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Part 2:  Expanding the 50 Questions to assist with our reasoning 
               Issue date: 23 Aug 2007 
 
 
Are you content with your religion’s explanation of:- 
 

1. The present pain and suffering within the world? 
Needs no explanation, other than the comment that the leaders (of the 3 worldly pillars being politics, 
religion and commercialism) climb to that position to ‘Lord it over others’ (as ‘Control Freaks’ and 
corroborated independently by an ex-Member of Parliament to me) being the common denominator of 
all those in this position “to control others” below them!  We witness ‘in the pursuit of exercising 
control over others’ they bring forth pain and suffering through the tiers of authority until it reaches 
those at the bottom wherever and whatever country they may be in. 
So is your religion able to explain this? 
Has it any logical/equitable and thus righteous solutions? 
 

2. Why other religions exist within the world if your religion is the correct one? 
If your religion is correct; then why does not everyone who has heard/know of your religion join you? 
For what reason are you certain that your religion is correct – because if others find theirs better (for 
whatever reason) then surely there is a flaw within yours and you perhaps have not seen it! 
If these religions are all different in some important manner and also exist then surely they are all 
wrong, because obviously they do not hold the ultimate Truth – for the very reason that they are 
different!  Could that not apply to yours? 
 

3. Why do we witness religions jockeying for supremacy (by locking others out, either politically, 
religiously, commercially or by physical force) within the world? 
This is seen all around the world by ALL religions. If any member of any religion states that it does not 
then I will find some reference on the internet to demonstrate that they all have - to show their lie. 
And being a lie shows the member’s inadequate understanding of their religion – perhaps indicating a 
further flaw in their religion – for the very reason that the member cannot recognise their error! 
I admit some religions are far worse than others – some smaller religions have less worldly influence 
and thus less power to ‘be welcomed into bed with The World at large’. 
 

4. Why religions interact with worldly politics when the religion is supposed to be above/beyond the 
operations of this present world – being the whole reason for its existence! 
The whole reason for their existence is that they state a life style now, to attain the ‘here-after’ later.  
We see in all countries under all types of government how some or all of the below: 
1. They call upon ‘god’ to validate their actions – particularly in conflict with ‘outsiders’ (who 
themselves incidentally are perhaps calling upon the same ‘god’ to support their activities against the 1st 
grouping).  Thus why would the same ‘god’ want to be on both sides to destroy ‘its’ own creation? 
(Also - Why should these others be outsiders – if we are all part of ‘The Deity(ies) ‘family’/creation?) 
2. They interact ‘behind the scenes’ reciprocal ‘arrangements’ (to be exposed in The Millennium). 
3. Many countries actually have religious leaders dominating the country to institute their particular 
slant of religious understanding into the laws of the country (but basically religious works). 
 
 

5. Why religions interact with the commercial world, for the same reason above! 
We see in all countries how the religious establishments work in all of the below: 
1. The money markets in the form of shares. 
2. Being pushed by, or the pulling of, commercial companies – naturally behind the scenes. 
(Again to be exposed in The Millennium). 
Note: ‘Religious establishments’ – mean just that – established with the country’s authorities both 
political and commercial. 
 

6. If your religion is perfect then it must perfectly cover the future of other humans who disagree 
with you. 
It is most unrighteous to ‘strike them off’ just because they disagree with your interpretation of ‘an 
idea’ that you assume is ‘The Truth’. 
If your religion is perfect then the erring human must be given a full opportunity in a perfect 
environment to learn from their mistakes – because there are a million and one reasons why any 
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individual may be sincerely duped or not to be in the ‘fortunate’ position to learn of what you know. 
And if this does not matter because they will get through anyway (as some religions state), then 
conversely why should you have to conform to ‘the rules of the religion’ to get through – and these 
duped/unknowing ones do not conform! 
Immediately a hole opens up in the logic of the religion – it is now not righteous/equitable to both 
parties! 
 

7. What is the assessment criteria of success in this world – and further, in the ‘next’?  
What are The Laws within your religion that makes you ‘successful’ in being resurrected? 
Have you fully surpassed them all (during every minute of your present life)? 
If not – what logic could you apply to legitimately use to excuse yourself from fully meeting them? 
Would your assessor (of whatever description) agree with you – perhaps you have made a mistake in 
your personal assessment and you will not get through successfully! 
Thus if you have made and inaccurate assessment of your possible future (of whom you must know 
best) – how accurate then would your assessment be of other people? 
Assuming that you are ‘successful’ in a resurrection – what happens if you deteriorate in any manner? 
Are you allowed to cause mayhem after your resurrection, if you are successfully through the 1st stage? 
Does your religion specifically address that issue – if not then it cannot be perfect – because it has 
‘forgotten something’ within it!  If not perfect then it is fallible and thus effectively worthless! 
 

