that ye love one another (Jn 15:17).

Again . . . whose commandment, Nick? That’s right . . . again it is 
Jesus’s commandment.

Nick wrote, “If you believe Jesus is God, you have got to know that 
the Word of God is, yes, Love one another.”

What is “love,” brother . . . ?

Nick wrote, “This is the greatest command given by God.

You just finished showing three verses in which Jesus gave the 
commandments, in the first person, singular.

Are you finally going to admit now that Jesus is God?

Wake up, Nick . . .
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Tanakh’s Comment, February 20, 2011

Nick wrote, “I have agreed with you that Jesus is a man of God and I 
go further to write he was embraced by God as His Son.”

Please don’t make up quotes from me. At no time did I ever say that the 
Christian deity is a Man of G—d. The guy named Jesus is a nobody. I 
believe that guy never actually existed.

Princesa’s Response, February 22, 2011

Tanakh, you lack “respect for the name of the Almighty.”

You lack respect for fellow theists by calling Jesus a nobody. You’ve 
called him a nobody; you’ve called him “some dude”, who knows 
what else you’ve called him within this forum. You do get a thrill out 
of it, that’s for sure.

Tanakh’s Response, February 22, 2011

Seeing as I don’t worship this figure, don’t consider him divine, and 
don’t consider him real, what would you like me to call him?

Eudyptes’s Response, February 22, 2011

Dear Tanakh,

One day we hope and pray, you’ll call Him savior . . .

Princesa’s Response, February 23, 2011

Tanakh wrote, “Seeing as I don’t worship this figure, don’t consider 
him divine, and don’t consider him real, what would you like me to 
call him?”

I know you did not miss the point, yet you act as though it flew right 
over your head. If you have no respect for other people’s faiths, which 
are dear to them, as yours is to you, where is the right in demanding 
others hold your faith in the highest esteem.

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 21, 2011

Mr. Bowman, to my statement, “Yet you do not believe he provided 
the Word of God” you wrote of Jesus, “He is the Word.”
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I wrote, “Only in the NT is Jesus revealed to believers.” And you 
wrote, “Wrong. The Son is revealed in the OT.”

Mr. Bowman, what is the Word? Is it one word? We already know who 
Jesus is, but what is his Word?

By just saying “He is the Word.” means nothing because nobody 
knows what the Word is. If you really love and understand Jesus, he 
spoke the Word three times in the gospel of John. Do you believe the 
Word is to Love one another? To simply say Jesus is the Word means 
nothing. Tell me, Mr. Bowman, if Jesus is the Word then explain what 
you think the Word is. Jesus is a person, but what is the Word that 
Jesus was sent to teach all mankind? The Word is not an answer and 
teaches his followers nothing. Explain the Word and just don’t say it 
is the Word.

Do provide where in the OT Jesus is explicitly identified. Do not 
fabricate an answer.

Mr. Bowman, I hope you are truly trying to help me to understand your 
interpretation of the Bible. Be more specific and helpful by explaining 
why you support a belief or position. For example, you answered that, 
“The Son is revealed in the OT” but you did not indicate where.

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 22, 2011

Dear Tanakh and Mr. Bowman,

It is disheartening to see a Christian and a Jewish believer of God have 
such opposing views about one-universal God.

You both fail to realize that your beliefs are a gift from the Egyptian 
religion. The religious leaders who formulated the Torah, Gospels, and 
the Revelation, and yes, even the Koran, all subscribe to the worship 
of one God that originated in Egypt.

However, it is clear that Hebrew holy men adopted the beliefs of the 
Egyptians and wrote scripture of their own for their people to live by. 
The Christians were able to open the Judaic religion to others by the 
efforts of such Jewish men as Mark, Matthew, Luke, and John. Then, 
many years later, the Arab countries were forced to follow the Koran 
developed by Muhammad and his religious leaders.

What we have is the spread of a belief in God that originated within 
Egypt by their priesthood that existed for over two thousand years 
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before the birth of Jesus. Other groups of people adopted the Egyptian 
beliefs and worship of the one-universal God, Amen. These groups of 
people, however, made the religion applicable to their own way of life 
and traditions, which made their view of God different, but it is the 
same God.

So now, we have the religious leaders of the Judaic, Christian, and 
Islamic religions, and their followers, all believing they have the true 
religion. They will even fight among each other to die for the God 
they worship. This is arrogance and pride that prohibits the religious 
leaders and their followers to understand that there can only be 
one-universal God. They should respect the beliefs of each religion 
because if they were knowledgeable of the past history of mankind, 
they would understand their religions all sprang from the roots of the 
Egyptian religion.

Arrogance and pride are the enemies of understanding, tolerance, and 
peace among the peoples of these three religions.

All readers of this response are encouraged to read Future of God Amen 
to learn the history of man’s belief in one-universal God. It not only 
provides a critique of the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic scriptures, but 
it also has recommendations for religious leaders and their followers 
to work together to unify their beliefs.

With knowledge of our religious past, we can have a greater respect for 
where we are now and where we as a people should be headed in the 
future. If a man of God, Jesus Christ, in Revelation 3:14, proclaimed 
that Amen, the greatest Egyptian God, is the faithful and true witness, 
the beginning of the creation of God, then all religious people should 
acknowledge his words. For Jesus was a man of Truth. To deny, to 
misinterpret, to misconstrue, and to ignore the truth of the past is to 
stop man’s ability to advance to a higher level of moral behavior and 
a better understanding of themselves and God.

Nicholas Ginex, a man of God.

R. Berman’s Comment, February 22, 2011

Nick wrote, “It is disheartening to see a Christian and a Jewish believer 
of God have such opposing views about one-universal God. You both 
fail to realize that your beliefs are a gift from the Egyptian religion. 
The religious leaders who formulated the Torah, the Gospels and the 
Revelation, and yes, even the Koran, all subscribe to the worship of 
one God that originated in Egypt.”
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Disheartening that they don’t agree, perhaps. And yet despite their 
disagreements, they are both closer to the truth than you are. The 
worship of the one God originated in the Garden of Eden, with the 
first man and woman.

Tanakh’s Comment, February 22, 2011

Nick wrote, “Dear Tanakh and Mr. Bowman, It is disheartening to see 
a Christian and a Jewish believer of God have such opposing views 
about one-universal God.”

It’s to be expected. Judaism and Christianity are mostly diametrically 
opposite religions. Obviously, we disagree on most things. The identity 
and reverence for G—d is just one way we disagree.

Nick Gine’s Response, February 23, 2011

Dear Mr. Bowman,

It is unfortunately clear that you have a mind trapped in a cage of 
religious dogma. This is too bad because you deprive yourself of the 
opportunity to learn about the past and gain greater perception of the 
future.

You exhibit the arrogance and pride of religious followers who 
sincerely believe they have the only true path to God. Your statement 
below defines you as a man who will cause bigotry, hate, and violence 
to defend your beliefs instead of following the words of Jesus Christ 
who proclaimed to all people—Love one another.

You wrote, “Nick . . . , will all due respect, your book is garbage from 
start to finish.”

I will pray for you,

Nick Ginex, a man of God.

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 23, 2011

Mr. Bowman, if you believe the Word means the creation of all there 
is you are not a man with reason. You must realize that God does not 
need to say any word to create all there is. God created all there is and 
that is all you need to know. Any fool knows that God created a Son 
within the womb of the Virgin Mary. To say Jesus was born before 
Mary gave birth is a contradiction and violates the OT because it does 



274 Nicholas P. GiNex

not mention any Word or any Son of God. You are misinterpreting a 
gospel that was written many centuries after the OT to force the idea 
of a man-made doctrine called the Trinity. None of the gospels refer 
to a Trinity.

You are saying that God and His Son existed together at the same time, 
but this is foolishness when God, the Father, had to come first.

By definition, a Son means one that follows the Father. Please get your 
head straight. You would believe anything taught to you because you 
are definitely a follower, a slave to others who easily can rule your 
mind.

If you desire to say Jesus is the Word, that’s fine. But that is saying 
who the Word is. You need to reflect and to think about what is the 
Word? If you truly believe in Jesus Christ as the Son of God, who 
has a Father God, then you will accept the Word given by Jesus is 
what he stated three times in the gospel of John. The Word if given 
by the Father or by His Son does not matter, the Word is—Love one 
Another. This was the last command given by Jesus, who represented 
his Father, the God of all there is.

Do not go around in circles about the Word. If you want to believe in 
the Trinity, fine. But what is the Word not who is the Word should be 
ingrained in every thought and every action of your life.

Nicholas Ginex, a man of God

Tanakh’s Comment, February 23, 2011

Nick wrote, “ . . . violates the OT because it does not mention any 
Word or any Son of God. You are misinterpreting a gospel that was 
written many centuries after the OT to force the idea of a man-made 
doctrine called the Trinity. None of the gospels refer to a Trinity.”

It’s nice that I can sometimes agree with at least part of what a Christian 
has to say. Some common ground.

Nick Ginex’s Response, February 25, 2011

Mr. Bowman to my statement, “By definition: a Son means one that 
follows the Father. Please get your head straight. You would believe 
anything taught to you because you are definitely a follower, a slave 
to others who easily can rule your mind.” You replied, “Who’s 
definition?”
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It is simple logic that the Son is derived from the Father. Do you have 
another way of defining how the Son exists without first being created 
by the Father? To say, the Son existed before the Father, or the Son 
existed with the Father, or the Son is the Father and existed at the 
same time are all misconstrued ideas of the mind. It is this convoluted 
thinking that has caused honest, loving, and discerning people to 
suspect that the church fathers would say anything to construct a 
man-made doctrine; the Trinity, that establishes Jesus as not only the 
Son of God, but is also God. It is not good to lie and cheat followers 
about the beginning of God.

In answer to what is the word of God, you said Jesus. You are correct if 
you mean who is the word of God. But you fail to acknowledge what is 
the word of God. I have provided the references for you already so that 
now I expect you to look it up in the Gospel of John. You will carefully 
read John’s Gospel and find that Jesus stated the last command given 
to the world three times—Love one another.

Mr. Bowman, you are using the Bible as the only frame of reference 
for your thinking mind. You neglect and ignore all other information, 
even when there are facts established and verified. Such as, you deny 
that Amen existed as the greatest Egyptian God for over two thousand 
years before the birth of Jesus Christ. You also deny what Jesus himself 
has proclaimed to those that hath an ear that Amen is the faithful and 
true witness, the beginning of the creation of God.

Amen was truly the beginning of the creation of God because the 
Egyptian Priesthood of Amon wrote scripture before the Bible was 
ever written proclaiming Amon As the Sole God. For you to deny the 
words of Jesus is to say you do not believe in neither the word of Jesus 
nor his announcement that Amen is the beginning of the creation of 
God.

It would benefit you a great deal to read Future of God Amen because 
it presents a factual history that proves that what Jesus said about the 
God Amen is true.

But, of course, you have no interest in learning about the history of 
mankind. Too bad, for you deprive yourself of knowledge in learning 
how man first conceived one-universal God.

You can obtain an overview of the book, Future of God Amen, by 
simply putting the title into an Internet search.
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Mr. Bowman, read history and learn something in your life. Do not 
be afraid to absorb knowledge. For it is with knowledge that we learn 
more about ourselves and have a greater understanding of God.

Nicholas Ginex, a man of God.

Tanakh’s Comment, March 2, 2011

Mr. Bowman in reply to Nick Ginex claiming use of Revelation 3:14 
as a centerpiece for his argument, you then countered by saying . . . 
“Thus, it is imperative that you defend what it states in the original 
Greek.”

I agree that original sources are imperative. That’s why before making 
claims about Judaism and the Bible, it is imperative to go back to the 
original Hebrew.

Reece’s 1984 Comment, March 5, 2011

Mr. Ginex, your website says, “I sincerely do not want to dissuade 
you from your beliefs in the God you now worship, but to help you 
appreciate why you do accept your God and that He is the same God 
worshipped in temples, churches, and mosques.”

So in your belief, Moslems worship the same God as Christians? Now, 
Thomas confessed Jesus as his Lord and his God at John 20:28-29 and 
so do Christians today. Do Muslims worship Jesus?

You also say that “Our world is presently confused with how we 
perceive God,” does that include you? Are you confused about how 
to perceive God? Were the Egyptians confused as well? Is there any 
written source on earth that contains no confusion of this sort? If so, 
name it for us.

Is there any ancient Egyptian writing that you consider to contain the 
truth about God? If so, name it please.

I am sure you know that words can have more than one meaning, 
right. So what is it that causes you to think that Jesus was referring to 
an Egyptian God in Revelation 3:14 and not using the word another 
way? Are you saying that the word Amen can only mean this Egyptian 
god and cannot mean anything else? Also, words evolve in meaning 
over time. The word gay used to simply mean “merry” or “happy,” 
now it means “homosexual.” Even if the Egyptians worshipped a god 
named Amen, this does not prove that is how Jesus used the word in 
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Revelation 3:14. Contextually, he wasn’t even talking about Egypt, 
was he?

You claim that “The Egyptian priesthood were first to develop the 
concept of a soul, an eternal hereafter upon living a life of truth and 
righteousness, a belief in God, and a Son of God.” By what process are 
the writings of Egypt dated? And why should we trust this process? 
What documentation can you provide to show that they were the first 
to have these concepts?

Revelation 3:14 tells us that the Amen is “the faithful witness;” chapter 
1 verse 5 tells us it is Jesus Christ who is “faithful witness,” hence, 
the Amen of Revelation 3:14 is Jesus himself, not some Egyptian 
deity. This is how the book of Revelation was using the term. When 
someone says, “amen to that,” they simply mean, “so be it,” or “truly.” 
You have to look, not at what the word originally meant, but how it 
is being used at the time. People in general use words without even a 
care or knowledge of their original meaning.

Please note what the Wikipedia says on Amen (place an Internet search 
on Amen.)

Obviously, Amen can be used different ways, so the onus is on you to 
show how Jesus used it in Revelation 3:14.

Nick Ginex’s Response, March 5, 2011

Dear Brother Bowman,

It seems that I really feel some affection for you because you are a 
very devout Christian. Thank you for providing the Greek version of 
Revelation 3:14, which is

And to the angel in the Laodicea assembly, write: This says the Amen, 
the faithful and true Witness, the origin, the creation, the God:

Reading this Greek version is very much the same as the King James 
Version, which states,

And unto the angel of the church of the Laodceans write; These things 
saith the Amen, the faithful and true witness, the beginning of the 
creation of God.

You then decide to state that both versions do not agree, which is 
highly false. You wrote,
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“This Biblical verse destroys your argument on two accounts:

First, this verse mandates that Jesus was never created and that He is 
the singular, nominative archē (i.e., the origin, the active cause), the 
singular, genitive creation, and the singular, genitive God.

Jesus is God. All things came into being through Jesus.

Secondly, Jesus as the amēn (i.e., Truth both in Greek and Hebrew) 
that is making these claims.”

You are poorly read about the history of Amen. Amen is not simply a 
word meaning “truth” or “So be it,” but Amen is an entity, an Egyptian 
God that existed two thousand years before the birth of Jesus. Yes, 
Amen means truth, but that was one of the greatest attributes of the 
God Amen. You fail to give Jesus credit for his knowledge about 
learning from his Hebrew teachers that Amen existed to become the 
one-universal God.

You are lacking an education either by poor exposure or a desire not to 
read history that may run counter to what you have learned in the Bible. 
This is unfortunate, for you will forever be lost in under-standing what 
Jesus Christ said in Revelation 3:14.

For you to say that Jesus was never created is heresy because you 
deny the birth of Jesus by the Virgin Mary upon her conception by the 
Holy Spirit. You rather take one Gospel (John) over two other Gospels 
(Matthew and Luke) to substantiate that Jesus is not only a Son of 
God, but is in fact God. This is logic that makes no sense for Jesus to 
be both a Son and the Father is heresy. Only God, the Father existed 
from the very beginning of time and this is in accordance with the 
Torah, the first holy book to be written by the Jews.

Your Greek version does state that Amen was the origin (beginning), 
the creation, the God. Therefore, it was Amen who was created. God 
therefore first introduced Himself to mankind as Amen, the God. Jesus 
explicitly stated he was a Son of Man 76 times in the four Gospels 
and only in the last Gospel of John does Jesus say 5 times he was the 
Son of God. This lends most people to believe the truth of Jesus that 
he was born a man of God and it is the church fathers that decided to 
make Jesus into not only a Son of God, but lo and behold, they decided 
to make Jesus the God of all there is. Jeepers, this is a stretch of the 
imagination. The church fathers could not be content that Jesus was 
born as s Son of God, but they thought they may as well go for it all 
and proclaim Jesus is God the Father. Is this heresy? We have the Torah 
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(first Bible), and two Gospels that are in conflict with John’s Gospel. 
If this is not a gross inconsistency, then it is beyond acceptance by 
those who desire to believe in God.

As far as you, Mr. Bowman, are concerned, you have got to read 
more and learn why Jesus said Amen was the origin, the creation, the 
God. Jesus could equally have said he was the origin, the creation, the 
God—but Jesus is not a man to propound an untruth. Jesus gives credit 
where credit is due and is trying to inform “all those that hath and ear” 
to listen to his words. Amen is the root of man’s belief in one-universal 
God. Amen was accepted by the Jews and has profoundly influenced 
the development of the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religions. 
Until the religious leaders of these religions acknowledge Amen as 
a Common Bond of their religious beliefs, there will be no peace on 
earth.