8. Who or What sets the assessment criteria and maintains it for this world – and further, in the 
‘next’! 
This question now addresses ‘The Authority’ of your religion. Are ‘It/They’ competent? 
What credentials does your religion give to support ‘Their’ (or ‘whatever’ It may be) competence? 
If there are no credentials then your religion looks like a religion based upon ‘blind faith’! 
Is (or will be) ‘The Authority’ always competent in the future? 
Does ‘It/They’ change?  Is the competence reassigned?  Is this logical – should it be? 
Is the new ‘Authority’ equally competent as the former?  If ‘yes’ – why?  What assay or assessment has 
been done?  How has this been verified?  If so ‘who’ or ‘what’ has done it?  What are their credentials? 
 

9. Who or What has the necessary credentials to ensure that a perfect assessment is performed in 
both questions above. What are the given auditing procedures of the reference standard? 
Are there any documented records that you as the believer can call upon to substantiate your reasoning 
that this ‘Authority’ has sufficient credentials to make an accurate decision or to set ‘The Original 
Standards’? 
Are the documented records based upon supportive historical evidence?  Or just ‘hearsay’? 
Have you as ‘the believer’ any supportive evidence other than ‘your writings’ to validate the claims 
made by ‘The Authority’ about ‘Itself’ within your religion? 
How is ‘The Reference Standard’ that humans must attain, verified and audited as being righteous? 
Is ‘This Standard’ logical in it s own right (to absolutely all entities in and out of ‘The Religion’ and 
further, off this planet within The whole Universe)? 
If your religion cannot answer these perfectly valid questions – then I must ask you: ‘Why have you 
confidence that other things your religion (supposedly) states about your future are then accurate?’ 
Basically where is the evidence – else what you have is blind ‘faith’ that may be based upon nothing! 
 

10. How do successful humans maintain everlasting life if they decide to rebel or sin at some time 
later in the next life? 
Are they allowed to continue causing trouble with those whom they do not like? 
If they kill someone in ‘the name’ of their ‘god’ (being a person whom they do not like), what is going 
to stop them from killing someone they do not like in the ‘next life’. 
If the (excuse) answer is: ‘It will be different then?’   Then: ‘Why will it be different then?’  Especially 
if the people who perhaps killed themselves in killing others – still have that mental thought processes 
going through their mind upon resurrection into the ‘after-life’ – especially if their slaughtered foes who 
were innocent and must be righteously/equitably resurrected – by the same ‘Authority’! 
Or are these ones to be removed during the ‘after-life’ so that pain and suffering is not to continue?   
What then would be the removal criteria (see section 7 above)? 
If they are removed where do they go? 
Is it permanent?  Do they come back for another worldly session (like ‘re-incarnation’ as proposed by 
some very worldly religions)? 
If they do – have they come back now – and thus we are already in some repetitive re-incarnation state? 
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If they have come back now – then ‘Yes’ we do have more people in society now – but what of the 
environment.  Is it improving to take them all and many more in the future – or deteriorating and thus 
not able to hold the increase in numbers of (expected) humans. 
If people are coming back now through this process of re-incarnation – do we witness an improving 
environment both physically and between humans to take this influx of re-incarnated humans or a 
degradation?  
Does your religion explain this observed mechanism – or is it ignored? 
If it has no explanation – then it is a false religion because all aspects of present and future mankind are 
not covered (being the whole point of the religion to cover this – see earlier sections)! 
 

11. How your religion interacts and is supported by known and tested scientific evidence. 
The religion must state the origin of the world, life and ultimately ourselves. This must be verified 
scientifically else if the religion fails this test of scrutiny which it must be subject to (in ‘due diligence’ 
by mankind) in any aspect then immediately the religion becomes flawed by testable evaluation of The 
Evidence. 
I must add, the vast majority of worldly religions – particularly the smaller religions, fail this test. 
 

12. Why are we not in the next stage of our existence, or are we? 
It could be postulated that we are “re-incarnated” already into a new body.  Well it could be postulated 
and reasoned upon for about a micro second before we realise that only a few humans in society think 
that they have come back, and if this is true then this will be an exceedingly full place when we first-
timers (being the rest of us) become resurrected into a future age that shows no sign of reducing 
numbers except through mass distress due to diminished world resources. 
Further if we are supposed to learn from our previous ‘existence’ then if the vast majority no nothing of 
our previous existence, and those who ‘claim’ they do, can only ‘remember’ (or think they remember) 
only tiny fragments of their previous existence. But have they learnt anything from it – nothing!  But 
that is to be the whole point of The Religion – learn from your previous life’s experiences – so rather 
pointless if you have forgotten! 
Further a worldly religion proposes that you come back as some insignificant ‘life-form’ if you have 
been particularly bad. How is this logical?  The life form has fewer brain cells in which to retain 
information and thus how are you able to remember/learn or even reason to make the correct decision to 
get out of you new state! 
Thus this utterly fails when reasoned upon! 
 

 
Questions on the religion itself: 
 

13. Does your religion itself intrinsically need you?  Or do you need the religion!  Needs careful 
thought! 
This section is about the individual human side of ‘The Religion’ rather than the support edifice. 
Why does your religion (being the intrinsic nature of ‘The Faith’) really need you? 
What are you personally giving to the intrinsic nature of ‘The Faith’ (perhaps being your ‘faith’)?  
Why do personally you need to give something to it (being the intrinsic nature of ‘The faith’)? 
What sort of resources are you personally giving to your religion?  
Is it money (material assets) or time.  What would you consider the most important out of the two? 
Why would you consider it the most important?  Would your ‘Deity(ies)’ agree with you? 
What instruction does your ‘Deity(ies)’ give you or is it via ‘Its/Their’ supposed representatives? 
How significantly does your donation (of whatever) personally effect you? 
How would your ‘Deity(ies)’ like to see this/these donation(s) effect you? 
Again is it instruction from the ‘Deity(ies)’ or via representatives? 
Why (for what intrinsic reason) would the Deity(ies) like to see it effect you (and in what manner)? 
Does your religion righteously need you to perform whatever works that it demands of you? 
If not - why are you asked to do it?  Who or what are these works of yours supporting? 
Is it to support yourself, or your neighbour, or your leader? 
Is this support given during your present life for what and why to the three subjects above - OR 
is it for the future life for each of the above subjects and of what aspect? 
What is the most important – being ‘the now’, or ‘the future’ welfare (of the three subjects)? 
How are your works supporting the religion, why and for whom?  (Internal or external people?) 
Would your religion survive without you or your fellow acolytes’ activities? 
Does your religion edify you now, or is what you do now become the insurance policy for the future? 
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Is it either or for both? 
What surety do you have that what you believe is actually going to occur?  Rather than just hearsay! 
 

14. Does the religious establishment/edifice need you?  Or do you need the religious establishment? 
This section is about the worldly edifice (the distant leaders and buildings) that enshrine ‘The Religion’. 
All worldly institutions within this world need money (material assets) to survive – so where do they 
get it from? 
There is only one place and that is directly or indirectly from the devotee = you! 
The older institutions relied on ‘indulgencies’ or other payoffs, which they have invested in the money 
market (‘commercialism’ being one arm of the 3 that supports the present worldly system) to get a 
worldly return. New religions and sects without these initial ‘deep pockets’ tend to tithe their devotees. 
Clearly they go after principally those with money – ‘entertainment stars’ of whatever type as these 
tend to be a wealthy ‘soft touch’ and not worldly wise (as a ‘hard nosed’ businessman) because they 
tend to be younger (displaying worldly qualities to attract those of the world) and less experienced with 
the underlying operations of the world (that come with age) – but this is not applicable to all (being 
those having a ‘worldly wise’ mentor offering advise somewhere in the background).  
However what do you get out of the religion? 
1. Nice esoteric feelings – that then go (fade away) when you have left the leaders’ presence within the 
worldly edifice?  Does this seem correct – especially if the religion is about your future prospects? 
2. Pampered – especially if you are ‘bank rolling’ the operations. Note the establishment needs all types 
of people to fill their ‘army of workers’ - so all will be pampered according to the various (intellectual) 
needs to keep ‘them on-board’. 
3. The lure of something better when you die – what evidence have you that this is possible by what this 
worldly organisation is promising of ‘the here-after’. 
What are the leaders credentials of this very worldly organisation in promoting this ‘stuff’? 
What is the real reason why they give this ‘stuff’ out – do they actually believe it? 
But really they themselves are on the tread-mill bringing in more recruits to ‘bank-role’ the religious 
organisation that in turn ‘bank-roles’ the religious leaders’ pension? 
4. If you left the religion/organisation – what would happen to you and why? 
What do those religious leaders when representing their edifice tell you – and why? 
Do all religious establishments through their leaders say the same thing?  
Is this righteous or fair?  Especially if you are still searching for ‘The Truth’. 
What is the motivation to keep you within your present religion? 
Is it for external reasons (pressure to conform) or internal reasons (because you feel you need to)? 
Why do you feel that you need to stay within your present religion – is it for the self or your neighbour? 
 

15. How are the two (four) questions above related together within your religion? 
Are there two or many levels that you see operating within your religion – and what is your level within 
the religion itself and/or the worldly religious establishment. 
Should there be levels and are you held back?  What must you to do to show your commitment? 
What role do you play and how significant is it in the ‘great scheme of things’? 
How would your Deity(ies) view where you should be?  Should it be in this religious establishment or 
another one that supposedly supports the same ‘Deity(ies)’  
Why are there different establishments purporting to represent the same ‘Deity(ies) and stating different 
aspects/qualities of the same ‘Deity(ies) and how we ourselves are to behave.  
What would/does the Deity(ies) feel about this/these difference(s)? 
Is it logical both on a worldly level and how it applies to the ‘Deity(ies)’? 
 