Until you read Future of God Amen, you, Mr. Bowman will be lost in 
not fully understanding the words of Jesus. You do not even proclaim 
the Word of Jesus, which is love one another. Until our sisters and 
brothers, from every nation learn to love one another, there will be no 
peace on earth. The Word of Jesus is mankind’s salvation. Jesus is the 
Word of God the Father. Read Future of God Amen.

Vivian’s Comment, March 5, 2011

Nick wrote, “You are poorly read about the history of Amen. Amen is 
not simply a word meaning ‘truth’ or ‘So be it’ but Amen is an entity, 
an Egyptian God that existed two thousand years before the birth of 
Jesus. Yes, Amen means truth, but that was one of the greatest attributes 
of the God Amen. You fail to give Jesus credit for his knowledge about 
learning from his Hebrew teachers that Amen existed to become the 
one-universal God.”

Hi Nick and all!

Excuse the interruption, but could it be that the Hebrew word aman 
and the Greek word amen, which both mean faithful are names of 
God, attributes of God? (Do a word search. The word translated as 
faithful or believed in the OT is aman. There is a variation when aman 
is used as a declaration and when it is used to describe an attribute of 
a person, but it is the same word, which means faithful.)

The Lord, the Lord, the compassionate and gracious God, slow to 
anger, abounding in love and faithfulness (aman), maintaining love to 
thousands, and forgiving wickedness, rebellion and sin. Ex 34:6,7
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Enoch embodied this attribute, was aman, the faithful. Abraham also 
embodied this attribute, was aman, the faithful.

And so instead of limiting this attribute to one person, saying perhaps 
that the Amen is only an Egyptian god figure, might it be wiser to say 
that when one is clothed in the name faithfulness, they are the Amen 
so that we have many figures, not just this one from Egypt, not just 
the angel of the Lord who appeared to John, who were clothed in this 
name? Who were messengers of faithfulness to all of humanity?

The angel of the Lord, the Christ figure appearing to John, embodied 
this attribute of God—being the Christ it embodied all the attributes of 
God, thus wore the name of God, and so it too was the Amen.

What I am trying to point out is that Amen is not simply a name, like 
Israel is not simply a name, but a name, indicating that the being is 
wearing this divine power or attribute.

Enoch also bore this attribute as did Abraham. But it is best not to get 
lost in there being only one being that can wear the Name of God, 
but as scripture tells us, we all can. We all can be the Amen, be the 
faithful.

Shalom!

Viv

Nick Ginex’s Comment, March 6, 2011

Dear Reece,

Thank you for the wealth of information you provided regarding the 
usage of Amen and its multiple meanings. I will gladly respond to your 
comments because all of what you have provided is true and worthy 
of a reply. I am delighted to find so much of what you provided does, 
in many ways, support the reverence in announcing Amen by many 
worshippers in temples, churches, and some mosques (I understand 
by some Greek Orthodox followers that Amen is not permitted to be 
announced by the worshippers of Allah).

In the meantime, Reece, have you read Future of God Amen? This 
book provides a history of the development of the religious aspects of 
the Egyptian civilization and how the God Amen came to be known as 
the one-universal God. Many of your questions have been answered 
to validate that Amen was a name incorporated in the throne names 
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of over thirteen pharaohs two thousand years before the birth of Jesus 
Christ. I am a Catholic by training but believe in one God, that God is 
the same God that should be worshipped by all followers of the three 
major religions.

I do not want to change any worshipper’s belief in God, however, I do 
feel it is incumbent upon me to reveal to honest loving believers in God 
what I have learned in my life. There is a great need for our religious 
leaders to be flexible in their ability to understand God. The Egyptian 
priesthood had revised their conception of god(s) until, finally, they 
wrote scripture extolling Amon As the Sole God.

It is my belief that Jesus was schooled by esteemed and learned 
teachers of the Torah who introduced him to the God Amen. There is 
no shame in admitting that God first introduced Himself to mankind 
through the Egyptian people in the name of Amen. Religious leaders 
should acknowledge the words of Jesus who proclaimed Amen as the 
beginning of the creation of God. Unfortunately, they are mentally 
trapped by their own dogma to “see” the validity of what Jesus states 
in Revelation 3:14.

Future of God Amen offers a history of how man came to believe 
in one-universal God and how that God has profoundly influenced 
the development of Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religions. More 
importantly, it provides recommendations to religious leaders and 
their followers to unify their belief in God and teach the Word of 
God—love your sisters and brothers from every nation.

Vivian’s Comment, March 6, 2011

Hi Nick!

I thought that perhaps you were responding to my post? Vivian?

I have to first ask you a question . . . is it necessary for us to believe as 
you do about the Egyptian God, Amon, or the Word of God, for us to 
obey the commandment to love one another as our self? I understand 
the spirit that is perhaps behind your attempt . . . to show that God has 
revealed himself to other races and cultures beyond the children of 
Israel, and our rejection of other’s religious beliefs is not loving others 
as we would ourselves.

But if I might offer some counsel? Extolling Amon, the Egyptian God 
as the sole God and implying that Jesus was in some way recognizing 
this Amon as superior to himself in the verse from Revelation is not 
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going to win us any friends and is not going to positively influence 
others. Among the wisdom traditions, it is well known that Egypt once 
had a true revelation of God, as did India with Krishna and China 
with Buddha. But the revelation of God in Christ Jesus is far superior 
to these for he opened the way not just for transcendence from this 
world, or to gain right understanding, but for us to find unity with God. 
It is well known that whatever they once had “right,” the Egyptians 
fell as did the Jews eventually, so much so that Biblical “Egypt” like 
Babylon became a name for a place of spiritual adultery.

To put it bluntly, there is nothing in Amon that we cannot find in Jesus. 
And while you found something worthwhile in your own journey in 
studying Egyptian civilization, there is much distortion there and so I 
would not personally direct someone in that direction.

Again, I recognize the intent, but I must speak out against the 
degradation of the revelation of God in Christ Jesus in order to elevate 
the revelation of God in Amon.

You wrote, “Dear Reece, thank you for the wealth of information you 
provided regarding the usage of Amen and its multiple meanings. I 
will gladly respond to your comments because all of what you have 
provided is true and worthy of a reply. I am delighted to find so much 
of what you provided does, in many ways, support the reverence in 
announcing Amen by many worshippers in temples, churches, and 
some mosques (I understand by some Greek Orthodox followers that 
Amen is not permitted to be announced by the worshippers of Allah).

‘In the meantime, Reece, have you read Future of God Amen? This 
book provides a history of the development of the religious aspects of 
the Egyptian civilization and how the God Amen came to be known 
as the one universal God. Many of your questions have been answered 
to validate that Amen was a name incorporated in the throne names 
of over thirteen pharaohs two thousand years before the birth of Jesus 
Christ. I am a Catholic by training but believe in one God, that God is 
the same God that should be worshipped by all followers of the three 
major religions.

I am glad that you have found some expansion of your Catholic 
upbringing in the study of the Egyptian civilization. I will offer though, 
that God is not through with you and while it was useful to show you 
His true revelation in Amon, it feels now that with your attachment 
and elevation of Amon, you have made him an idol. We all do similar 
things in our journey to truth. Perhaps now is the time to let him go? I 
think the book served you well, but it is not truth, it is only an expansion 
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of understanding beyond what you were given in Catholicism, which 
is good, but it is best not to make this understanding your new god and 
religion, but recognize how it aided in opening your own mind and 
heart, and let it go.

You wrote, “I do not want to change any worshipper’s belief in God, 
however, I do feel it is incumbent upon me to reveal to honest loving 
believers in God what I have learned in my life. There is a great need 
for our religious leaders to be flexible in their ability to understand 
God.”

Yes, I agree. But just as God had to guide you to this expanded 
understanding, he will have to guide them as well. When we try to force 
the vehicles, through which God teaches us, onto others, we become a 
stumbling block for them. We work against God’s purposes.

You wrote, “The Egyptian priesthood had revised their conception of 
God(s) until, finally, they wrote scripture extolling Amon As the Sole 
God. This shows that the Egyptian priesthood was capable in revising 
their conception of God. A characteristic that is absent with our religious 
leaders of the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religions of today.”

Whatever truths they found in their revision, they obviously did not 
stick, for Egypt became a name for “the world” or “a place of spiritual 
adultery”, just like Babylon. By the time the children of Israel were in 
the promised land, “Egypt” was used by God of the Bible derogatorily. 
You aren’t going to win fighting against that. I offer that the research 
you have done and the book you have written is about your personal 
journey with God.

You wrote, “It is my belief that Jesus was schooled by esteemed and 
learned teachers of the Torah who introduced him to the God Amen. 
There is no shame in admitting that God first introduced Himself to 
the Egyptian people in the name of Amen. Religious leaders should 
acknowledge the words of Jesus who proclaimed Amen as the 
beginning of the creation of God. Unfortunately, they are mentally 
trapped by their own dogma to ‘see’ the validity of what Jesus states 
in Revelation 3:14.”

Not likely, given what God thought of Egypt at the time.

The validity that Jesus states in Revelation 3:14 is likened to the 
validity that John states in 1 John 4:8 (God is Love) and Moses states 
in Deuteronomy 4:24 and the author of Hebrews in 12:29 (God is a 
consuming fire).
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God is indeed Amen. God is faithful, and I do not doubt that the 
Egyptian God Amon was a manifestation of God’s faithfulness. But 
Jesus or Yeshua, is not only faithful, or Amen, he is the image of the 
Father. Yeshua meaning YHWH saves. So in Jesus we have not only 
Amen, but all the attributes of God, so that Jesus is superior to the 
Egyptian God Amon who given his name appears to be solely known 
for only one attribute of God, faithfulness, not the godhead in its 
fullness.

You wrote, “Future of God Amen offers a history of how man came 
to believe in one universal God and how that God has profoundly 
influenced the development of Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religions. 
More importantly, it provides recommendations to religious leaders 
and their followers to unify their belief in God and teach the Word of 
God—love your sisters and brothers from every nation.”

That is good, Nick, and good to find in our personal journey, but 
appears that this revision did not last. Perhaps it was only an intellectual 
revision, without the power of the godhead behind it. This revelation 
of God in Amon that led the Egyptians to a belief in a one-universal 
God was obviously not able to sustain itself. In Christ Jesus, while we 
are not going to find such a sustaining belief in what we call the outer 
church—Catholicism and all the public religions that sprang from 
it, we have a sustaining belief due to the light presence and power 
brought into this world through Christ Jesus—as a manifestation not 
only of the Amen of God, but the godhead in its fullness—in some 
esoteric or lesser known spiritual traditions that sprang out of the 
incarnation of Jesus and were able to be sustained underground even 
when Constantine and his one universal religion took over.

Do not give up searching. I do think you have found a piece of the 
puzzle in Amon, but you are not done yet. There is so much more to 
discover.

Shalom!

Viv

Reece’s Comment, March 6, 2011

Nick, thank you for your response. I have not read your book because 
I have no credit card to purchase it, and frankly, I am strapped for cash 
right now, anyway. I would like to read it though. But let me reply to 
what you have said here that
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“The Egyptian priesthood had revised their conception of god(s) until, 
finally, they wrote scripture extolling Amon As the Sole God.”

From this mention of revising their concept of God, are you saying 
that the Egyptians had false concepts of God of their own making, 
and when God finally revealed himself to them, they then revised 
their understanding? Or is it that they didn’t understand what god had 
revealed about himself at first and had to work it out logically till they 
came to a better understanding? I’m not quite sure what you mean.

I am assuming that you believe the African civilization to be the first 
civilization with special emphasis on Egypt (though I believe Egypt is 
the daughter of Ethiopia). However, is it your contention that when God 
first created man in Africa that he revealed himself to them accurately? 
If so, how come they eventually needed to revise the concept of God? 
How did the concept revealed by God become distorted?

I am curious. You say you are a Catholic by upbringing, so I assume 
you believe the Bible is God’s word; is it? Or is it just man’s feeble 
attempt at trying to understand God? Which parts of the Bible do you 
accept as truth and which parts don’t you accept as truth and why?

Is there any official Egyptian text that contains the truth about God? 
I can only assume that they committed what God revealed to them in 
writing.

I believe that one should hear a matter before he judges it; so I am 
asking these questions so as to be fully informed before I respond. 
Like I said, I would love to read your book, but I can’t purchase it at 
present. Too bad there is no free online version, but, but if you want 
to provide quotes from it, I am welcome to this . . . I have read some 
of the ancient Egyptian literature, and it contradicts the Bible as well 
as common sense flat out, hence, I have chosen not to believe it. Also, 
I have asked God, and the Holy Spirit has been leading me in another 
direction aside from Egyptian mythology. But I am open-minded still. 
Thank you for the courteous way in which you have replied to my 
questions thus far. I look forward to hearing you again on this.

Nick Ginex’s Response, March 6, 2011

Dear Tanakh,

Please do think I have no respect for all three faiths, Judaism, 
Christianity, and Islam. The problem is that I believe in one-universal 
God, but the followers of these three faiths all think their God is 
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different. To me, it is the same God being worshipped by a different 
group of people that have adopted God to conform to their traditions 
and customs.

The Jews have the true one-universal God, but they kept that God to 
themselves. Jesus, a son from the line of Abraham and David, came 
along and widened the belief in God (with the help of Paul, another 
Jew) to accept all people. Then along came Muhammad who claims he 
was visited by the angel Gabriel and formed a religion to consolidate 
the Arabic tribes and establish an Islamic Empire not by love for his 
God but by the sword. In any case, it is the same God used to satisfy 
the power of religious leaders to unite a people.

After reading that the God Amen existed for over two thousand years 
before the birth of Jesus, and the Hebrews absorbed many of the beliefs 
of the Egyptians, it became obvious to me that the beginning of the 
creation of God started in Egypt. But lo and behold, Jesus himself 
proclaims that Amen is the beginning of the creation of God. I have 
not started a new religion. I simply believe in the same God you do 
except that your people (the Hebrews) took what they learned from 
Egypt via Moses, and many of the beliefs just transitioned into writing 
of the Torah.

If I am in error on the facts, please let me know. We learn from each 
other.

Nick Ginex’s Response, March 6, 2011

Hello Viv,

It is a pleasure to hear from you again. You bring up a valid point 
that Amen has double meanings, but in fact, its basic connotations are 
truth, truly, verily, so be it, firmness, the faithful, and as mentioned by 
Reese in his response to me with a wonderful research of Amen. There 
is, “God,” “trustworthy King,” and “the God of Truth.” All of these 
meanings are consistent with an attribute of the Egyptian God Amen. 
In fact, the greatest attribute of Amen is “Truth.”

Only with deciphered hieroglyphics has the modern world learned that 
Amen was used in the throne names of pharaohs as far back as 2000 
BCE. We know that the Egyptians were invaded by Semitic tribes of 
Shepard Kings around 1675 BCE who ruled Upper Egypt for about 
ninety-five years. They took over many of the temples and took on the 
customs and beliefs of the Egyptians until they were expelled by the 
pharaoh, Ahmose I, in 1580 BCE. It is also true that Abraham entered 
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Egypt just before and after the Semitic invasion. After Ahmose I 
routed the barbarians back into Palestine and Syria, other pharaohs 
such as Thutmose I entered these countries and built Egyptian temples 
as far North as Byblos, just below Tunip. This same pharaoh brought 
the sons of captured kings and princes to be taught the customs and 
beliefs of the Egyptians so that upon their return to their homelands 
in Palestine and Syria they may assume leadership and spread the 
religious beliefs of the Egyptians.

So Viv, Amen is a name that signifies truth and is the first god to 
be conceived as the one-universal God. You see, with this history, 
which is greatly amplified in Future of God Amen, we can readily 
understand and appreciate what Jesus is saying when he proclaimed to 
all those that hath an ear, that Amen is, the beginning of the creation 
of God. Christian religious leaders will try to pooh-pooh this obvious 
conclusion because they feel threatened that their belief system will 
be discredited. But this is far from the truth. When Christian religious 
leaders acknowledge the Truth that God first introduced Himself to 
mankind as Amen, then they will be on solid ground by substantiating 
that their beliefs are in concert with the original God that has 
profoundly influenced the development of the Judaic, Christian, and 
Islamic religions.

Thank you, Viv, for helping me to articulate my thoughts. I hope I 
have presented them clearly.

You are a Daughter of God,

Nicholas P. Ginex

Vivian’s Comment, March 6, 2011

Hi Nick—It is a pleasure to hear from you.

You wrote, “You bring up a valid point that Amen has double meanings 
but in fact, its basic connotations are truth, truly, verily, so be it, 
firmness, the faithful, and as mentioned by Reese in his response to me 
with a wonderful research of Amen, there is, “God, trustworthy King,” 
and “the God of Truth.” All of these meanings are consistent with an 
attribute of the Egyptian God Amen. In fact, the greatest attribute of 
Amen is “Truth.”

I did a little research and am drawn to the meaning “hidden.” Perhaps 
we can say that amon means “hidden truth?”
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It is wonderful to think that the ancient Egyptians were able to see 
something of God Most High, which they embodied as the God Amon. 
I see that there is a dispute as to whether this occurred in 14,000 
BCE or 9,000 BCE. But what is obvious is that the pharaohs use the 
image of Amon for their own personal gain, which brings to mind 
what Constantine and the religious leaders at the council of Nicene 
did—they distorted the history of a god-like figure to serve their own 
purposes.

I guess to me, it does not matter. If I were Egyptian born and raised 
in that culture, I might find interest in the more true representations 
of God within my culture. There possibly might be some esoteric 
traditions, who have carried on the work began when the revelation of 
Amon was first received.