16. What do you think you get out of your religion now – Why do you support it? –  
Think deeply why - because I can immediately think of at least 10 reasons why you might! 
No one person will have all 10, but all people will have many of them: 
Positives: 
1. Social support network for the community. 
2. Meeting ‘like-minded’ friends for companionship. 
3. Feel happy when you meet and sing songs (or any other form of unity expressed) together. 
4. Convenient time to discuss important worldly matters (business/projects and the suchlike). 
5. Feel an attachment (bonding process) to some ‘Deity’.  
Negatives: 
6. You feel pressured that you must do so, else someone will cajole you to attend. 
7. A feeling of aloofness over your peers by being ‘more religious’ (example being the last one to rise 
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from prayer). 
8. Perhaps a feeling of being ‘more superior’ than those outside your religion (see other sections). 
9. Promoting sexual or class segregation (made more apparent at these gatherings). 
10. Because your family always has, and so you must support your family. 
11. Become ostracised or worse (murdered) from/by your community. 
12. Carry out some brazen action to show your utter commitment to your Deity for some responsive 
gratitude by return and as an example for your peers . 
 I have deliberately left some crucial reasons out – can the reader think of them? 
 (These are located in my answers at the next level). 
Also see the next later sections that are directly applicable to this topic. 
 
 
{To edify your neighbour in their welfare – now and in the future} 
 
 
 
 

17. What do you actually get out of your religion – the deepest question yet! 
For what deep and innermost reason do you support your religion? 
1. To make you a better person? 
2. To promote your ‘Deity(ies)’ to other people? (Why – and for what reason)? 
3. To promote your ideas/will/convictions (as a ‘control freak’) over other people (victims)? 
4. Do you really have the conviction that what you are told (thus believe) really will occur? 
    (What evidence other than just someone else’s word/ideas have you - to believe it?) 
    (What credentials did the originator of the religion have – can you prove/trust them?) 
 Again I have deliberately left some crucial reasons out – can the reader think of them? 
 (These are located in my answers at the next level). 
 
 
 
{To fulfil Yahweh’s Desire of me} 
 
 
 
 

18. What does the religious establishment/edifice get out of you? – Subtlety different to the earlier 
question! 
Why does the religious establishment try to ‘keep you’? 
1. The leaders need your money/time/effort so the edifice can grow and they have a future pension. 
2. Cannot allow too many leavers to occur else the leaders loose their power-base. 
3. The leaders have climbed to that position because they like to control other people. 
Thus it is in the worldly religious establishment’s and what it supports interests, to ensure that sufficient 
inducements are offered so that its support base does not leave it.  The easiest thing is to offer 
something for the future (like worldly politicians) and not then to worry about the delivery of it – being 
‘outside their particular control’. 
Stating ‘external factors’ prohibited us from being correct about what we promised! 
 
 

19. What does the religious establishment/edifice actually get out of you? – Even more subtle 
question! 
What do you personally contribute to the religious establishment. 
Do you put effort in or do you just turn-up and show your face? 
Why should you do one or the other (put in effort or just show your face)? 
Is what you ‘support’ in your work actually worthwhile? 
How are you recompensed for it? – why should you be? 
Please reason on this. 
Why would a worldly religion put out the requirements for religious works that are different to others? 
Does this come from the worldly religion itself or more from very worldly leaders (since the religions’ 
conception) who felt there is a distinct need to put these ‘additions’ in to the worldly religion. 
Have you asked yourself just why this might be? 
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Why should this be an intrinsic requirement of the religion (if it is not written in the original works) but 
rather after the conception of the worldly religion through operating for a now established religious 
establishment? 
Are not these religious works (of whatever) created to bind the devotee into the religious establishment 
for some of the following reasons: 
1. Isolate themselves from other worldly religions – become now identified by ‘works’. 
2. Produce a captive ‘audience’ so as to provide a means for extracting material assets (of whatever). 
3. Set up tools (pilgrimages for example) where the religious establishment ‘dips’ into ‘the takings’ 
along the route and at the end of the route (as indirect as ‘trinket’ stall-holders paying rent for their 
position). 
And what does the religious edifice through the religion provide (drip feed) to its devotees?  
Which leads us into the next section! 
 

20. What do you think you will get out of your religion? – This is different to earlier questions. 
Are you edified by your religion now, will you be in the future and further, in the ‘after-life’? 
When you die – what does your religion tell you is likely to happen to you and those around you? 
What do you actually think will happen specifically to you? 
Because: Are you capable of reaching the required standard that your worldly religion offers as a lure? 
When you die – what does your religion tell you is likely to happen to your neighbour (friend or foe)? 
What do you actually think will happen specifically to your neighbour (friend or foe)? 
How does your belief righteously justify what will occur to you or your neighbour (friend or foe)? 
Could it be that you feel so impotent with your existing life, which is why you desire to leave your 
present life like a ‘firework’ for something that your ‘Deity’ may offer as a greater reward later? 
If this reward is true – what is the evidence for this assumption – why demand this – and by what test? 
Is it what you are told by your religion or just what your leaders tell you? 
Are they accurate/faithful (see later section) to what the religion states in ‘The Master Document’? 
 

21. If that is the reason why you support it, then why do so many people not agree with you? 
Speaking of a future ‘promise’ or perhaps ‘hope’. 
What logical reason is there that you really are entitled to this ‘future-life’? 
If you feel you are entitled to this ‘future-life’, then why do others think that you are not – for the sole 
reason that even though they know of your religion (in detail, perhaps like myself) and utterly disagree 
with your understanding, being of its future ‘promise’ (hope)! 
Can you justify why you are possibly entitled to this future hope and that perhaps me having equal 
knowledge of your religion is not justified (because I just do not believe it)? 
So what is this justification?  And why I do not accept it makes my unqualified – when perhaps I may 
be more perfect in my actions and work to my fellow neighbour (– rather than ‘blowing them up’)! 
Why is this justification necessary. 
Who or What verifies it -  being the assessment of you meeting the acceptance criteria? 
Why are perhaps your actions in support of your religion condemned by others who are outside it? 
Is it thus not in the belief of the faith but rather works – how extreme should these works be? 
Do you get more points on your ‘score card’ if you have been on more pilgrimages? 
What about those who are not in the position to go on any pilgrimage through lack of wealth – are their 
daily efforts less or more valuable than yours (just because you went on pilgrimages)? 
Is there consistency or lack of consistency in your worldly religion (see later section)? 
 

22. Religious Works – Who or what do they promote? 
Religious works are actions that a human is instructed to perform by their religion through their leader! 
Has the reader ever considered why they should carry out the instructed religious works? 
What intrinsic benefit does the action actually bring on yourself, your neighbour, your leader or your 
‘Deity(ies)’ if you perform any specific religious work (as instructed by your religious leader)? 
How does the reader think that the ‘Deity(ies)’ view you in this work over and above someone else who 
perhaps is less able/privileged – perhaps not even in the position even to do even one of these works? 
But perhaps this individual may be the most wonderful and hospitable person around, always helping 
their neighbour to the best they are able – but not being a member of your religion – thus not 
performing any of the religious works that your ‘privilege’ offers – is this not inconsistent? 
What are your personal thought processes when you carry out or lapse these religious works? 
What are your honest personal thought processes when you carry out or lapse these religious works? 
Are these kept to yourself and self-excused, perhaps you feel your Deity(ies) is/are not aware of them? 
If you have failed your works by resenting or just ignorant why you should be doing them – then what 
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does your Deity(ies) feel about this?   Does it/they ignore it? 
This shows split lines and weakness within ‘The Religion’ because of discrepancies. 
Perhaps you personally feel better/stronger – why should you – over and above who else? 
Who are you comparing with?  Should you be?  Surely this causes fractions, rivalries, etc?  
Would the Deity(ies) desire this especially when the religious works are different in the other religions. 
More fraction and rivalries between groups when in theory there should be ‘The Common Deity(ies)?’ 
What does that say about ALL worldly religions? 
Finally ask of yourself: 
Why does the religious leader instruct that you should perform this particular religious work? 
Think behind what they say – always ask why have they said it (= key question for any inquisitor, and 
never take information at ‘face value’ alone, when in ‘examination mode’). 
 

23. What are the actions of the acolytes of your religion like – are they partisan? 
This is a question on partiality. 
If the religion is from one source – why do many people practice different aspects of it? 
Why should worldly religions be identified with particular races or nations – why is this occurring? 
What is driving the partisan nature and why should it occur?  Is it really due to history? 
What will happen when they all meet as they are now doing? 
Will they merge and become one universal mush?  Is this what the present leaders want? 
If all humans are equal in the ‘Deity(ies)’ sight, why do some acolytes maliciously target some people? 
What does the teaching of the religion say towards all humans?  Are some better than others?  
If this is the case – then, why? 
Does your religion propose that your country is better/{more congenial} than other countries? 
If so, then why should this be true if the Deity(ies) are supposed to have the best interests of the world’s 
population down to individual level both past and present? 
How can this be reconciled within what your religion preaches and/or practiced by your leaders? 
 

24. What are the actions of the acolytes of your religion like – are they loving to those outside your 
religion, including your enemies?  Are their enemies the same as yours?   Do you have enemies? 
While you may be the most law-abiding person and helpful to your neighbour there may be others who 
are not.  This question is asking why there should be this discrepancy if the religion content is the same. 
The answer may be that they belong to a different sect. 
However that does not excuse their thoughts demonstrated by their actions for the very reason there is a 
common foundation between both of you (being the written reference manual that you both use). 
Thus it must be due to the leaders of the different sects – so I ask the question again of them! 
Why are the leaders of the various sects spouse very different ‘works of the flesh’? 
I believe that there is only one answer. 
The basic religion is flawed because you cannot have the utterly different traits (demonstrated within 
mankind) unless the religion excuses your actions within your and others in their life! 
This is a recipe for chaos which is precisely what we presently see operating within this world! 
It is no answer to say it is due to different people expressing different understanding – because that 
immediately demonstrates they are expressing aspects of The World and this religion is supposed to 
come from some ‘Deity(ies) that is/are beyond this world! 
Thus the religion that they are espousing in works is coming from The World! 
Does your religion promote peace and forgiveness between fellow man?  OR 
Does your religion promote an exacting judgment between mankind? 
How does your religion explain the future of reconciliation between yourself and your present enemy? 
Is there one – if not, then why logically should there not be this reconciliation? 
How is it righteous for your religion to espouse that someone who has made a mistake (either yourself 
or your enemy) during the present life (through sheer ignorance) to form the present gulf that should 
last forever?  
Could the created enmity caused by yourself (perhaps unconsciously) then mean that you are correct 
and thus you should have everlasting life while your enemy who has done nothing wrong be subjected 
to the punishment – does that seem correct and righteous? 
Do you being the reader witness reconciliation of all and every person before they go to their grave? 
The answer is an obvious no!  People move on and out of peoples’ way – thus reconciliation/restoration 
does not occur within this present life. 
Thus everlasting life cannot be made upon the present existence – but perhaps on a future and last 
opportunity under a different operating system where reconciliation is ‘the order of the day’. 
And it is upon the results of this reconciliation that decides the future of each individual! 
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This is a logical outcome that I explore and explain on the next level. 
 