Again, following a historical figure is a trap. We have the Risen Christ, 
and contained within the Risen Christ is all true revelations of God 
given to humanity, in all cultures and at all points of human history. 
Not only are these true revelations contained in the Risen Christ, so is 
all Light Presence and Power. It is the latter that is most important, for 
it is through the Light Presence and Power, the name signified as Yod 
Hei Shin Vav Hei, or commonly called Yeshua, that we will find the 
Power for our healing and ultimate salvation.

Historical studies, though, such as discovering that there were in other 
cultures true revelations of God, will open our minds and hearts to a 
true experiencing of the Risen Christ here and now. This is what is 
most important. The historical Amon cannot heal or save us. Nor can 
the historical Jesus. Only the Risen Christ can save us.

To say this a bit different, the studies of Amon are not the hidden 
Truth. They at best can point to the hidden truth.

I have no doubt that when the image appearing to John declared Amen, 
the faithful, he was speaking inclusively of the revelation of God in 
Amon. Not exclusively, though. We have a greater revelation of truth, 
of the hidden truth, and that is the Risen Christ.

Our historical studies can only point to this. If we want to find the 
hidden truth, we have to find it in the here and now, in the Risen 
Christ, which again, will embody all revelations of Truth, including 
that made in Amon.

When I first awakened about a decade ago, I too searched through 
history, for these same understandings, such as what you found in 
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Amon, which revealed that was is taught at Sunday School is not the 
whole story. For me, it began with studies of Babylon and the Epic of 
Gigamesh, the pagan roots to our Christian holidays, moving onto to 
Krishna and Buddha. God has been busy in this world. My study of 
history revealed there have been many true revelations of God beyond 
what is found in the Bible. But the study of history is just that—the 
study of history. What heals, what saves is God here and now, in the 
present. And if we can find the light power and presence of Christ, 
that is what we should follow. These historical studies might open 
our hearts and minds, but this aspect of our journey is personal, for 
us alone.

Only when we have made contact with the light presence and power in 
the present does our journey really begin.

You wrote, “Only with deciphered hieroglyphics has the modern 
world learned that Amen was used in the throne names of pharaohs as 
far back as 2000 BCE. We know that the Egyptians were invaded by 
Semitic tribes of Shepard Kings around 1675 BCE who ruled Upper 
Egypt for about ninety-five years. They took over many of the temples 
and took on the customs and beliefs of the Egyptians until they were 
expelled by the pharaoh, Ahmose I, in 1580 BCE. It is also true that 
Abraham entered Egypt just before and after the Semitic invasion. 
After Ahmose I routed the barbarians back into Palestine and Syria, 
other pharaohs, such as Thutmose I entered these countries and built 
Egyptian temples as far North as Byblos, just below Tunip. This same 
pharaoh brought the sons of captured kings and princes to be taught 
the customs and beliefs of the Egyptians so that upon their return to 
their homelands in Palestine and Syria they may assume leadership 
and spread the religious beliefs of the Egyptians.”

Indeed, we can find western kings, conquerors, and rulers who used 
Jesus Christ in the same way. Such is the way of darkness, but none of 
these usages are God himself.

You wrote, “So, Viv, Amen is a name that signifies truth and is the 
first god to be conceived as the one-universal God. You see, with 
this history, which is greatly amplified in Future of God Amen, we 
can readily understand and appreciate what Jesus is saying when he 
proclaimed to all those that hath an ear, that Amen is the beginning of 
the creation of God.”

Again, I am rather drawn to another definition of amon—hidden truth, 
and will say that the hidden truth is the beginning of the creation of 
God!
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You wrote, “Christian religious leaders will try to pooh-pooh this 
obvious conclusion because they feel threatened that their belief system 
will be discredited. But this is far from the truth. When Christian 
religious leaders acknowledge the truth that God first introduced 
Himself to mankind as Amen, then they will be on solid ground by 
substantiating that their beliefs are in concert with the original God that 
has profoundly influenced the development of the Judaic, Christian, 
and Islamic religions.”

What matters is the Risen Christ, which is inclusive of all true 
revelations, and such cannot be found in our studies of history, but 
only in the here and now.

You wrote, “Thank you Viv for helping me to articulate my thoughts. 
I hope I have presented them clearly.”

You are a daughter of God.

Nicholas P. Ginex

You are welcome, Nick. And please accept my apologies if I was too 
harsh. I do believe that you have found something, and it might point 
to truth, but it is not truth itself. That can only be known right here and 
right now, in our present moment experiencing.

Shalom!

Viv

Nick Ginex’s Response, March 7, 2011

Thank you, Viv, for your long well thought out response to me. I 
did respond to your comments about the definition and connotation 
of the name Amen. I hope it clearly shows the significance of the 
Egyptian God’s name for his popularity was around for two thousand 
years before the birth of Jesus. However, this God was not originally 
conceived as the one-universal God immediately but was an outgrowth 
of a series of developments, which started with the Egyptian God of 
all creation, Atum. The book, Future of God Amen, provides a detailed 
history of the religious development of the one-god belief, and I hope 
you will be curious enough to read and comment upon it. I will try to 
address each of your points for you give me an opportunity to learn 
from your perspective and it helps me to see if I need to revise some of 
my findings or couch them in a more agreeable and satisfactory way.
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Let’s visit your first paragraph. “I have to first ask you a question . . . 
is it necessary for us to believe as you do about the Egyptian God, 
Amon, or the Word of God, for us to obey the commandment to love 
one another as ourselves? I understand the spirit that is perhaps behind 
your attempt . . . to show that God has revealed himself to other races 
and cultures beyond the children of Israel, and our rejection of other’s 
religious beliefs is not loving others as we would ourselves.”

Viv, it is not necessary to believe in the Egyptian God Amen; only to 
acknowledge His influence on the development of the Judaic, Christian, 
and Islamic religions. This God has been superimposed by the Jewish 
God, a Son of God, and Allah. What Future of God Amen provides is 
a history of how mankind developed the belief in one-universal God. 
It took thousands of years until by the time of Ramses II reign, the 
Priesthood of Amon wrote Amon As the Sole God. To erase man’s 
spiritual growth is a dishonorable thing for the religious leaders of 
the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religions. They should welcome 
history that reveals how much they have acquired and learned from 
the religion of the Egyptians. Only with truth, can people better accept 
the belief in God.

You wrote, “Is it necessary to obey the Word of God?” Unfortunately, 
few people know the Word of God. They know Jesus Christ is the 
Word, but they do not know what his message and mission was. Jesus, 
in the last Gospel of John stated the Word as a command three times. 
It was the last command given by Jesus—Love one another. This 
command Viv is much more comprehensive than, “Do unto others 
as you would have others do unto you.” (Viv, please help me and 
reference where this command is stated in the Bible.)

Future of God Amen is an attempt, as you surmised, to inform all 
believers of the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religions to acknowledge 
that their God has matured from the values and beliefs in the first 
one-universal God Amen. Mankind has subconsciously refused to 
ignore the name Amen and has kept its connotation as being Truth, 
firm, and yes, as Reese revealed to me, it also means “God, trustworthy 
King,” and “the God of Truth.” All these references further support the 
fact that they emulate the God Amen.

Viv, you then expressed some concern about Amen by stating “But if I 
might offer some counsel? Extolling Amon, the Egyptian God, as the 
sole God, and implying that Jesus was in some way recognizing this 
Amon as superior to himself in the verse from Revelation is not going 
to win us any friends and is not going to positively influence others.”
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I have never extolled Amen as being superior to Jesus but only stated 
what Jesus is proclaiming to the rest of the world in John’s Revelation 
3:14. It is difficult to undo a gross error by the church fathers who 
do not acknowledge that Jesus was referring to Amen as being the 
beginning of the creation of God. What Jesus has said is a Truth, in 
that Amen is the first one-universal God and is the root and foundation 
of the belief in God by worshippers of the Judaic religion. Notice that 
Jesus stated Amen was the faithful and true witness. Jesus did not 
say Amen is God but acknowledged that he is the beginning of the 
creation of God now worshipped by the Hebrews. As the faithful and 
true witness, could Amen be a form of the Holy Spirit, the spirit of 
God that pervades the universe and entered into the hearts and minds 
of the Egyptian people?

Under no circumstance should any religious leader deny the spiritual 
belief Egyptians had for their God Amen. Simply because Egypt 
fell due to the many invasions by Palestinians, Syrians, Libyans, 
Nubians, Greeks, Romans, and finally Islamic occupation, does not 
mean Egypt’s God is nothing to revere and should be ignored as an 
accident in the history of man. It is to be noted that the greatest library 
in Alexandria in Egypt had its books destroyed to dismiss much of the 
history of mankind. Were the books destroyed by religious leaders?

Viv, you then made the statement, “Jesus is far superior to these for he 
opened the Way not just for transcendence from this world, or to gain 
right understanding, but for us to find Unity with God.”

You must not forget Moses, father of the Judaic religion. True, what you 
said about Jesus, but he is a follow-on of Moses who, brought up in the 
palace of a pharaoh for forty years, taught many of the Egyptian beliefs 
to the Hebrews. You see, there were many righteous men before Jesus, 
who himself learned much wisdom from Hebrew masters of the Torah. 
Do not forget that both Jesus and his mother Mary were brought up and 
raised by Jewish Holy men; Jesus was a benefactor of such learning. 
Jesus was a man of God and it was the church fathers that elevated 
Jesus to not only being the Son of God, for they were not content with 
that, they formulated the Trinity generations after the Gospels were 
written, and made Jesus not only co-equal with God, but to be God.

How sad that religious leaders would fabricate a concept that is wholly 
inconsistent with the original belief of God in the Torah; inconsistent 
with the fact that Jesus was conceived by the Holy Ghost (God) and 
created within the womb of his mother Mary. Shall we neglect the 
contributions made by the Egyptian priesthood, Moses, the holy men 
that wrote the Torah and only extol Jesus? Jesus never wrote his beliefs 
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but yes, he was a Son of Man. A reference he explicitly made of himself 
76 times in the gospels and only 5 times in the last gospel of John, did 
Jesus explicitly state he was the Son of God. It is possible to ignore the 
honesty of Jesus saying he is the Son of Man and accept he is a Son 
of God. But to say Jesus is coequal to and is God is heresy, a blatant 
distortion of the truth. In truth, God is mysterious, unknowable, and 
incompre-hensible. Nobody really knows God.

Viv, I do not like an untruth and dishonesty by religious leaders who, 
in years past were able to fabricate an idea and promulgate it as truth. 
I stress this because you also referred to Jesus as the God Head and 
also wrote, “So in Jesus we have not only Amen, but all the attributes 
of God, so that Jesus is superior to the Egyptian God Amon who given 
his name appears to be solely known for only one attribute of God, 
faithfulness, not the Godhead in its fullness.”

You need to read Future of God Amen to learn that Amen was revered 
for many other attributes other than truth and faithfulness. You are 
describing Jesus as the godhead, which implies that he is the head of 
the Father, the God that conceived Jesus within the womb of Mary. 
You know, most people are very shallow in their belief of God and 
unless the reverence is given to a God, they would not give much 
credibility to the words of a Son of Man. I would follow the words of 
Jesus without him being raised to the level of a God. Would you?

Future of God Amen is an attempt to wake people up to the truth of the 
beginning of God and how that God has influenced the development 
of the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religions. But also, in writing this 
book, many weaknesses have been revealed in the scriptures of these 
religions, especially in the Koran. Few people have the courage to 
reveal what I have written in Future of God Amen, but I pursued such 
a course because I love humanity and am compelled to share the truth 
with others. If I do not make such an effort, who will? Circumstances 
in life make us what we are in terms of experience, education, and the 
people and teachers one meets in life. We all have a different set of 
eyes and disposition and therefore, see things differently. I am blessed 
by God to think with a disposition of love. Hopefully, there will be 
others who understand that the truth will prevail.

Only with truth, will science and faith be compatible in our quest to 
know God. Science tests its findings to substantiate the truth of their 
conclusions, and religious beliefs must always be based upon truth 
of man’s experiences to validate the faith in God. Both approaches 
must operate on truth, one is actual verification while the other is 
hypothetically true based upon thoughts derived from experience. 
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Faith without logical reasoning means nothing. Belief must be 
rooted in valid thoughts that are supported by the gift of curiosity 
and thinking that sometimes result in realities. Many of our greatest 
inventions and discoveries were first conceived with the mind. Even 
when the mind cannot be satisfied with actual findings, the gut feel of 
truth can be satisfied by logic devoid of lies and fabrications, which 
our scriptures have due to the inability to correct certain thoughts no 
longer acceptable.

Accept the truth of Jesus in his acknowledgement of Amen as, the 
faithful and true witness, the beginning of the creation of God. These 
are words of great insight and a revelation for the minds of believers 
to reflect upon today. Only until Amen is accepted as a common bond 
by religious leaders of the three major religions will there finally be 
a unification in the belief of God and a breakthrough in obeying the 
Word of God—Love one another.

My best wishes to Viv, a daughter of God.

Nicholas Ginex

Reese’s Comment, March 7, 2011

Nick wrote, “Jesus was a man of God, and it was the church fathers 
that elevated Jesus to not only being the Son of God, for they were 
not content with that, they formulated the Trinity generations after the 
gospels were written, and made Jesus not only coequal with God, but 
to be God . . . But to say Jesus is coequal to and is God is heresy, a 
blatant distortion of the truth. In truth, God is mysterious, unknowable, 
and incomprehensible. Nobody really knows God.”

Actually, the Bible itself teaches that Jesus is God. (Is 9:6; Jn 20:28-29) 
and that he is the creator (Heb 1:8-10; Jn 1:1-3, 14). I recommend you 
read the church fathers from 90 CE to 250 CE and you’ll see that the 
trinity was taught from the time of the apostles and their students, 
Polycarp, Ignatius, etc. The OT also teaches the Trinity as well, and I 
can provide references for that. So I’m wondering if you believe in the 
whole Bible or just parts of it.

Vivian’s Comment, March 8, 2011

Thank you, Viv, for your long well thought out response to me.

Hi Nick!
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If I might go through your response in detail, some of what I said in the 
earliest post was offered in a hurry, without contemplation regarding 
how I can most be of help.

Indeed, you are on to something. I just wish to offer you a seed of 
inspiration to seek further, for actually you have only begun in 
unraveling the religions of the dominions and principalities of evil 
in the heavenly places that always, in this world, unfold after a true 
revelation of God, for most of humanity is not ready yet for God in 
full. Thus they are drawn to, believe in, and worship a small or limited 
aspect of God.

I believe this is the spirit behind the insights you are wishing to share 
in your book?

I must offer that the current state of things is all well and good, for most 
of humanity flourishes as they can under this smaller perspective, and 
their souls are not ready yet for the “bigger picture.”

You wrote, “I did respond to your comments about the definition and 
connotation of the name Amen. I hope it clearly shows the significance 
of the Egyptian God’s name for his popularity was around for two 
thousand years before the birth of Jesus. However, this God was not 
originally conceived as the one-universal God immediately but was an 
outgrowth of a series of developments, which started with the Egyptian 
God of all creation, Atum.”

Okay, are you saying then that this God you (and the Egyptians) are 
calling “Amon” is a conception born of the intellect of humanity? 
Making it is an attempt to intellectualize a larger picture? Thus Amon, 
as you present “him”, is an idea, a philosophy, born of the mind of 
man in ancient Egypt, although you feel it is a more accurate picture 
of God?

What I was attempting to address is this mental idea of God (Amon) 
versus God himself. True this might be a better mental idea than the 
ones we find in the outer churches of the world (by outer churches 
I mean what the masses think of when they consider “Christianity”, 
“Islam”, “Buddhism”, “Hinduism”, etc.), but the ideas behind the 
mental construct “Amon” are also limited mental constructs. And being 
mental constructs, they are not God Most High, and being limited, 
there is more, much more that we can add to this mental construct 
to create a more expansive, advanced, mental construct of God Most 
High.
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You wrote, “The book, Future of God Amen, provides a detailed 
history of the religious development of the one-god belief and I hope 
you will be curious enough to read and comment upon it.”

My reading of this book would not be to add to my mental construct of 
God Most High, for I have found a much more expansion and advanced 
construct, but to help you in seeing that there is more available to you 
already. In other words, if you hunger and thirst, the understanding 
you are seeking already exists in this world, for you to find, under the 
guidance of the Holy Spirit, or the name of God.

To advance in our mental constructs of God, we have to though, hold 
our current construct loosely, for as you are pointing to, God Most 
High is everything. Everything that exists in heaven and on earth, 
every molecule of matter and every thought of man, including every 
thought that man has of God, is included in God Most High.

You wrote, “I will try to address each of your points for you. Give 
me an opportunity to learn from your perspective, and it helps me to 
see if I need to revise some of my findings or couch them in a more 
agreeable and satisfactory way.

Let’s visit your first paragraph. I have to first ask you a question . . . 
is it necessary for us to believe as you do about the Egyptian God, 
Amon, or the Word of God, for us to obey the commandment to love 
one another as ourselves. I understand the spirit that is perhaps behind 
your attempt . . . to show that God has revealed himself to other races 
and cultures beyond the children of Israel, and our rejection of other’s 
religious beliefs is not loving others as we would ourselves.

You wrote, “Viv, it is not necessary to believe in the Egyptian God 
Amen; only to acknowledge His influence on the development 
of the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religions. This God has been 
superimposed by the Jewish God, a Son of God, and Allah.”