25. What are the actions/works of the acolytes around you of your religion – Do they help to promote 
lawfulness or lawlessness?  Lawlessness leads to suffering, because the world shows that the 
strongest takes from the weaker – which surely ‘a religion of peaceful co-existence’ would not 
espouse! 
A religion should set down righteous standards and then abide by them. The outcome of these standards 
should specify peace quietness and tranquillity between all members of society irrespective of 
nation/race/class – but does this occur today? 
We have a situation where if you disagree with something then you resist it by some form or another. 
Demonstrations, civil disobedience at one end of the spectrum, to destruction, death and war at the other 
extreme. 
Is this required to bring an equilibrium of peace and justice?  Who is ‘on the correct side?’ 
Who is even in the position to even make a correct judgement of this? 
It is this constant lawlessness that we see that seems to cause ‘the ship’ to lurch from one side to the 
other to bring over 1000’s of years some equilibrium – but is this a recipe for one of peace and justice 
either for the individual or for mankind as a whole?  This has been like this for all time and our present 
religions have made no difference when they work within or without (= against) the (or any) political 
process (within/under any form of political government demonstrated through records in this world). 
Thus how can a future judgement be based upon one where only lawlessness operates? 
Where most importantly it must be seen by all individuals that The Correct Decision has been enacted. 
So how can that be seen from the present chaos?  If and when we are resurrected? 
What sort of mental processes are occurring within a human when they rebel against present authority? 
Is it a mental process that concurs with a reasoning process that will lead to success in a future 
environment of whatever description?  Or more likely to repeat what we witness today? 
If you are not able now to suppress your actions in rebelling to what you are not prepared to accept; 
then what makes you feel that you will accept everything within a future environment if an action goes 
against what you accept as being correct?   
Will you rebel again and cause lawlessness to break out?  Is this a demonstration of righteousness? 
 

26. What are the actions and thoughts of the acolytes of your religion like – are they identical to 
yours? 
If not, why not?  - The Source material is the same!  Or is it? 
I touched on this earlier – why do many humans think differently to you when there is the common 
source material between each of you? 
The glib answer is that they belong to different sects – but this is no answer – except against the person 
proposing it as an answer! 
If the source material is the same – and I assume it is, else then the religion is immediate flawed - 
because then it becomes a different religion or a counter religion and thus divided, cannot stand! 
Thus we come back to the leaders preaching different aspects of ‘The Religion’. 
Are they using the same source material or are they ‘The Source’ of the material being preached? 
It becomes dependant upon the acolytes to check upon ‘The Source’ of the material if they see 
differences occurring – by those humans from both ends of the spectrum. 
Do you do this – or do they do this? 
Are you encouraged to do this – and if not, why not? 
If the religious leader is practicing the religion correctly then it becomes a requirement upon themselves 
to put over the information with fidelity. If not, are they then the correct person to be preaching? 
How is the ‘Deity(ies)’ prepared to accept this errant teaching particularly if the errant leader is 
claiming that this errant material originated with the ‘Deity(ies)’ in the 1st instance.  
How is this ‘Deity’ to righteously exact justice to this obviously defiant/rebellious religious leader? 
Has the religious leader any excuses?  Perhaps they do not know what to preach? 
If this is true then why are they teaching?  And are they going to let you know, they do not know? 
What guidance would The Religion put within itself to ensure that Fidelity was maintained through the 
ages? 
Would it not be true that ‘The Fidelity’ = ‘The Truth’ would put within its text serious warnings to its 
representatives of the consequences of deliberate error to promote self-interest.  Especially when the 
‘Deity(ies)’ are aware humans can make mistakes! 
Is this then true in your religion?  If not why not? 
Is it not logical that there can only be one Truth, and thus it is easy to fall away from this one unique 
standard – hence the required warnings to it’s representatives within its text? 
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Is this seen within the religious writings or preached by the religious leader to ensure that the acolytes 
are certain about what they receive? 
Are there tool-kits within the religion to enable an audit to occur both upon the religion and of the 
religious leader – so that the acolyte is in the position to check upon the religion taught? 
 