I would say that yes, being able to integrate all ideas of God into our 
“construct” will aid us in our journey, which eventually results in our 
letting go of all constructs, for constructs restrict, they place limits 
on what God Most High actually is—preventing us from actually 
experiencing God Most High, seeing Him face-to-face.

You wrote, “What Future of God Amen provides is a history of how 
mankind developed the belief in one-universal God. It took thousands 
of years until by the time of Ramses II reign, the Priesthood of Amon 
wrote Amon As the Sole God. To erase man’s spiritual growth is a 



297ameN aNd Jesus’ RevelatioN

dishonorable thing for the religious leaders of the Judaic, Christian, 
and Islamic religions. They should welcome history that reveals how 
much they have acquired and learned from the religion of the Egyptians. 
Only with truth, can people better accept the belief in God.”

They won’t because they are unable.

The Christian outer religion is powerful—it can be likened to the outer 
court of the Judaic temple, where the masses gather, but only those 
ready for purification can enter into the temple or a greater knowing 
of God Most High.

So those who are able to see more have to leave, they no longer can 
remain within the Christian outer religion’s constrictions. But though 
they appear to be “leaving” Christianity, they are actually drawing 
nearer to God, finding the narrow path that leads to the Holy of Holies, 
moving from the courtyard to inside the temple—to use Old Testament 
imagery.

And let me ask by Amon As the Sole God do you mean that Amon 
became a name that they decided to give to this mental construct of 
one sole God? I want to differentiate something here. Amon was not 
revealed by God Most High as His name, yes. It was a name given to 
a God with lesser attributes that men applied to their revised idea of a 
one sole God.

You wrote, “Is it necessary to obey the Word of God? Unfortunately, 
few people know the Word of God. They know Jesus Christ is the 
Word, but they do not know what his message and mission was. 
Jesus, in the last gospel of John stated the Word as a command three 
times. It was the last command given by Jesus—Love one another. 
This command, Viv, is much more comprehen-sive than, “Do unto 
others as you would have others do unto you.” (Viv, please help me 
and reference where this command is stated in the Bible.)

Matthew 7:12 and this “commandment” exists in many religions.

Link: (http://www.thegoldenrule.net/quotes.htm)

The Word of God is much more than this, my friend, though when one 
experiences the Word of God, this is one of the admonitions that are 
brought down into the mental plane through the layers of our being. 
The Word of God is what comes forth from God Most High, when 
“he” speaks and contains all attributes of God, the golden rule being 
the manifestation of some of those attributes in the physical—those 
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which lead to creation—the beginning and the end, and is God’s Will 
made manifest, what compels, drives, guides, from beginning to end.

In other words, loving others as ourselves is what happens, is what we 
do in thought, word, and deed when we have come in contact with the 
Word of God—which is an experience indescribable other than how it 
transforms us into Christ’s righteousness. So what you are describing 
is not the Word of God per se, but one of the manifestations of the 
Word of God in the realms of creation.

You wrote, “Future of God Amen is an attempt, as you surmised, to 
inform all believers of the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religions to 
acknowledge that their God has matured from the values and beliefs 
in the first one-universal God Amen.”

Again, this is not the name that God Most High revealed Himself, but 
one that men applied to their ideas of a sole God.

Amen is indeed an attribute of God—and by attribute it can be called 
one of the names of God, but we will discover more about God as we 
consider the holy, sacred names through which God revealed himself.

El Elyon (alef lamed—ayin lamed nun) God Most High
Eheieh (alef hei yod hei) That which was, is, and will be
Yahweh (yod hei vav hei) Indescribable here
Elohim (ayin lamed hei mem) One God in Many
Adonai (alef dalet nun yod) Lord

A study of these names of God—especially considering the Hebrew 
letters—will reveal that Amen is indeed contained within these, but 
this simple word alone in whatever language is insufficient to describe 
God Most High.

And might I offer here that God is more of a verb than a noun, so in 
seeking to name himself, God seeks words that can point to infinite 
movement or energy, instead of fixed objects.

You wrote, “Mankind has subconsciously refused to ignore the name 
Amen and has kept its connotation as being Truth, firm, and yes, as 
Reese revealed to me, it also means “God, trustworthy King,” and, 
“the God of Truth.” All these references further support the fact that 
they emulate the God Amen.”

The masses, who are content with their limited understanding—not 
yet ready for more, will look upon anything other than their tradition 
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as a lie, heretical. But within mankind, within every culture and 
language, there exists a hidden spirituality, or “religion” or teaching 
that knows how what you are seeing fits into the infinite. These hidden 
groups—though much less hidden now than in the past when their 
lives would be at risk if they went public—are found by those who are 
ready to let go of limited constructs, who truly hunger and thirst for 
righteousness.

You wrote, “Viv, you then expressed some concern about Amen 
by stating, ‘But if I might offer some counsel, extolling Amon, the 
Egyptian God, as the sole God, and implying that Jesus was in some 
way recognizing this Amon as superior to himself in the verse from 
Revelation is not going to win us any friends and is not going to 
positively influence others.’”

You replied, “I have never extolled Amen as being superior to Jesus but 
only stated what Jesus is proclaiming to the rest of the world in John’s 
Revelation 3:14. It is difficult to undo a gross error by the church 
fathers who do not acknowledge that Jesus was referring to Amen as 
being the beginning of the creation of God. What Jesus has said is a 
truth in that Amen is the first one-universal God and is the root and 
foundation of the belief in God by worshippers of the Judaic religion. 
Notice that Jesus stated Amen was the faithful and true witness. Jesus 
did not say Amen is God but acknowledged that he is the beginning of 
the creation of God now worshipped by the Hebrews. As the faithful 
and true witness could Amen be a form of the Holy Spirit, the spirit of 
God that pervades the universe and entered into the hearts and minds 
of the Egyptian people?”

These things says the Amen, the Faithful and True Witness, the 
Beginning of the creation of God:

Who is speaking this is also called

The Revelation of Jesus Christ, which God gave Him to show His 
servants—things which must shortly take place. And He sent and 
signified it by His angel to His servant (Rev 1:1)

Who bore witness to the word of God, and to the testimony of Jesus 
Christ, to all things that he saw (Jn 2:).

There is a lot of mystery here, my friend, which we will not see if we 
cling to any mental construct. But just looking logically, this angel, 
calling itself the Amen, is also calling itself a witness to the Word, and I 
offer that while the witness is contained in El Elyon as potential, which 
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then manifested at the beginning of creation, to confuse El Elyon with 
one it “his” attributes, even one that appeared in manifestation at the 
beginning of creation, will limit us as we seek greater understanding. 
And again, these ancient Egyptians, it appears to me, simply gave one 
the attributes or many names of God as a designation of God Most 
High.

To put this another way, while I see Amen as one of the names of 
God, I see the God Amon as merely a mental construct created by the 
ancient Egyptians who were seeing a one-universal God. They took 
a historical revelation of God, in a being called Amon, and revised 
the history so that it contained what they were seeing in God in that 
moment.

Amon in Egypt is revised history. El Elyon to the children of Israel 
was a true revelation of God Most High and can become a personal 
revelation and will become a personal revelation to each of us.

It just came to mind to share with the thirteen attributes of mercy of 
God Most High. A study of this can reveal to us how Amen is one of 
the attributes of God Most High but is not “him” in total.

The thirteen attributes of mercy of God Most High found in Exodus.:

34:5 Now the LORD descended in the cloud and stood with him there, 
and proclaimed the name of the LORD.

34:6 And the LORD passed before him and proclaimed, “The LORD, 
the LORD God, merciful and gracious, longsuffering, and abounding 
in goodness and truth (aman),

34:7 Keeping mercy for thousands, forgiving iniquity and transgression 
and sin, by no means clearing the guilty, visiting the iniquity of the 
fathers upon the children and the children’s children to the third and 
the fourth generation.

You wrote, “Under no circumstance should any religious leader deny 
the spiritual belief Egyptians had for their God Amen. Simply because 
Egypt fell due to the many invasions by Palestinians, Syrians, Libyans, 
Nubians, Greeks, Romans, and finally, Islamic occupation does not 
mean Egypt’s God is nothing to revere and should be ignored as an 
accident in the history of man. It is to be noted that the greatest library 
in Alexandria in Egypt had its books destroyed to dismiss much of the 
history of mankind. Were the books destroyed by religious leaders?”
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You, my friend, are speaking of an historical mental construct of God, 
and a much better, more expansive constructs exists for those who 
are ready. In addition, those in the outer church will not hear what 
you are trying to say, especially not with the vehicle you are using—a 
historical mental construct of God derived by the ancient Egyptians. If 
they could hear, they would be on the journey you are on, discovering 
for themselves that the mental construct of God in their religion is 
limited and that a greater understanding of God exists in our world. 
Many of these, like you, have written books about their discoveries.

As shared, I understand why this speaks so much to you—it most 
certainly broke down some limiting ideas about God that you had been 
taught. For that, I give praise and thanks to Elohim.

To my statement the statement, Jesus is far superior to these for he 
opened the Way not just for transcendence from this world, or to gain 
right understanding, but for us to find Unity with God.

Your reply was “You must not forget Moses, Father of the Judaic 
religion. True, what you said about Jesus, but he is a follow-on of 
Moses who, brought up in the palace of a pharaoh for 40 years, taught 
many of the Egyptian beliefs to the Hebrews. You see, there were 
many righteous men before Jesus, who himself learned much wisdom 
from Hebrew masters of the Torah.”

It is my understanding that the Messiah could have incarnated right 
then and there in or through Moses, but the world was not ready yet. 
It took over a thousand years after Moses before the Messiah could 
incarnate in flesh. Moses was lesser than Jesus because humanity was 
not ready yet for more.

Jesus summed it when he said, “Moses, because of the hardness of 
your hearts . . .”

The hearts of humanity were still too hard to receive and accept the 
Savior.

You wrote, “Do not forget that both Jesus and his mother Mary were 
brought up and raised by Jewish Holy Men; Jesus was a benefactor of 
such learning.”

Indeed, it took over a thousand years to create a woman holy enough 
to be the mother of the Messiah. It took over a thousand years to create 
a family and a set of temple teachers who could instruct him. But he 
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was and is more than all of them. As the first fruit, he is our Savior, 
opening up the way for our own personal experiencing of El Elyon.

You wrote, “Jesus was a man of God and it was the Church Fathers 
that elevated Jesus to not only being the Son of God, for they were 
not content with that, they formulated the Trinity generations after the 
Gospels were written, and made Jesus not only co-equal with God, but 
to be God.”

In a study of one of the deeper understandings, you might be able to 
find reconciliation regarding this thought.

You wrote, “How sad that religious leaders would fabricate a concept 
that is wholly inconsistent with the original belief of God in the Torah; 
inconsistent with the fact that Jesus was conceived by the Holy Ghost 
(God) and created within the womb of his mother Mary. Shall we 
neglect the contributions made by the Egyptian Priesthood, Moses, 
the Holy Men that wrote the Torah and only extol Jesus? Jesus never 
wrote his beliefs but yes, he was a Son of Man. A reference he explicitly 
made of himself 76 times in the Gospels and only 5 times, in the last 
Gospel of John, did he explicitly state he was the Son of God. It is 
possible to ignore the honesty of Jesus saying he is the Son of Man and 
accept he is a Son of God. But to say Jesus is co-equal to and is God is 
heresy, a blatant distortion of the Truth. In Truth, God is mysterious, 
unknowable, and incomprehensible. Nobody really knows God.”

It can help to learn what “Son of Man” meant among the culture in 
which he spoke.

He was actually saying with that phrase that he was the Ben Adam—an 
offspring of Adam in Genesis 1:26-27. This Adam is holy spiritual 
Adam, not the mankind that inhabits this world, though we come from 
this spiritual holy Adam. Jesus is saying something very powerful and 
very significant when he says he is the Son of this holy Adam.

Jesus, the personality that walked this world, was both not God, but 
also God, as a temple for God because with his consciousness or 
soul he was one with God. The Father and I are One. And so being 
one with the Father, he was united with God—his body in physical 
manifestation then becoming a perfected temple for God’s spirit. And 
so he moved and thought and spoke in perfect unity with God, thus 
being God in physical manifestation. This is the Messiah, the first 
fruits of creation—for this is the intent of all creation. Again, there is 
a lot of mystery here.
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I do though understand the rift and offer that both sides of this 
argument are “right” and can be reconciled in God Most High. If one 
truly believes in a sole God, then how can any man have a thought that 
is outside of God?

You wrote, “Viv, I do not like an untruth and dishonesty by religious 
leaders who, in years past were able to fabricate an idea and promulgate 
it as Truth. I stress this because you also referred to Jesus as the God 
Head and also wrote, “So in Jesus we have not only Amen, but all the 
attributes of God, so that Jesus is superior to the Egyptian God Amon 
who given his name appears to be solely known for only one attribute 
of God, faithfulness, not the Godhead in its fullness.”

Revelation 3:14 clearly says that whoever is speaking is the Amen. 
The angel of Jesus is speaking for Jesus, saying, “These things says the 
Amen, the Faithful, and True Witness, the Beginning of the creation of 
God.” This is also clearly saying that the Amen is the Witness.

I offer to you that the angel of Jesus, in speaking for Jesus, is saying 
that as one with the Father, united with the Father, he is witness to the 
beginning of creation, and so thus is Amen or truth or faithfulness going 
out and bearing witness to what is experienced in such unity. When we 
consider that the same occurs for all created beings who unite with 
Father and thus become witnesses to creation, we realize then that all 
of creation too will eventually become truth—having bared witness to 
the beginning. (When we bear witness to the beginning through being 
united with the Father, we not only are one with the Father, but also 
one with the beginning and end of creation—and all that transpires in 
between so that we can then be faithful witnesses throughout creation 
of this witness in unity. This is a mystery.)

You wrote, “You need to read Future of God Amen to learn that Amen 
was revered for many other attributes other than Truth and faithfulness. 
You are describing Jesus as the Godhead, which implies that he is the 
head of the Father, the God that conceived Jesus within the womb of 
Mary. You know, most people are very shallow in their belief of God 
and unless the reverence is given to a God they would not give much 
credibility to the words of a Son of Man. I would follow the words of 
Jesus without him being raised to the level of a God. Would you?”

Yes, I did jump to a conclusion, given that this attribute or name of 
God was chosen by men not revealed by God Himself, to call the 
one-universal God of their mental construct, and I do apologize for 
my faulty conclusions. As offered, I realize now that this sole God was 
merely a mental construct created by men, and it was not a revelation 
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of God which called itself Amon. And yes it is a much more expanded 
mental construct than what we find typically in the outer churches, 
but an inferior mental construct compared to what is found among 
the hidden or not so hidden wisdom traditions. If I might offer what 
you are seeing and what you are rejecting are both true, both can be 
found in God Most High, and if you hunger and thirst to know, holding 
loosely to your present mental constructs, you will find.

You wrote, “Future of God Amen is an attempt to wake people up to 
the truth of the beginning of God and how that God has influenced 
the development of the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religions. But 
also, in writing this book, many weaknesses have been revealed in the 
scriptures of these religions, especially in the Koran. Few people have 
the courage to reveal what I have written in Future of God Amen but I 
pursued such a course because I love humanity and am compelled to 
share the Truth with others.”

I am most knowable of Christian scripture—canonical and noncanon, 
and might I suggest that you look beyond the canon? I have found that 
there is nothing wrong with our scripture, but only with our limited 
interpretations. Noncanonical scripture can open up our minds if we 
are ready to let go of limited ideas, to a greater mental construct.

Again, Jesus was everything that you think he was, yet he was and is 
also everything that the outer church thinks he was and is and more. 
These are not mutual exclusive ideas in the mind of Christ.

Might I also offer that you are indeed on your way to finding truth, but 
truth is not our ideas or mental constructs of truth?

When we too can say, “The Father and I are One”—we will then have 
found the truth.

You write, “If I do not make such an effort, who will? Circumstances 
in life make us what we are in terms of experience, education, and the 
people and teachers one meets in life. We all have a different set of 
eyes and disposition and therefore see things differently. I am blessed 
by God to think with a disposition of love. Hopefully there will be 
others who understand that the Truth will prevail.”

Sometimes when we focus on others and their limitations, we are 
missing our own. If we are telling others to let go of their limited ideas 
about God, we have to be willing to let go of our own.
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You wrote, “Only with Truth, will science and faith be compatible in 
our quest to know God. Science tests its findings to substantiate the 
Truth of their conclusions, and religious beliefs must always be based 
upon Truth of man’s experiences to validate the faith in God. Both 
approaches must operate on Truth; one is actual verification while 
the other is hypothetically true based upon thoughts derived from 
experience. Faith without logical reasoning means nothing. Belief must 
be rooted in valid thoughts that are supported by the gift of curiosity 
and thinking that sometimes result in realities. Many of our greatest 
inventions and discoveries where first conceived with the mind. Even 
when the mind cannot be satisfied with actual findings, the gut feel of 
Truth can be satisfied by logic devoid of lies and fabrications, which 
our scriptures have due to the inability to correct certain thoughts no 
longer acceptable.”

Yes, I believe that all that we discover in religion, science, art, 
humanity, etc., is all part of truth and found in God Most High. Our 
job is to hunger and to thirst and to remain open for new revelations 
and their integration within us.

You wrote, “Accept the Truth of Jesus in his acknowledgement of 
Amen as, ‘the faithful and true witness, the beginning of the creation 
of God.’” These are words of great insight and a revelation for the 
minds of believers to reflect upon today. Only until Amen is accepted 
as a common bond by religious leaders of the three major religions will 
there finally be a unification in the belief of God and a breakthrough in 
obeying the Word of God—Love one another.”