27. Is your religion altruistic to all members of the human race irrespective of what they perform ‘in 
error’ to you? 
If the religion is ‘the one’ for all of mankind, then does it offer itself to all of mankind – what about 
those humans who have not heard of it during their whole life-time – so what future is 
righteously/equitably held out for them who have heard nothing of your religion? 
What future is there for humans who lived before the religion came into existence? 
The religion must be righteously altruistic to these previous members of the human race, else it cannot 
be a religion that is all embracing to all of mankind – if it ignores a large section of them! 
The proponent of The Religion cannot glibly state: “They are accessed as being righteous even though 
they know nothing of it” – this is the most unrighteous and illogical statement that any human can state! 
Does this mean that those who work so hard to follow ‘the known religion’ and perhaps just ‘failed’ due 
to one particular action in their life are not to have eternal life, but those who ‘did not have to bother 
because the religion was not in existence can have eternal life! 
The suggestion is absolutely farcical – I would be interested in the very best proponent of this very 
errant idea to contact me to righteously/logically explain themselves (naturally quoting their religion 
rather than the ‘safe’ approach that is very often taken – “I think …  …  … ”  OR “I believe …  …  … ”). 
It really is not what you think – but surely what the religion clearly tells you – else you become The 
Source rather than The Religion itself – leading to the various sects that we witness all around us. 
Now moving to our present age. 
What does the religion state about those who are in error to you? 
These ones in error to you may only be this because they are in ‘the dark’ – they thus become like those 
who operated prior to The Religion’s existence or those who being remote, knowing nothing of your 
religion and are just doing what seems sensible in protecting themselves from some ‘alien’ external 
influence! 
Is it thus righteous for The Religion to suggest that they should be ‘removed’ from your presence for 
this? 
Are there inconsistencies within the religion like the following statements:- 

1. Religious ones should ‘remove’ (kill) hostile humans who threaten/hurt those humans of 
The Religion? 
2. Religious ones should not ‘remove’ (kill) hostile humans because presently they do not 
know any better and may reform themselves later in their life. 

I know of one religion, being one of The Foremost worldly religions that states the two above within it, 
being an utter contradiction between the two statements - and thus clearly a false religion! 
I leave it for the reader to find out which one it is, but this is an example of what one must look for! 
Thus we now understand that there must be something else in the future. 
Thus if logically there is something in ‘the future’ then ‘The Religion’ must explain it, else it has 
censored the information. And if the information has been censored then it indicates a false religion, 
especially if in the 1st instance it has actually suggested there is a future but then does not go on to 
explain it – or how it righteously/equitably operates! 
I would propose/maintain that ‘The Originator’ of that particular religion did not know how to logically 
complete their ideas into something that meant anything and so thus just left ‘the lure’ hanging in space 
without any legitimate/righteous/logical support! 
 

28. Is the stated religion consistent throughout itself? 
How are differences reconciled to you – by yourself, and/or by your leaders? 
Do the leaders try to explain things to you so that there are no mysteries or do they just capitulate 
saying “It is beyond them?” 
Clearly they cannot be representing ‘The Truth’ or the ‘Deity(ies)’ if they do not know! 
Or perhaps the religion itself is flawed through its inconsistencies and thus should be disregarded! 
Does ‘the religion’ itself provide logical and consistent answers for all humans irrespective of their 
present belief/religion, both present and future – if not, why not? 
If a righteous scenario is not explained then the worldly religion cannot be the whole truth, thus is false 
because it leads to a deficiency that is filled by humans taking the wrong conclusion and giving 
different interpretations!  It is by definition that different interpretations result, mean that it cannot be 
‘The Truth’ – hence my reasoning. 
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Finally have you as the devotee systematically analysed your religion for inconsistencies or have you 
just disregarded them?  
It is wise that perhaps you should deeply analyse them, else perhaps someone like me may just 
thoroughly question you on these inconsistencies in the future! 
 

29. Does your religion demonstrate respect to all aspects of creation on this planet? 
Your works come from your mind. An ancient Eastern maxim is that: “The body follows the mind”. 
Thus what does your religion teach your mind – so that your body (being the works) follows? 
Does your religion teach you to act responsibly to what has been given to you - to administer fairly? 
Or does it teach that it is acceptable for you to take what you feel you need and desire? 
What does it teach?  Or do you assume your religion teaches you to fulfil your present needs - now? 
This teaching should apply to anything being: - animal, vegetable or mineral with no exclusions. 
Where does a selfish attitude take the perpetrator of such thought? 
Some religions show inconsistency in logic and thus show themselves to be false in this manner. 
Let me give an example. 
The practitioners of one of the smaller religions state that they have a cloth over their face to stop the 
accidental ingestion of insects and thus maintaining the fidelity of their religious works (vegetarian). 
But they seem to ignore the fact that during the cultivation of the land for their supply of vegetables, 
land animals and insects are destroyed during the cultivation process. 
Thus hypocrisy is demonstrated in works and shows the instant flaw within their religion to show that it 
is not the accurate one to be followed. 
 