I find scripture clear here. The angel of Jesus, who was speaking for 
Jesus, called himself the Amen, the faithful witness, the beginning of 
creation, and I recall several places in the scripture where holy men 
described God as aman.

But nowhere do I see in the scripture God Most High calling himself 
Amen or aman. And if I am understanding what you are sharing 
correctly, the ancient Egyptians took an historical revelation of a God 
called Amon, one who might have even called himself Amon, and 
revised what was recorded as being revealed initially to reflect their 
now expanding mental construct of one-universal God?

We do not have a record, that is, the initial revelation of Amon, we have 
a one universal God being revealed, is that correct? Such a designation 
came from man’s revision of history?
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And so I offer that we have a much greater revelation of God Most 
High in Christ Jesus.

Yes, we have Jesus through the angel, calling himself the Amen. He 
also called himself the Alpha and the Omega, the first and the last, and 
witness to the Word.

Jesus came clothed in the name of God, YHVH, meaning he was a 
manifestation of all attributes of all names of God in the flesh (Heb 1). 
We have all the thirteen attributes of mercy embodied and manifested 
in Jesus—not just Aman, in the physical realm, and now in the spiritual 
realms with Jesus now a Son of God.

Perhaps, and this is an assumption that the ancient Egyptians took a 
true revelation of God in Amon, who was named so because this is the 
attribute or name of God that he bore and created a mental construct 
out of the historical record of this revelation which reflected a more 
expansive understanding of God which they were now seeing.

Do you see the difference between this mental construct and a 
revelation of God that bore the full name of God as did Christ Jesus?

You wrote, “My best wishes to Viv, a daughter of God.

Nicholas P. Ginex”

Peace be with you, my friend, and don’t take my word on any of this. 
Knock and it will be opened up to you. Seek and you will find.

Shalom!

Viv

Nick Ginex’s Response, March 11, 2011

I agree with parts of the Bible because many areas offer myths and 
inconsistencies. Of course, you would have to be an uneducated 
person to believe God’s Flood killed all human life on earth except 
Noah and his family. It has been verified with actual findings that the 
Egyptian civilization existed before and after God’s Flood. Yet, people 
who are gullible would believe every word of the Bible. These people 
will be lost in the face of God because they do not seek knowledge to 
understand the past nor wish to acquire knowledge that brings them 
closer to the belief in God.
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The church fathers actually committed heresy by devising the concept 
of the Trinity. To even think a Son of God is coequal and coeternal 
with God is heresy when it is God that first existed in the beginning. 
To compound the heresy, there are those that believe Jesus created 
the heaven and earth. This is false. The Word did not exist in the 
beginning because man was not yet created and the Word from God 
was, therefore, not required. It was God that gave Jesus the Word to 
announce to mankind after he was conceived by the Holy Spirit in the 
womb of Mary.

It is unfortunate that the truth is not obvious to you as it is to me. Yes, 
the church fathers committed a heresy for developing a concept that 
makes no sense. Yet, the church fathers will burn at the stake those 
that have revealed the truth, such as Giordano Bruno. Shall we say the 
church fathers have committed a gross error?

Reece’s Response, March 11, 2011

Nick wrote, “I agree with parts of the Bible because many areas offer 
myths and inconsistencies . . . Shall we say the Church Fathers have 
committed a gross error?”

Wow! This is a mouthful. Where to begin? Uhhhh! Okay, now you 
say you agree with parts of the Bible, the other parts are myths and 
inconsistent. So is it your position then that when the Bible was first 
written, it was indeed accurate and true or did it contain these myths 
and inconsistencies from the time it was written? I also wonder if you 
find any myths and inconsistencies in the Egyptians writings, like the 
Papyrus of Ani, the Book of Knowing the Evolutions of Ra and the 
Overthrowing of Apep. Are these filled with myth and inconsistency 
too? Or is it only the holy books outside of Egyptian lore that you have 
a problem with?

You accuse me of being uneducated for believing the flood account 
in the Bible. Were the Egyptians educated when they believed in the 
sun god and gave their praise to a ball of fire and molten rock drifting 
in space? Were they educated for not realizing that the sun cannot 
hear nor appreciate their prayers? They believed that the sun god Ra 
traversed the sky in a boat. That a magic serpent bit him and he, the 
god of all gods did not even know what bit him and got sick, and Isis 
blackmailed him to give up his two eyes and that is how he got the 
cure. Were the very Egyptians to whom you direct me uneducated for 
believing all this? I am not uneducated as you say. And what proof did 
you offer against the flood being real?
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You claimed that the Egyptian civilization existed before and after the 
flood. Well, that is what the Bible teaches. The Bible speaks of Ethiopia 
before the flood (see Gen 1) suggesting that Africa was inhabited, and it 
speaks of Egypt after the flood. There is no contradiction here. Noah and 
his family populated the earth and that includes rebuilding the Egyptian 
civilization. Also, I would challenge you that the Egyptian kings’ lists 
and c14 dating are questionable. That is another discussion all together.

As for the Trinity, I really wonder which parts of the Bible you accept 
because the Bible does teach the Trinity, and since the passages that 
teach the Trinity are found in the same manuscripts that contain all the 
other verses and are found in all the oldest manuscripts, and to reject 
those verses would be to reject the whole Bible so that’s why I asked 
you about which parts of the Bible you accept. You say that the Word 
did not exist in the beginning, when John 1:1 says, “In the beginning 
was the Word.” A direct contradiction of what you said. What is more, 
this passage is found in all the oldest manuscripts we have of John, 
and is quoted by the early fathers of the first and early second century, 
which shows that this is what the Apostle John actually wrote.

Now, I ask again since you question the Bible, what is the name of 
the Egyptian text that you accept as the truth? And is it the word of 
God? You obviously are rejecting the Bible or as you say, parts of it, 
so can you show me a more reliable text in Egypt? I don’t go by the 
church fathers, I go by the Bible, and I find it weird that you have a 
problem with the Trinity when the Egyptians had their triad of three 
gods (Osiris, Isis, and Horus) long before the NT was written. Were 
they ignorant as well?

You say you are sorry that the truth is not obvious to me as it is to you, 
and you talk about the Trinity doesn’t make sense. It does to me. But 
even if it didn’t make sense to us, so what? God is a God of miracles. 
A man rising from the dead cannot make sense scientifically because 
it breaks the rules of science or nature; a man walking on water can’t 
make sense scientifically, but just because science contradicts it 
doesn’t make it true. Let me ask you this: can God be in more than one 
place at the same time? If not, why not?

God doesn’t have to live up to man’s view of what is sensible, for 
the things of God are greater than you can ever grasp with your 
finite mind. We are the finite trying to comprehend the infinite. It is 
impossible. The gods of Egypt had all the frailties and weakness of 
human beings. It’s no wonder that the Egyptians in trying to fathom 
a God who is beyond their understanding should end up creating him 
in their image.
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Nick Ginex’s Response, March 11, 2011

Dear Viv,

Thank you for such a detailed reply. I will try to answer some of the 
questions you put to me. But also, I will keep in mind your perspectives 
in the belief in God.

Viv, you wrote, “I believe this is the spirit behind the insights you are 
wishing to share in your book?”

You are partially right about what I am trying to reveal in Future of 
God Amen. The book was written to inform people how man first 
developed the concept, a belief, in one-universal God. Few people, 
like yourself, have any real appreciation for how the idea of God 
was transmitted to the Hebrews who later advanced that belief into 
a scripture of their own. The belief in God just did not fall out of the 
sky nor was it given to us by God. It was developed by the minds 
of men who after thousands of years of experience of what works to 
form a stable society and an inborn spiritually developed many gods 
to explain their perception of all the wonder, beauty, and gratefulness 
of the fruitfulness of their lives. They, the Egyptians, came to worship 
a god of all creation, Atum.

The book unfolds to relate how that initial god was transformed 
through many stages of development, taking on the worship of Osiris, 
Re, and Amon, now known as Amen. This history and events occurred 
before Abraham entered Egypt. To discount the development of one 
of the greatest legacies known to man and say it all began with the 
Hebrews and the Torah is to ignore the truth and embrace arrogance 
and pride.

You also indicated that your reading Future of God Amen would not 
add to your mental construct of God Most High. I would have to say 
that you are depriving yourself of learning history of a most fascinating 
civilization and a greater appreciation why you believe in God. To 
limit yourself to only the Bible is a disservice to God for only through 
knowledge can you get closer to understanding the mysterious and 
incomprehensible God.

If you are closed to reading what took me two years of research and 
hours searching for the truth, then I believe I should keep my reply 
short. I am not about to dissuade you from your beliefs about God. We 
all have a different and personal view of God. What is evident is that 
there is a God that has surfaced in the minds of men. Whether that God 
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has entered our thoughts through the Holy Spirit, which in my mind 
pervades the universe or developed by the natural spiritual nature of 
mankind, I tend to lean toward the latter.

I thank you for your many thoughts. There are areas of disagree-ments 
that I have with the Bible, and it is these areas that have also turned 
away many honest loving people from putting much effort into reading 
the Bible. You will find that in my book, a sincere effort was made to 
reveal truth and point to areas of belief that are unsatisfactory.

Many Christians have been fooled into thinking that because their 
leaders are righteous men they are infallible to error. However, the 
church fathers have committed a gross error in fabricating the concept 
of the Trinity. Jesus always said his Father was greater than he and 
told his followers that the Word he speaks was given to him by God. 
God was the Word and Jesus was His surrogate to deliver the Word to 
mankind. But is this too complicated to understand or has the dogma 
of the Trinity been so ingrained that your mind will not permit other 
views for evaluation?

Forgive me for being too blunt for I love all people and only desire to 
open their minds to the truth. I am not a very holy man, but one who 
does not like to be made a fool of. In the same way, I will not make a 
fool out of others by feeding them lies and myths.

I would like to hear from you after you have read Future of God Amen. 
In that way, you may have a greater appreciation of the message of 
the book. I look to the future where the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic 
religious leaders will work together to form a unified belief in God. 
We, people all around the world, must pressure our religious leaders 
to wake up and teach the Word of God so that our sisters and brothers 
from all nations love and assist one another.

I leave you Viv with my best wishes for health, love, and happiness.

Nicholas P. Ginex

Nick Ginex’s Response, March 11, 2011

Hello Reece,

Regarding the Trinity, it is fabricated heresy by the church fathers. 
In 325 CE, the Emperor Constantine convened the Council of Nice, 
attended by two hundred and twenty bishops, and the Nicene Creed 
was formulated; it states that the Father and Son are coequal and 



311ameN aNd Jesus’ RevelatioN

coeternal. This disagrees with the words of Jesus in John 14:28, “my 
Father is greater than I.” Also in John, Jesus confirms he is the Son of 
Man and does what his Father has taught him because he always does 
those things that please his Father.

When ye have lifted up the Son of Man, then shall ye know that I am he, 
and that I do nothing of myself; but as my Father has taught me, I speak 
these things. And He that sent me is with me: the Father hath not left 
me alone; for I do always those things that please Him (Jn 8: 28-29).

The fabricated Nicene dogma was extended to include the Holy Spirit 
in 381 CE by the Catholic Church at the Council of Constantinople. 
They defined the Trinity as one God consisting of three persons: the 
Father, the Son Jesus, and the Holy Spirit. This definition of the Trinity 
was a foolish and obvious mistake by the church fathers because 
they did not understand that the Holy Spirit is the spirit of God that 
pervades the entire universe. The fusing of three entities into one God 
has caused the church to be plagued for centuries for fabricating a 
concept that has caused many discerning believers to lose faith in God 
as the creator of all there is.

Unfortunately, to try to validate the Trinity, the church has misconstrued 
Jesus as coequal with God when Jesus stated in John 10:30, “I and my 
Father are one.” Yes, the scriptures teaches a oneness between the 
Father and the Son, but this oneness is extended to all those that follow 
the Word. The oneness with God for all followers of God is expressed 
in John 17: 8-11, 20-23, wherein Jesus prayed that his followers would 
experience the same oneness. “That they all may be one; as thou, 
Father, art in me, and I in thee, that they may also be one in us.” Jesus 
is clearly saying he and followers are not one in substance with the 
Father and the Son but one in mind in the belief of God’s Word.

I do not need to believe Jesus is coequal to God in substance. I will 
follow and believe in Jesus as a man of God (which he stated 76 times 
in all the four Gospels versus only 5 times in the last Gospel where 
he stated explicitly he was the Son of God.) Tell me, would you also 
honor, love, and follow the words of Jesus if he were not a God?

Since you are a strong believer that desires to be with God upon your 
death, what would you do with a life of eternity lasting billions and 
billions of years? Perhaps you may be able to give me the incentive to 
also want to live with God for eternity. Also, would I exist as a man 
in my prime or the ninety year old I hope to be? These are important 
questions because I would not want to be in the fires of hell for billions 
of years.
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Nick Ginex’s Response, March 31, 2011

Dear Mr. Bowman,

I am getting the impression that you are a walking computer who has 
a great admiration for the origin of words and their true meanings as 
they relate to the Bible. This is good. But unfortunately, it appears you 
lack the ability to think for yourself and only have an ability to believe 
everything you read. You seem to be a close-minded individual who 
is so highly educated that to learn from others that could open a whole 
new world of ideas to you is a no-no. Too bad that you do not have the 
respect for others, like myself, who has written a book to inform people 
of some of the most profound findings since the Torah appeared.

It is you that do not have the respect of how knowledge has incrementally 
developed by man and how the concept of God evolved. I do not throw 
stones at the Bible, but I do “see” how the Bible is an extension of the 
many beliefs the Hebrews absorbed from the Egyptians. You are a man 
who does not like to give credit where credit is due. My dear man, the 
Egyptian priesthood were the first, after thousands of years to write 
scripture extolling one universal God, Amon As the Sole God. But 
also, the book, Future of God Amen reveals that it was the Egyptians 
that first developed the concept of a soul, a hereafter upon leading a 
life of righteousness, and the Son of God. Why even 80 percent of 
the Ten Command-ments were already practiced by the Egyptians and 
laid the basis for Moses to bring them to his people in stone.

Mr. Bowman, stop living in a world of fantasy and learn the past of 
history that has surfaced by the diligent work of Egyptologists who 
have dedicated their lives in deciphering and understanding the culture 
of a wonderful civilization that was almost destroyed by ruthless men. 
The truth shall be known, and I will do my best to inform people of the 
valuable legacy the Egyptians have given mankind, the belief in God.

Reece’s Comment, April 1, 2011

Nick wrote, “Dear Reece, thank you for your detailed response and 
effort to have me appreciate your belief in the Trinity . . . I would not 
want to be in the fires of Hell for billions of years.”

I dribble over how many times certain commands are in the Bible 
because God only need tell me something once before I believe it. The 
biblical statements that only occur once are no less true than those 
that occur many times. Do you agree? If it were true that Jesus was 
not God, then he would have to be either an insane person to make 
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the kind of claims that he did, or the Gospel writers would have to 
be lying when they claimed that Jesus read people’s hearts, which we 
know only God can do. (1 Kgs 8:39 and Jn 2:24-25; also Jer 17:9-10 
and Rev 2:18-23) I think you and I would be foolish to follow a man 
who did not correct Thomas for calling him “my God” (Jn 20:28) if he 
were not God! It would be foolish of me to follow a man who accepted 
worship (Mt 28:17) if he was not God. (Mt 4:10) So no, I would not 
honor, love, and follow the words of Jesus if he were not God, for 
I would have to conclude that he was either mad, a deceiver, or his 
disciples who wrote the Gospels were frauds.

I do not desire to be with God upon my death because I am already 
with him. That’s what it means to have a relationship with Jesus. He 
talks with me and he walks with me every day; I don’t have to die first 
to be close to him, and if he comes back in the flesh before I die, I’ll 
never have to die at all. Nevertheless, if I do die, I’ll be with him in 
another form and place. What would I do with a life lasting billions of 
years? I have a better life than that; I have eternal life. My walk with 
Christ will never cease. I’ll always have the Father, the Son, and the 
Holy Spirit. What will I do with this time? Submit myself to God for 
the doing of his will, no matter what that will for me may be, and to 
fellowship with him always.

It is not I who must give you an incentive to want to be with God 
forever. God has already offered you true peace from the troubles this 
world brings upon your soul by offering you a relationship with him. 
He has already offered you eternal life in good conditions free from 
sickness, death, war, famine, and hate in the new heavens and new 
earth he will create. He has already offered you freedom from fear and 
an escape from the fiery hell you mentioned as well as from the lake of 
fire. The thing about God is that what he has in store for us is always 
better than the best thing we can imagine. Read his word and you will 
know that he always surpasses our expectations. God gives us his best, 
and his best is better than what we can imagine. It’s not for me to tell 
you how good he is; it’s for you to make up your mind to taste and 
see that the Lord is good. Hearing about it and doing it are so different 
there is no comparison.

If you love Jesus, you will give him the chance to enter your life by 
giving your life to the one who gave his life for you.

Nick Ginex’s Response, April 2, 2011

Thank you, Reece, for your reply. For you to say you would not follow 
Jesus if he were merely a man is sad. Jesus was the greatest prophet 
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who was indeed a Man of God. For you to believe Jesus has to be 
coequal to God is indeed saying you have no faith in mankind. You 
believe that God was only introduced to the Hebrews because they 
were able to write the first five books of Moses shows you have a 
poor understanding of the past history of mankind. You rather close 
your eyes and not give credit to the Egyptian civilization that after 
thousands of years was the first civilization to develop the concept of 
one-universal God. By placing an Internet search on Future of God 
Amen, you will give yourself an opportunity to learn about how man 
first came to conceive one-universal God.

Jesus Christ was truthful by stating Amen is the faithful and true 
witness, the beginning of the creation of God. You believe Jesus is 
the Son of God, yet you do not believe his words. You are believing 
Amen means “So be it” because you neglect the history that precedes 
Abraham walking into Egypt. You are unaware that Amen was one 
of the greatest Egyptian gods that existed two thousand years before 
the birth of Jesus. Yet you believe that Amen originated as a Hebrew 
word. You believe only what your mind can accept for you cannot face 
reality of truth that has surfaced over the past one hundred years.

I may be a greater man of God than you for I respect the words of 
Jesus, and he does not have to be a God for me to follow his words of 
wisdom. Unlike you, I do not believe in a fiery hell or a lake of fire. 
My God is not one who would put his own creations into fire to burn 
for millions of years. This is stupid thinking.

Regarding God offering eternal life free from sickness, want, etc., 
can you tell me where in the Bible he offers a better life than Mother 
Earth? Your answer to be with God, Jesus, and the Holy Spirit shows 
a lack of understanding. The Holy Spirit is the spirit of God, it is not 
another or third Person as taught to you by the church fathers. The 
Holy Spirit does exist, but my dear man, it is the spirit of God that 
pervades the entire universe.

One final point, you do not take the Word given by Jesus three times 
very seriously. This is the last command given by Jesus in the Gospel of 
John and my dear man, it is the greatest command given by God—love 
one another. You are fooled by the church fathers in thinking Jesus 
died for the forgiveness of sins. This is false because if Jesus’s life 
meant anything at all, it was that we learn to love one another. Sin will 
always be committed by mankind as it is part of the process of growing 
up and people will always make mistakes. The purpose of Jesus was 
to teach what we should do to avoid sin, and if we listen to his very 
simple and profound words, he has said it all by saying, “Love one 
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another.” If you are unable to love your sisters and brothers, of every 
nation, you, my dear man, will never be accepted by God.

For me, it is my nature to love and understand people, to give them the 
ability to think with truth and develop their best attributes. Perhaps, I 
am blessed for I do what Jesus wants of me. Whether or not there is a 
Heaven, I will still follow the words of Jesus. Can you do the same?

James-Scott’s Comment’s, April 2, 2011

Nick Ginex,

The new commandment of Jesus is not, “Love one another.” The new 
commandment is “Love one another as I have loved you.”

Perhaps this has been asked before, but I haven’t read through this 
whole thread: Why does your profile say you are “Catholic,” yet you 
deny that Jesus is God and you reject the holy fathers?

And, you said, “I may be a greater man of God than you for I respect 
the words of Jesus, and he does not have to be a God for me to follow 
his words of wisdom . . . If you are unable to love your sisters and 
brothers, of every nation, you, my dear man, will never be accepted 
by God. For me, it is my nature to love and understand people, to give 
them the ability to think with truth and develop their best attributes. 
Perhaps, I am blessed for I do what Jesus wants of me. Whether or not 
there is a Heaven, I will still follow the words of Jesus. Can you do 
the same?”

I don’t even know how to respond to this. You want us to believe you 
are a man of God, yet you are so childish. The fact that you pridefully 
said, “I may be a greater man of God than you,” disproves your 
claim. You also claim to be, simply by nature, better than Reece (And 
probably all of us who disagree with you.) I just don’t know what to 
say to this. Shakes head.

And for the record, If Jesus wasn’t God I wouldn’t follow Him either.

Reece’s Comment, April 3, 2011

Nick wrote, “Thank you Reece for your reply . . . For you to say you 
would not follow Jesus if he were merely a man is sad.”

No, it’s not sad. If Jesus were a mere man and nothing but a man, 
he would also be the worst deceiver. He accepted worship from the 
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apostles (Mt 28:17, proskyneo, same Greek word used in Mt 4:10), 
and allowed them to praise him as God (Jn 20:28-29, for example). If 
he were not God, then was a liar. The Bible says that Jesus did things 
that only God can do, like read hearts. (1 Kgs 8:39; Mk 2:6-8; Jn 
2:24-25) So if Jesus was just a man and not God, it means the Bible 
writers were liars, claiming things about this Jesus that can’t be true. 
The Bible says of Jesus that he is before all things (Col 1:117). If Jesus 
isn’t God, this is a lie. So you see, I could not be a Christian if Jesus 
wasn’t God; I wouldn’t want to be one if Jesus were not God because 
if he wasn’t God, then the Bible is a book of lies, and Christianity is a 
hoax. What is sad is that you would want to follow a mere man who 
claimed that we should honor him just as we honor God (Jn 5:23). No 
mere man could honestly say that.

Nick wrote, “Jesus was the greatest prophet who was indeed a Man 
of God. For you to believe Jesus has to be co-equal to God is indeed 
saying you have no faith in mankind.”

No, I don’t have faith in mankind, and it is sad that you put your 
trust in men when the Bible says, “Put not your trust in princes, nor 
in the son of man (mankind), in whom there is no help.” (Ps 146:3). 
“It is better to trust in the Lord than to put confidence in man” (Ps 
118:8-9). Why put confidence in mere man when the Bible says that 
“the imagination of man’s heart is evil from his youth?” (Gen 8:21). 
Regarding man’s heart the scripture says, “The heart is deceitful above 
all things, and desperately wicked: who can know it” (Jer 17:9)? So I 
put my faith, my trust, my confidence in Jesus because I know he will 
never fail me, but if a man is all he is, then he could fail us, and where 
then will your hope be? I don’t even trust in myself, for the Bible says, 
“Lean not unto thy own understanding.” (Prv 3:5) God’s ways are 
perfect, man’s ways are not, that is why I trust in God and not man. 
So if Jesus were only a man I wouldn’t want to put my trust in him. 
If your faith is in mankind, then I pity you. Can mankind save you? 
The scripture says there is no help in them . . . Whom do you believe? 
Them or God? Is the clay more right than the potter? Why not put your 
faith in one who cannot fail?

Nick wrote, “You believe that God was only introduced to the Hebrews 
because they were able to write the first five books of Moses shows 
you have a poor understanding of the past history of mankind.”

Why are you putting words in my mouth? Where did I ever say that 
God only introduced himself to the Hebrews because they wrote the 
first five books of Moses? Where did I ever say such a thing? You are 
applying to me things I never said nor believe. Was that necessary? Is 
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this what you are made of? If you don’t know what I believe, just ask, 
I’ll be happy to tell you. I actually believe that God revealed himself 
to the first humans on earth long before the “Hebrew people” called 
“Israel” existed. The book of Genesis tells us that Enoch, Noah, Abel, 
Lot, and many others had very close relationships with God before the 
Bible began to be written and before the nation of Israel existed. So no 
I don’t believe God only introduced himself to the Israelites. Rather 
God has always been willing to reveal himself to any person of any 
race, of any nation, at anytime, who was humbly and sincerely seeking 
him and was open to his truth (Acts 10:34-35). So God had people 
serving him long before there was an Exodus or a Bible. God revealed 
himself by direct revelation before the Bible was written, he continued 
to do so while it was being written, and he still does so today. I don’t 
have a relationship with the Bible, and I have one with God. And he 
talks to me and listens to me and shows me things to keep me on right 
track, and corrects me when I err, and comforts me when I’m sad, and 
encourage me when I do good. My wish for you is to experience this 
walk with Christ for yourself, based on the things you are saying, and 
the witness the Holy Spirit has borne to me, and from the teaching of 
the scripture, I can say that there is no way you are a Christian.

Nick wrote, “You rather close your eyes and not give credit to the 
Egyptian civilization that after thousands of years was the first 
civilization to develop the concept of one-universal God.”

I am stunned that you would claim that the Egyptians developed the 
concept of one God, which only implies that they were polytheistic 
before. So in your opinion, the first civilization that God put on earth 
did not know God at all, but were steeped in polytheism, until they one 
day came up with a concept of monotheism. Wow! Looks like God did 
a horrible job as a teacher and a Father to leave the first humans with 
no knowledge that there was only one God and left them to figure it 
out on their own. Or do you not know what developed means? You 
didn’t say God revealed himself to them as one God, you said they 
developed the idea. So are you saying that our knowledge of God is 
something that evolves as humans get smarter?

The real truth is that God revealed himself from the very beginning, 
showing the first humans who he was. It was through apostasy that 
many people lost or gave up the true knowledge of who God is and 
chose to believe other things. But through history, God has chosen 
to remain close to those who maintained the correct doctrine of God. 
Why would Yahweh begin the world with polytheism? The Egyptians 
had many gods because they apostasied, not because God taught them 
about other gods. But I guess you don’t believe in God’s revelation. 
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You think man has to figure these things out on his own. Now that’s 
sad.

Nick wrote, “Jesus Christ was truthful by stating Amen is the faithful 
and true witness, the beginning of the creation of God. You believe 
Jesus is the Son of God, yet you do not believe his words. You are 
believing Amen means ‘So be it’ because you neglect the history that 
precedes Abraham walking into Egypt.”

I don’t neglect the history before Abraham walking into Egypt as you 
claim. When people in church today pray and say, “Amen” at the end of 
their prayers, what do you think they mean? Do you think that because 
there is some ancient Egyptian god by that name that they must be 
referring to him? No, you don’t! I am simply arguing that even if the 
word Amen originated as you say, as the Egyptian god, this is no proof 
that this is what Jesus was talking about when John wrote Revelation 
3:14. By that time, the word Amen had multiple meanings, and you 
need to show from the context or from the contemporary writings of 
Christians like John how the term was understood. Jesus knew what 
a Christian or a Jew living at that time would think when they heard 
the word Amen, and it certainly would not be about an Egyptian 
deity. Had Jesus meant the Egyptian god, he would have provided 
more clarification that this is what he was referring to. It’s not a case 
of dismissing the origin of words, it’s a case of understanding how 
Christians and Jews in the first century were using the term Amen, and 
how they understood it. Now, I mentioned to you about context, right? 
Well, here is one example:

And from Jesus Christ who is the faithful witness (Rev 1:5)

These things saith the Amen, the faithful and true witness (Rev 3:14).

So the Amen is the faithful witness in Revelation 3:14, and the faithful 
witness is Jesus Christ in Revelation 1:5; so even if we use just the 
book of Revelation alone, a Jew or Christian at that time would just 
think that the Amen here is Jesus. The Amen is just another term 
for Jesus. No reference here to some Egyptian deity. You want us to 
believe that because the word Amen originally meant this Egyptian 
god that it must mean so in Revelation 3:14. But the word gay used to 
mean “happy;” today it means homosexual. When a homosexual says, 
“I am gay and proud of it,” you don’t argue that the original meaning 
of the word is “happy,” and therefore, he is just claiming to be proud 
of his happiness. You have to look at words in the context of how they 
are understood in the particular culture of the people. I need not say 
more.
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Nick wrote, “You are unaware that Amen was one of the greatest 
Egyptian Gods that existed 2,000 years before the birth of Jesus. Yet, 
you believe that Amen originated as a Hebrew word. You believe only 
what your mind can accept for you cannot face reality of truth that has 
surfaced over the past 100 years.”

It’s not that I’m unaware, I just don’t care. No matter how great the 
gods of Egypt were, they were proven to be false gods when Yahweh 
brought ten unstoppable plagues on the land, and the Bible declares 
the gods of Egypt to be false. “And[U] against [/U] All the Gods of 
Egypt I will execute judgment” (Ex 12:12). That includes Amen, does 
it not? Was Amen not a god of Egypt? The Lord of Hosts, the God of 
Israel, saith: Behold, I will punish the multitude of No, and Pharaoh, 
and Egypt, with their gods, and their kings; even Pharaoh, and all 
they that trust in him (Ez 46:25).

Nick wrote, “I am a greater man of God then you will ever be.”

Is that something a humble person would say? Is that something a 
Christian would say? And how do you know that I won’t see the error 
of my ways and come to love and serve the Egyptian god Amen and 
do more for him than you have? I forgot, you can see the future and in 
that future I’m still a committed Christian, good for me . . . You really 
need to work on your humility. Men of God don’t go around bragging 
about how great they are. Ever heard about the tax collector and the 
Pharisee?

Nick wrote, “Unlike you, I do not believe in a fiery Hell or a Lake of 
Fire. My God is not one who would put his own creations into fire to 
burn for millions of years. This is stupid thinking.”

Why is it stupid? Because it sounds cruel? It sounds cruel to destroy 
whole cities with women and children in them, so I guess you don’t 
believe that any of those nasty wars in the OT ever happened. And 
what about the flood (1 Sm 15:1-3)? It sounds cruel to punish even 
the little babies by drowning them as well as all the animals, it would 
be genocide, would it not? Would it not make God guilty of mass 
murder on a grander scale than the Holocaust (Gn 6:17)? So I guess 
you don’t think the flood happened either. The punishment under the 
law of Moses for working on the Sabbath was to be stoned to death 
(Nm 15:32-36). Sounds cruel? The penalty for homosexuality was 
death (Lv 20:20). Sounds cruel? All these things are in the Bible. But 
you seem to be operating on the principle that if it seems cruel to you it 
can’t be true. A loving father wouldn’t allow so much suffering in the 
world, right? Therefore, there is no great suffering in the world. That’s 
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the kind of logic your own position would lead to if you followed it 
through. God wouldn’t do that because it sounds cruel. What shallow 
reasoning?

God said what he would do to the wild beast, the false prophet, and the 
devil (Rev 20:10). I believe God, do you?

Nick wrote, “Regarding God offering eternal life free from sickness, 
want, etc., can you tell me where in the Bible he offers a better life 
than Mother Earth?”

I’m quite sure I mention both the new heavens and the new earth in 
my answer to you. Also, I never argued that heaven is better than earth, 
though it’s better than a sin-filled earth. Wherever I am, once I’m with 
Jesus, I’m satisfied. But the Bible teaches the saved will have access 
to both heaven and earth, so your argument is just silly.

Nick wrote, “Your answer to be with God, Jesus, and the Holy Spirit 
shows a lack of understanding. The Holy Spirit is the Spirit of God, it 
is not another, or 3rd Person as taught to you by the Church Fathers. 
The Holy Spirit does exist, but my dear man, it is the Spirit of God that 
pervades the entire universe.”

So the church that Jesus built didn’t know who God was for the last 
two thousand years, but you do? Wow! Jesus promised the gates of 
hell would not prevail against his church, but if Christians have been 
in error on who God is all these years, I guess Jesus was wrong. Now, if 
you claim that those who believe in the Trinity are not true Christians, 
I dare you to go back in history and trace for us the history of the 
church, which did preserve the correct teachings of the Christian faith 
as taught by Jesus. Can you name even one person in the centuries 
after the apostles who belonged to this faith? You criticize what we 
have, but yet you offer nothing better.

The Holy Spirit is a person. “As they ministered to the Lord, and 
fasted, the Holy Ghost said, Separate me Barnabas and Saul for the 
work whereunto I have called them. And when they had fasted and 
prayed, and laid their hands on them, they sent them away. So they, 
being sent forth by the Holy Ghost, departed unto Seleucia. (Acts 
13:2-4).” The Holy Spirit here literally speaks and says that he was 
the one who called Barnabas and Saul to the ministry. The Holy Spirit 
is God (Acts 5:3-4) and is mentioned as a separate person from the 
Father and the Son (Mt 28:19). Jesus speaks of him as another helper 
(comforter) sent by the Father at John 14:16, 17, 26.
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Nick wrote, “You are fooled by the Church Fathers in thinking Jesus 
died for the forgiveness of sins.”

Hebrews 9:13-14, 22-23, and Romans 5. I really don’t see how you can 
read these verses and still hold to that statement above. I believe God’s 
word, you believe what? The word of Egyptians? I still am waiting for 
you to give me the name of one Egyptian text that contains the Word of 
God. You attack the Bible, but offer nothing better. Hmmm!

Nick Ginex’s Response, April 3, 2011

Dear Reece,

It is you who acts like a child by throwing stones at my research without 
ever reading the book that provides positive proof that Amen was the 
greatest Egyptian God before Abraham entered Egypt. The book, 
Future of God Amen, conclusively shows that it was the Egyptians 
who were the first civilization that had a formal religion whereby 
their priesthood developed the belief in one-universal God. The book 
describes how the concepts of a soul and a hereafter were developed 
as well as the Son of God.

Since you are broke, I will mail you a complimentary copy so that 
you are given a fair opportunity to review the facts and findings that 
show the Hebrews imitated the beliefs of the Egyptians. Until you 
read the book and learn some history substantiated by scholars and 
Egyptologists, we should no longer continue any further discussion. 
You may e-mail me at: nickginex@gmail.com to send me your mailing 
address.

Until then, may God Bless you and keep you in good health.

Nicholas P. Ginex

Nick Ginex’s Response, April 10, 2011

Dear Reece,

I read your response, and yes, I will reply to you after you have read 
the book. The reason for this is clear; you are very much of a mind-set 
to be in a defensive mode to defend your beliefs. The book was written 
to inform people of the recent discoveries made over the past one 
hundred years. You need to read the book and pause a little bit to let 
you reflect on what was written. With that approach, you would find 
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many of your answers for yourself. Give yourself time to think and 
reflect, so we can have a much better discussion.

I say this is the best approach because upon reading your first comment 
concerning my statement that we all pray to the same God was an 
offense to you even though we both know there is only one God 
who created “all there is.” It is foolish to write a paper why I believe 
my statement is true. We can understand that though there are three 
religions they each view God differently. However, that is a problem 
that needs to be resolved in the future. Hence, the title of the book is 
Future of God Amen.

Peace. Have patience. I am a man of my word.

Nicholas P. Ginex

Reese’s Comment, April 11, 2011

Nick wrote, “Dear Reece, I read your response and yes, I will reply 
to you after you have read the book . . . Peace. Have patience. I am a 
man of my word.”

I’ll read it with an open mind, but I doubt anything in it will change how 
I understand what I read on pp. 3-4 about us all worshipping the same 
God. It’s not that I call this being Jesus, and you call him Amen; no, that 
is not the problem at all. The problem is that I worship Jesus, and you 
don’t. It’s not a matter of calling the same God by different names.

If that were the case, then you would have to admit that Jesus is God, 
but that you call him by a different name. But instead, you argue that 
Jesus isn’t God at all. So if I worship Jesus, and you don’t believe he 
is God, I don’t see how we can be worshipping the same God. If a 
man makes an image with a piece of wood, bows to it and worships 
it, and I don’t because to me it’s just a piece of wood, then I do not 
worship his god. His god is piece of wood; mine isn’t. Similarly, my 
God is the man Jesus, yours is not. So simple reasoning says that we 
don’t worship the same God, and no matter what I read in your book 
it won’t change that.

Nick Ginex’s Response, April 11, 2011

Dear Mr. Bowman,

You are a man that shows no respect for alternate views and rather throw 
stones than discuss intelligently any issue against your present belief 
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system. Since you refer to my book as garbage because you believe 
your book has no myths and inconsistencies, we are at an impasse.

I will not engage in further discussions with you because you do not 
desire to search for truth but only take a defensive posture. This is 
fine as I respect those with deep beliefs and would not throw stones 
at them. You see, I am a man of high integrity and do not believe 
insulting a man’s work; especially when his objective is to have all 
people recognize that there is only one God.

To understand my message, you would have to read my book. But 
since you call it garbage, our conversations are terminated.

God Bless and watch over you.

Nicholas P. Ginex

Nick Ginex’s Response, April 11, 2011

Hello Reese,

You have a good start in your summary, and I commend you for that. 
However, after you read about how man first conceived one universal 
God you may begin to appreciate the legacy we have inherited from 
the ancient Egyptians. Be patient and not overly defensive. I respect 
your belief that Jesus is not only the Son of God, but is God. In the 
same way, you should have some respect for the Jews who do not 
accept Jesus as being a God co-equal with God the Father. But their 
God is the same God that gave you the Son of God. So you need to be 
tolerant of other views of God. Yes, I have deep reservations about the 
Islamic God because any God that forces a belief in his name must be 
questioned as being the God of all the beings on earth.

I have asked you to honor my request to read the book first not because 
I am incapable of answering your questions. It is because I respect 
your very deep beliefs and desire to save us both a lot of needless back 
and forth debates. You will find a lot a reasons why I have reached 
conclusions that indicate we have derived many of our beliefs from 
a past that religious leaders will not give credit to. Please understand 
that I have written a book and put in two years of research with much 
thought not to throw stones at anyone’s belief. My sole purpose is to 
inform people how mankind has evolved the concept of one God. It 
did not just pop out of heaven overnight. Even the Hebrew priests 
have read much of the Egyptian scriptures before they wrote the Torah 
in 950 BCE.
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For all people who have a curiosity to learn with facts and findings 
by some of our greatest minds and scholars how man conceived 
one-universal God and how that God profoundly influenced the 
development of the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religions, I humbly 
recommend they read Future of God Amen.

I look forward to your comments after you have read the book.

My best wishes for your health and happiness,

Nicholas P. Ginex

Reese’s Comment, April 13, 2011

Nick wrote, “Hello Reese, you have a good start in your summary and 
I commend you for that . . . I look forward to your comments about the 
book after you have read it . . .”

This sounds quite reasonable to me, reading the book first will indeed 
make our conversation easier. I hope it arrives soon. But I need you to 
realize that you keep making a comment that has drastic implications, 
and I’m not sure if you notice how serious a matter it is. You said 
above, “My sole purpose is to inform people how mankind has evolved 
the concept of one God.”

This is a very clear statement; I don’t need to read a whole book to 
understand what that one statement means. You are telling me that 
humans came up with the concept of monotheism on their own. You 
are saying that when God first created humans their first religion was 
polytheistic, and only after thousands of years did they figure out that 
there was only one God. My point is that if this were actually true, 
then God (regardless of what his name is—Amen, Jesus, Yahweh, 
whatever) would have been a very poor Father to let mankind be 
in ignorance of who he was for so long. And he would be just plain 
stupid to not just reveal himself at the beginning of human history and 
establish his worship instead of letting mankind run fowl. Anyway, 
like I said, we’ll see what is what when I read your book.

By the way, I respect all people and their right to believe as they chose 
to (God gave us free will), but I don’t respect false beliefs. A belief can 
only be truth or falsehood, and I don’t appreciate falsehood. So while I 
appreciate Judaism in its original form (which agrees with Christianity 
in all respects), I do not appreciate the aberration of the Jews when 
they apostatized from Moses and corrupted the true teachings of the 
Torah.
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Nick Ginex’s Response, April 16, 2011

In response to Tanakh who wrote, “The true teachings of Torah 
are as Judaism has them in the Original Testament. The corruption 
occurred in the Greek Testament of the Christians.” Reese wrote, “The 
Egyptians had religion before Moses left Egypt and went to Sinai. The 
Hebrew religion was monotheistic, Egypt’s religion was Polytheistic, 
and even the Pharaoh didn’t recognize Yahweh as the true God, so are 
you saying that Judaism is counterfeit because it came after Egyptian 
religion? What silliness.”

Hello Reece and Tanakh,

After reading the comments you both made to each other, I felt drawn 
to also respond because it dealt with the Egyptians, who originated the 
belief in one-universal God.

First, Egypt’s priesthood during the reign of Ramses II conceived 
one-universal God as documented by the Priesthood of Amon with 
their scripture titled, “Amon As the Sole God.” It was Moses that was 
influenced by the religion of the Egyptians that made him lead six 
hundred thousand and more people out of Egypt. Do not forget that 
Moses was brought up and raised in the house of a pharaoh for forty 
years and definitely was indoctrinated into the more advanced beliefs 
of the Egyptian priesthood.

Second, if Reece, you claim that the Egyptians believed in a polytheistic 
God, then be fair and realize that the Christian God you worship is 
also a polytheistic God that embodies three persons per the Catholic 
Church, namely the Father, the Son, and the Holy Spirit. If that is not 
polytheistic, then you are not being fair-minded.

Third, the Hebrew God, Yahweh, is a monotheistic God. This God 
is the same God the Christians worship as the Father. Of course, you 
realize that God, the Father is the one-universal God and not Jesus, 
the Son of God. Reece, you realize that the Son came after the Father, 
and therefore, could not be the God that initiated the beginning of the 
creation of the universe. Also, in the beginning was not the Word, in 
the beginning was God, and it was God that gave the Word to Jesus 
to proclaim to the world. How could a Word (originally written as 
Logos) exist in the beginning? If you mean it was Jesus then you are 
performing heresy because only God existed in the beginning.

Fourth, God sent Jesus into our world to teach the Word. Jesus 
announced the Word three times as a command in the last Gospel and 
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it was the last command given by God through His Son, Jesus—Love 
One Another.

Fifth, common sense should make you realize that Jesus was not 
needed nor brought into our world until God saw fit that all mankind 
must adhere to His Greatest commandment—Love One Another. 
Hence, God created a Son in the name of Jesus to be one of us and 
give his life to spread the Word. For Jesus to die for our sins is a minor 
reason and not as important as doing what the greatest teacher gave 
to the world, which is the greatest command given by God. Surely, 
Reece, you can agree it is better for all of God’s children to love one 
another than ask for forgiveness after committing a sin of any kind. 
“Love one another” is proactive, whereas asking for forgiveness is 
after the infraction or sin is committed.

As you can see, it is not my intent to defend anyone’s religious beliefs 
or change them; I only see things differently where my God is the God 
of all people. I am not arrogant or proud to say my religion has better 
dogma than another’s. That means nothing; what is significant is we 
all agree that there is only one God, and it will do well for our religious 
leaders to also recognize that fact. Too long, the religious leaders have 
separated people by teaching their religion is the only true religion. 
Yes, the Muslims have taken this view to an extreme and will kill 
those people who do not worship their God, Allah. Are you also going 
to be an extremist?

Reece stated, “‘In the beginning was the Word (Jn 1:1).’ Do you agree or 
not? You are the one who wants us to accept other peoples’ beliefs.”

Yes, in the beginning was the Word. However, only God existed in the 
beginning, and it was God who gave the word to Jesus to announce 
to the world. For even Jesus says, “My Father is greater than I.” 
and Jesus always does what His Father asks of him. I do not accept 
anybody else’s belief. There is only one God who created all there is. 
To believe the Son of God existed in the beginning is illogical when 
the Son follows the Father. Besides, if you try to reason, Jesus was 
never needed until he was conceived by the Holy Spirit of God so how 
and when did he exist before? If Jesus existed before, then he could 
not be Jesus who was a product of his mother Mary and God. But 
you can believe that Jesus came before God because you are a true 
Christian and at peace with your beliefs.

How could a Word exist in the beginning? If you mean it was Jesus 
then you are performing heresy because only God existed in the 
beginning.
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Reece stated, “The Bible says Jesus is the Word of God (Rev 19:13). 
And the Word was in the beginning (Jn 1:1). It also says Jesus created 
the world, so definitely was in the beginning (Heb 1:1, 8-10) The Bible 
says these things, not me. Are you accusing the Bible of hearsay?”

Yes, the Gospel of John provides a poetical opening in John 1:1 that 
Jesus is the Word. But what you fail to realize is that it is God who 
gave Jesus the Word, and it is God who was in the beginning. You are 
inferring that it is Jesus who created the heavens and earth. You forget 
that Jesus only does what His Father tells him and that Jesus claimed 
his Father is greater than he is. Are you calling Jesus a liar? Are you, 
in fact, committing heresy?

Reece stated, “Amazingly, you claim that the Egyptians came up 
with the concept of monotheism in the reign of Ramses II, so are you 
accusing all the polytheistic Egyptian literature before and up to the 
time of Ramses II of heresy? If monotheism is true, then wouldn’t all 
Egyptian religion prior to this be heretical?”

Reece, I am beginning to see that you have little appreciation in the 
ability of mankind to evolve the belief from many gods to one-universal 
God. Future of God Amen gives a historical development of how 
mankind began with very simple ways to appreciate the wonders 
around him be they the moon, the sun, the oceans, the lakes, and 
animal life. Yes, as primitive man, the Egyptians started with many 
gods. But as they advanced into a civilization where many men had 
to depend upon one another to live together, they had developed rules 
of conduct, a morality to live by. These beliefs were enforced with 
the belief in a personal god where they believed it was through truth, 
justice, and living a moral life that they can live with their god after 
death. Therefore, monotheism grew within their minds as they became 
more advanced. The belief of one God that created “all there is,” and 
He was the one-universal God formed monotheism whereby all other 
gods started to become extinct. Common sense should make you realize 
that Jesus was not needed nor brought into our world until God saw 
fit that all mankind must adhere to His Greatest commandment—Love 
One Another.

Reece commented, “Ha ha ha ha ha . . . ! I’m sorry, but I have to 
laugh. You really do have a sense of humor. I sure hope this is a joke 
and you are not being serious. Are you really saying that that God 
looked down upon the many wars and injustices that have occurred 
throughout human history since the first humans turned their faces 
against him and did not see fit for all men to love one another until 
two thousand years ago? So what about the thousands of years before 
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the birth of Jesus? Humans were not supposed to love one another way 
back then? Just read Genesis 6 or Joshua 11, didn’t people need love 
in those times too? Seems to me that so-called common sense isn’t 
really so common.”

You are laughing about a very serious matter. The command to love 
one another was given by Jesus and not the Egyptians. If you believe in 
Jesus, you must appreciate that it was God, the Father that conceived 
Mary with a son. That son was provided by God to disseminate the 
Word—Love one another. It is amazing, that you, a believer in Jesus, 
do not appear to take his words seriously. The Bible makes it clear 
that the Word of God is the greatest command given by God. It is no 
accident that God had Jesus announce that command three times. This 
was necessary to get through the heads of many people. The Egyptians 
were not given the Word of God. Still, they had many rules of conduct 
that included all of the Ten Commandments but two: the Sabbath and 
One God that came after the writing of Amen As the Sole God.

As you can see, it is not my intent to defend anyone’s religious beliefs 
or change them.

Reece stated, “You’re not interested in helping me to see that God 
is not a Trinity? So if I die in this belief, do you think I’ll still go to 
heaven? Or come back in the resurrection? Can I be a Trinitarian and 
still be saved? If the answer to all these questions is yes, then why 
do you bother trying to tell me my belief is false when this falsehood 
will get me to heaven anyway? If lies can get me into God’s care then 
what’s the use of truth?”

No, Reece. If I do not believe in the Trinity, why should I help you to 
believe it? There are many people in this world with different beliefs 
about God. But only by following the Word of God would anybody 
go to heaven to join God. There is no other truth than to believe in the 
Word of God. You can be an atheist, an agnostic, or a believer in any 
other religion and by following God’s Word, you will be accepted by 
God. There is no greater command than—Love one another. And yes, 
Jesus is the Word because he delivered the Word of God.

Reece stated, “But if I’m going to be punished by God for false 
beliefs and for teaching others the same, how come you don’t care to 
change my belief into a correct one? So you don’t care if I lose out 
on a relationship with God. You see, when you make wild statements 
like the one you did above, it doesn’t help your case. It only reveals 
that you are morally corrupt. I don’t mean to insult you, but that’s the 
conclusion one must logically reach from your statement.”
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Reece, you are a true believer in God, His Son, and the Holy Spirit. 
I also believe in these three entities, but not the way you do. For me, 
God the Father is the creator of “all there is.” Jesus is the Son of God 
who only entered the lives of mankind after being conceived by the 
Spirit of God within the womb of Mary; and I believe in the Holy 
Spirit that is not another person or being, he is the spirit of God that 
pervades the universe. I believe I have, at times, felt the Holy Spirit 
motivate me—especially in writing the book, Future of God Amen. 
Reece, I believe you are a good man who loves God. I have no doubt 
that you will be with God if you follow His Word.

Reece wrote, “If you know the truth about who God is, and do not care 
about helping other people to change from worshipping the wrong 
things to worshipping the true God, then you don’t truly love them. So 
if you love me, you could never say that you don’t care to change my 
belief. I definitely care to change yours. ’Cause I want you to know the 
true God. That’s why I would answer your every point, and that’s why 
I’m willing to read your whole book to see why you believe what you 
do, and if I find it convincing, well, so be it, I was wrong. If not, then 
I can better address you to help you see the light. Why do you think 
Jesus sent out disciples? Matthew 28:19-20 means to convert people, 
and they would certainly meet in all nations people that already have 
their own beliefs, but they had to overcome their doctrine and show 
them the light.”

Reece, one reason why I wrote the book, Future of God Amen, is 
because I have a great love for all people. I am a man of the world 
who has had several loves and many wonderful friendships. The one 
thing I will not stand for is anybody trying to make a fool out of me 
or my children. I will search for truth and share what I have learned in 
my life. If you disagree with my views, then so be it. I do not want to 
change anybody’s beliefs but to only inform them how man first came 
to believe in God. This does not mean you forsake your beliefs. It only 
helps you to understand how God came into our lives and to search 
for Him even more. We, the human race, are only at the beginning of 
fully understanding God and our purpose in life. Jesus gave the Word 
of God and that, Reece, is a big step in mankind arriving at the next 
stage of his development.

Reece, you are not one to judge if your belief is better than mine, nor 
should you try to change the beliefs of another. We are all self-thinking 
individuals capable of understanding the vision of God we possess in 
our minds. As I stated before, God is a very personal belief and nobody 
thinks of God in the same way. The important thing is to follow the 
Word of God.
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The Word of God should be acceptable by every human being no 
matter how each may envision God. I will not try to change a Muslim 
to believe in my God but I do expect him to believe there is only 
One-Universal God and the Word, which is to—Love one another.

Reece wrote, “If you don’t want to convert anyone from their religion 
then why put out a book proclaiming yours? It seems you would love 
people to compromise their beliefs to achieve unity with other faiths, 
but are you willing to compromise yours?”

Reece, you must understand that I am not advocating a new religion 
or a new belief in God. He is the same God we both worship. It is just 
that there are fundamental ideas that are unacceptable to me, such as 
the Trinity. This does not mean I have a different God. It means we 
see the same God differently. The only thing I insist upon is that as a 
Christian, we must both follow the Word of God. The Word of God is 
essential for mankind to enjoy a better world.

The book I wrote is a historical rendition of how man came to 
conceive one-universal God and how that God profoundly influenced 
the development of the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religions. I have 
written the book to bring religious leaders of the three major religions 
together by acknowledging that Amen is the Common Root in their 
belief in God. If the religious leaders do not want to give credit to 
where their beliefs originated and to find common ground to bring our 
sisters and brothers together with the Word of God, I can only say I 
tried. There is a great opportunity for the major religions of the world 
to unify their beliefs by compromising some of their dogma. Let us 
pray that there are indeed perceptive and courageous religious leaders 
and, also, men and women who understand what is in the book and 
make our world a better world.

I previously stated, “I am not arrogant or proud to say my religion has 
better dogma than another’s.”

To which Reece replied, “Yes you are! You claim Jesus isn’t God, 
the Bible says he is. (Isaiah 9:6; John 20:28) You are saying that your 
doctrine of God is true and mine isn’t; how does that differ from yours 
being better than mine? Are you saying then that truth is not better 
than falsehood?”

I could accept Jesus as a Son of God, but certainly, he is not God the 
Father from the very beginning of time. I believe in the God of the 
Hebrews. There is only one-universal God. That God first introduced 
Himself to the Egyptians as Atum, then Amon-Re and finally Amon 
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As the Sole God. Hence, I believe what Jesus has stated that Amen 
is the faithful and true witness, the beginning of the creation of God. 
Who are you to think that my belief is false? At least, it is based upon 
historical findings and the words of Jesus.

I previously stated, “Too long, the religious leaders have separated 
people by teaching their religion is the only true religion. Yes, the 
Muslims have taken this view to an extreme and will kill those people 
who do not worship their God, Allah. Are you also going to be an 
extremist?”

To which Reece replied, “So, you call the Muslims extremists for 
killing those who disobey their religion. Well, based on your definition 
of extremist, you’d probably say God and all the OT saints were 
extremists after reading Numbers 15:32-36 and Deuteronomy 7:3-5. 
Any who disobeyed were to be put to death. I wonder what you do 
with OT passages like these. I guess you just don’t believe in them.”

I have no respect for the beliefs of any worshipper who believes in 
killing his fellow man because they believe in another God. The first 
command given by God was to Noah, which was

Whoso sheddeth man’s blood, by man shall his blood be shed: for in 
the image of God made He man (Gn 9:6).

Again, the Egyptians and Moses also followed the command, Thou 
shalt not kill. Reece, I do not believe you feel it is justified to kill your 
sisters and brothers because they may worship another God. Muslim 
extremists are a mean, uncivilized people who are brainwashed by their 
religious leaders with the use of the Koran. I have shown in Future of 
God Amen the many verses in the Koran that are an abomination to the 
Word of God.

Yes, even Moses killed three thousand of his own people for worshipping 
a golden calf. But, as you can see, it takes time for mankind to rise to 
the next level of his development as a human being. We still have a 
long way to go as extremists validate the stupidity of mankind.

Well, Reece, I took about five hours to answer you. I am a man who 
tries to share what I learned in life. If you disagree that is fine. At 
least you are man enough to read my book and not characterize it as 
garbage without even reading it—like Mr. Bowman did.

Regarding the book, I mailed it out to you on April 5, 2011, using the 
address you gave me. It should arrive shortly.
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Nicholas P. Ginex

Reese’s Response, April 19, 2011

There is much I can say in response to all this, but let me just inform 
you that as I type these words I am holding your book in my hand, it 
just arrived.

The cover is very attractive, and I’m glad it’s a paperback edition and 
not hard cover. I will begin posting my thoughts on the first portion I 
read as soon as I have absorbed it. Thanks very much for being a man 
of your word.

Imam Ahmad’s Comment, May 20, 2011

Unfortunately, there are people everywhere, that no matter what their 
religious affiliation they will always find evil in every other faith, but 
their own. I personally have no problems with people of other faiths. 
I may not believe the same as them, I may even disagree and believe 
some aspects of their spiritual beliefs are wrong. I won’t demean 
them. I’ll ask questions as to why they believe this way and encourage 
them to look at their beliefs from outside of the box, and in a different 
way. This is a healthier way of interfaith dialog and debate, rather than 
saying that someone else’s faith is of the devil.

Even if the goal of the debate is to bring that individual to salvation, 
that method will only work to drive the person farther away. No doubt 
Mr. Bowman is sincere in his beliefs, and his mission to bring people to 
Christianity. It’s a noble thing, which all faiths encourages its adherents 
to do. I’ve learned that demeaning a person’s beliefs just to bring them 
to Islam, for example, doesn’t work. A more effective approach is to 
share aspects of my faith with people. I invite non-Muslim friends to 
the mosque during Eid or to share a meal after Jummah. That way they 
are allowed to see what Muslims do and how they interact with one 
another. They are able to ask questions and gain information, and, of 
course, there is no pushing them to believe. With any belief, whether 
Christian, Muslim, or Jew, the person has to come to believe in it 
of their own free will and choice. This is how I came to Islam from 
Christianity. No one shoved a pamphlet in my hand and said, “If you 
don’t convert now, you’re going to hell.” I think that’s a terrible way 
to go about it.

Nick Ginex’s Response, May 20, 2011

Dear Imam Ahmad,
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Thank you for your friendship and support. Throughout my life, I have 
had respect for the religious views of others because I realize that 
their early exposure to religious teachings does tend to define their 
perspectives about God. I contend that nobody knows God, but they 
form a vision and belief in God based upon what has been learned 
personally or through indoctrination.

As you may have learned, I wrote a book titled Future of God Amen, 
which is based upon facts and findings by religious scholars and 
Egyptologists. This book informs people how mankind first conceived 
the belief in one-universal God. It also describes how this God has 
profoundly influenced the development of the Judaic, Christian, and 
Islamic religions.

Ahmad, you would be interested in the book because it not only 
critiques the Torah and Gospels, it also gives a clear understanding 
of many verses in the Koran that do make many religious leaders feel 
embarrassed due to the bigotry, hate, violence, and killing advocated 
against those who do not worship their God Allah. However, the 
book was not written to demean any religion but to show that there 
are needed improvements in the scriptures of these religions. More 
importantly, the book offers recommendations to religious leaders and 
their followers. Mankind still has more to learn about their relationship 
to God and obtain a greater understanding of themselves. It is my hope 
that the book makes all believers in God acknowledge that there is 
only one God. The greatest command given by God was announced 
by Jesus Christ in the Gospel of John three times. It is the Word of 
God—Love one another.

Imam Ahmad, you as a Muslim, can assist me to teach the Word of 
God to all people so that Jews, Christians, Muslims, and people of 
all faiths live in peace and harmony. Thank you for responding to me 
and please visit my website by placing an Internet search on: Future 
of God Amen. I would like to have your feedback on what I wrote 
about the verses in the Koran that do not belong in a book of God. You 
can communicate via my website or e-mail me at: nickginex@gmail.
com.

Imam Ahmad’s Comment, May 23, 2011

Actually, I have read both. I was raised a Methodist. I embraced 
Islam in July of 2002, so I’m very familiar with both the Koran and 
the Bible. How you interpret the Koran that’s your business, it’s not 
the right interpretation by any means (replying to Mr. Bowman). It’s 
laughable that he would think any Muslim would believe that the 
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Koran is paraphrased from the book of Revelation. They are in fact 
two very different and distinct things. (Ginex note: On the Internet, 
www.theology.com, under the Nick Ginex Post, “What Does Amen 
Mean?” Bowman provides relevant evidence that verifies The Koran 
does have several references to Jesus.)

You believe God came down in the form of a human being to save 
mankind from the consequences of sin, that’s your belief. I don’t agree 
with that, on two grounds. First, man was given the ability of free 
choice. To say that Allah gave us, as human beings, free choice, and 
then says man is not capable of coming closer to Allah of his own 
choice is like slapping a cop in the face and not expecting to go to jail. 
It doesn’t make any sense to me. Secondly, the idea that Allah, who 
is above what He created, and is unlike anything in creation could 
become something that is beneath His majesty, simply to do what He 
has done before creation, to be merciful, and loving also doesn’t make 
any sense. Allah knows what is in the heart of every man. So He alone 
knows who is truly sincere and who truly has faith in Him.

Imam Ahmad’s Comment, May 23, 2011

Mr. Ginex, thank you again for your kind words. Indeed Mr. Bowman 
is a very intelligent and knowledgeable Christian scholar, and it is 
always a pleasurable and challenging dialog with him. Of course, I 
still feel he has a lot to learn about Islam as understood by Muslims. 
God willing he will be able to learn that in time. I grew up Christian, 
and looking back I see the challenge in understanding that affects both 
Muslims and Christians, not that it isn’t impossible to unite in belief in 
one-universal God, but the challenge is there nonetheless.
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epilogue

Any author of history that has accumulated a wealth of information, 
chronologically presented with events that unfold a period of mankind’s 
development, will most assuredly have formed logical conclusions 
that may serve to unlock the reasons why we have inherited strong 
beliefs and why we are captive to repeatedly emulate those beliefs.

As the author of Future of God Amen, a first literary effort to produce 
a book after I retired, I found myself on a mission to reveal to people 
around the world the findings of a most wonderful legacy that few 
people are aware of. This book presented a history of a spiritual 
people who had advanced their initial beliefs in multiple gods to, after 
thousands of years, a god that became the “creator of all there is” and 
is still announced in temples, churches, and some mosques.

My interest in communicating what I have learned in writing Future 
of God Amen prompted me to become an active participant on two 
Internet forums. I was able to write many of the thoughts any writer 
would not include in a history book because they are personal views, 
opinions, and assertions that may differ with the interpretation of 
religious dogma formally taught by religious leaders to indoctrinate 
their followers. Such constraint was necessary because any book of 
history must adhere to facts and verifiable findings in unfolding a slice 
of man’s history.

In responding to many comments provided by members of the two 
forums, I was honored to be able to gain their confidence and respect 
to deal at length with their interpretations, views, and defense of their 
beliefs. They provided many questions and challenged many of my 
views, which resulted for each of us an illuminating understanding of 
why our views were difficult to resolve in a meaningful way. I knew 
my book conclusively revealed how mankind developed the belief in 
one-universal god and because the major religions do not acknowledge 
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that one god, these forums would be an opportunity to air the views of 
believers, agnostics, and atheists.

It is my hope that after reading the comments and responses of the 
two topics presented, What Does Amen Mean? and Jesus’ Revelation 
of Amen, that readers give serious thought to the recommendation 
that the core scriptures of the Judaic, Christian, and Islamic religious, 
namely, the Torah, Gospels and Revelation, and The Qur’an are in 
dire need of being revised. Such an effort is needed to reflect the needs 
of a more educated and discerning people of today and, most certainly, 
tomorrow.

The comments and responses within this book reveal that there are 
inconsistencies, myths, and abominable verses in the Torah and The 
Qur’an that advocate punishment by death of a follower who denies 
the faith or believes in another religion. Though Judaic and Islamic 
religions subscribe to the belief in one God, Christianity teaches a 
man-made concept of the Trinity that borders on polytheism by 
teaching dogma that God consists of three persons; the Father, Son, 
and Holy Spirit.

This book highlights that there will always be a clash between the 
major religions because in the case of Judaic and Islamic beliefs, one 
seeks to dominate the other in the belief of one God. To make matters 
worse, the Christian religion has taken a man of God, Jesus, and 
ignores his announcements that he is the Son of man 76 times in all 
four gospels with only 5 times explicitly stating he is the Son of God 
in the last gospel of John. But also, John’s Gospel deviates from the 
gospels of Matthew and Luke that states Jesus was born of the Virgin 
Mary by the inception of God’s Holy Spirit whereby he is the Son of 
God. In John’s Gospel opening lines, he writes that Jesus was with 
God in the beginning and all things were created by him. These lines 
have become the basis for the Church Fathers to formulate the Trinity 
whereby Jesus is co-equal with God and “always existed” from the 
beginning. Jesus has been elevated from being a Son of man, to a Son 
of God, and finally the belief that he is God.

It is true that history repeats itself. The idea that God the Father can be 
replaced by the Son of God was first committed by some pharaohs of 
the Old Kingdom where they not only claimed to be the Son of God, 
but the God of all creation. Below are two extracts from Future of God 
Amen that demonstrate how the pharaoh’s vanity was finally replaced 
by arrogant belief that he is greater than his father.
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extract 1: Clouds darken the sky, the stars rain down, the Bows (a 
constellation) stagger, the bones of Aker (hell-hounds) tremble, those 
beneath them flee in terror at seeing King Unis rise as a Ba (soul), a 
god who lives on his fathers and feeds on his mothers.

extract 2: King Unis is lord of wisdom whose mother knows not his 
name. The honor of King Unis is the sky, his might is in the horizon, 
like Atum his father who begat him. When he begat him, he was 
stronger than he.

Yes, we find that history does repeat itself. To raise a man of God to 
be the spiritual Son of God was not enough for the Church Fathers, 
they conspired to raise Jesus to be God and cemented such a belief by 
fabricating the concept of the Trinity. Is this assertion shocking? Yes, 
it would be to those who have been indoctrinated to believe Jesus is 
God. This belief may be acceptable to people of the Christian faith, 
but it is a belief that runs counter to the belief in one God worshipped 
by Judaic and Islamic followers. It is the religious leaders themselves 
that have caused the separation of people with a divided belief in God. 
Such division of beliefs has precipitated bigotry, hatred, violence, 
and the killing of innocent beings, which has caused many people to 
become agnostics and atheists.

To resolve the differences of the three major religions, does it mean 
that the Christian religion needs to compromise their dogma by 
rejecting the Trinity concept and acknowledge Jesus as the Son of 
man? Jesus stated that he was the Son of man 76 times verses 5 times 
stating he is the Son of God; an overwhelmingly comparison. Such 
an acknowledgment should be acceptable because Jesus always said 
he does nothing by himself, but as his Father has taught him (John 8: 
28-29) and that his Father is greater than he (John 14:28). However, 
it is in John’s Gospel that Jesus clearly states he is the Son of God by 
stating, “Verily, verily, I say unto you, The hour is coming, and now 
is, when the dead shall hear the voice of the Son of God: and they that 
hear shall live (John 5: 25).” But the inconsistency of Jesus admitting 
he is the Son of man occurs quickly in John 5: 27 wherein he states his 
Father “hath given him authority to execute judgment also, because he 
is the Son of man.”

The fact that, “the hour is coming, and now is,” never happened and 
that there is an inconsistency between Jesus being a Son of God and 
a Son of man, should cause the Church Fathers to pause, reflect, and 
determine how best to honor Jesus as a Son of God. Could Jesus be a 
man of God spiritually and not co-equal to God?
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Jesus should be admired and respected as the greatest prophet over 
Moses and Muhammad who respectively are the fathers of the Judaic 
and Islamic religions. No other man of God has given mankind the 
greatest commandment from God. It was the Word of God that was 
announced three times in the gospel of John and is the last command 
given by God– love one another. Jesus touches all people; for by 
loving the sisters and brothers of any nation, they will be acceptable to 
God whether they are believers, agnostics, or atheists.

Jesus was a man who will continue to influence the future development 
of mankind for he also said that those who believe in him, the works 
he did they will do; and greater works they shall do; because I go to 
my Father (John 14:12). Here is a man of God who was a man of 
truth. In John’s Revelation, 3:14, Jesus proclaimed the most profound 
revelation for those that hath and ear to hear what the Holy Spirit of 
God said to the churches:

These things saith the Amen, the faithful and true witness,  
the beginning of the creation of God.

It is this statement by Jesus that unravels the mystery of the beginning 
of the creation of God. Jesus himself acknowledges the Egyptian God 
Amen as the beginning of the creation of God, which was developed 
by the Priesthood of Amon and written around 1270 BCE. Many 
religious leaders will dispute this acknowledgment by Jesus and 
misconstrue, misinterpret, and distort his meaning because they either 
lack knowledge of the history of Amen or, they are fearful that to make 
known that their beliefs originated from the religion of Egypt, it would 
cause people to disbelieve that Jesus is God.

This acknowledgment must not only be accepted by Christians, but 
also believers of the Judaic and Islamic faiths. There is no harm in 
surfacing the truth. Jesus has confirmed that is was a spiritual people 
who, over thousands of years, have conceived and believed in one 
creator God, the Maker of All there is. This acknowledgment will allow 
a breakthrough in the deadlock of beliefs that have been ingrained in 
the minds of religious leaders. It clarifies that the “beginning of the 
creation of God” was conceived by mankind. This revelation reveals 
that Jesus could not be God and “always existed in the beginning” 
because the first universal God was conceived by the Egyptian 
Priesthood. More importantly, it will allow the leaders of the Judaic, 
Christian, and Islamic religions to unify their beliefs in one-universal 
God.
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This does not mean the major religions forsake their beliefs for they 
certainly may retain their rituals and traditions, but they will have an 
opportunity to revise their scriptures and unify their beliefs in one 
God. Jesus has presented a challenge by stating the revelation above. 
By acknowledging the truth that Amen was the first universal God, 
it will allow mankind to attain a higher level of belief where bigotry, 
hate, violence, and the killing of innocent people is eliminated.

In closing, this discourse provides one recommended approach for 
religious leaders and their followers to pursue. I appeal to our daughters 
and sons of God to assist religious leaders in their efforts to revise their 
scriptures. It is human nature to resist change, for having been deeply 
indoctrinated in dogma, religious leaders will need the assistance of 
those who have a love of humanity and a desire to preserve the belief 
in God based upon truth.

This supplement to the historical novel, Future of God Amen, has 
provided many comments of those concerned about their faith and 
belief in God. It clearly reveals that change will not come easily; 
however, it is necessary. By continuing to study scriptures that were 
written for a different period in mankind’s development, the result will 
to stunt their spiritual growth and dissipate the belief in God. Let us 
all try to understand the words of Jesus’ revelation and assist religious 
leaders to unify their scriptures and teach the Word of God – love one 
another.
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