30. Is your religion scientifically refuted!  For example if any statements are demonstrated to be 
scientifically flawed by experimental testing!  Excludes what cannot be tested for at present, being 
limited by present day scientific knowledge (for example “accepting the concept of producing 
light by electricity” was not possible before the discovery and understanding of electricity). 
There must be a distinction between what can be proved as being wrong, and what is unknown and thus 
not testable.  As I state elsewhere and give many examples. Something can only be detected if it 
interferes with the detection equipment – that is a scientific fact. If humans are not able to produce a 
piece of acceptable detection equipment – then clearly they are not in a position to refute the religious 
claim!  
It is only reasonable/justified to mention only those things that can be proved by testing through the 
application of modern analytical techniques. 
Some religions state some very illogical beginnings of the earth and life, that have no scientific 
credence, thus being false at the beginning then we can assume it is as such all the way through. 
Others give ideas that deities/spirits reside in inanimate objects (but only within their island) and 
nowhere else. The illogical nature of this religion can be demonstrated when humans come to refine 
these objects. 
What happens to the deity inside when the ore has been refined and split into many products.  
If humans have control over the future of the objects and thus the deities – then who is more important? 
Also why should the deities only be in all the objects in one island?  What happens to the deity when 
the refined object leaves the shores of the island? 
Another ‘foremost’ worldly religion states that certain animal excreta is an antiseptic, however I know 
that excreta can have up to 30% of its baulk in bacteria, and in the cited example Escherichia O157 
often is present. Thus this worldly religion is deeply flawed scientifically and as such so is the rest of it! 
The list is endless – but I have just given a few examples here for the reader to expand upon by 
examining their own religion in unbiased manner. 
In the end it is sensible to make a stand on rock rather than sand because the facts will undermine you 
unless you have a firm foundation for your particular stance. 
 

31. Does it teach you something new everyday?  And what it teaches you - does it edify you? 
What do I mean? 
Clearly reading The Core Religious Writings (not all the ancillary paraphernalia written for kudos point 
scoring) several times will bring on new material (whether worthwhile or not, is debatable). But after 
you have digested these first few readings, then speak to a religious leader. Are they able to bring to 
your attention hidden understanding that is logical, self supporting with the core material, that also 
edifies you and your neighbour (being any person other than yourself). 
The vast majority of worldly religions have an incomplete core, and if you try to obtain understanding 
from a worldly religion leader through deep probing questions, you find very quickly the teaching 
degenerates into mystic waffle. The best option is to record the proceedings and then play it back in 
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your own time to reason upon the results. It becomes evident that inconsistencies soon flood out! 
I prefer communication by writing so that I am able to analyse/research everything word by word in my 
own time and this also gives time to thoroughly investigate what has been stated for its authenticity. 
I find so many people are eloquent and people warm to them, but under non-real time examination the 
content is so poor - because it is contradictory within itself. 
Thus just lovely sound-bites with no substance!  
 

32. Does the teaching edify you above your neighbour, or edifies you to assist your neighbour to edify 
themselves?  (Your neighbour is anyone other than you!) 
This is a very important question. 
Very many worldly religions state ideal goals but the leaders practice something very different.  
They state equality, but those humans who preach this have climbed very quickly through the ranks! 
In reality to be faithful to their religion then the leaders should not be leaders but be teaching their 
underlings to become above them! 
And thus edifying all humans within the group to replace or equal the leader at the soonest opportunity. 
But is this what we see?  Clearly the answer is:  No! 
Once those religious leaders have climbed – they are so reluctant to leave their position or be replaced! 
Now let me move to ones neighbour – being the person outside your religion? 
How do you help them – if at all? 
Is it to convert them to what you believe?  - And if so – why?  For what reason do you try to convert 
them? 
Is it for them, or for you (peer recognition or for your ‘Deity(ies)’, both for kudos point scoring – and 
again for what reason, being of any return)? 
Do you try to force a conversion?  Is this logical or righteous? 
Coercion may deliver the outward responses, but what is it working/delivering within the mind? 
Would the ‘Deity’ of that particular religion who reasonably is after the mind rather than of the outward 
displayed works, view this new recruit?  Clearly a waste time.  
And if the religious leaders could understand this concept then they would realise: 

1. That the ‘Deity(ies)’ considers the conversion of no worth. 
2. They themselves are worthless (to the ‘Deity{ies}’) as leaders because they have not 

considered or conveyed this point to other committed acolytes during the ‘conversion’ process. 
3. What is going to occur upon resurrection for either party (leader or the one ‘converted’)? 

However the point we really know is that the leaders do not care - for they are only interested in the 
worldly size of their flock for self-centred personal administering reasons. 
They have no interest in the religion they pretend to espouse but only in the immediate returns (of 
anything) that they get from the acolytes – else why do it – it is logically pointless. 
I welcome justification from a worldly religious representative defending their stance to contact me so 
that I may publish their comments and my reply on this website! 
Now there may be many acolytes who admire their leader – but they must ask themselves ‘why they do 
admire their leader’ and for ‘what work the leader may have done to merit this’.  Very often people feel 
happy to be within a group – gives group status and identification. It does not necessarily mean that all 
are edified by it within it or outside it. Very often people are part of street gangs (being a religion to 
themselves) who harm themselves through their thought processes and also harm others (= their 
neighbours) both physically and mental abuse – so clearly a false religion! 
Other religions force strata within themselves – how is this righteously justified? 
Perhaps for something they have done in the past (life?) – for which they must learn? 
I know I have not had a past life, and most people are like me. Thus if the vast majority of people have 
‘forgotten’ their previous life then there is not much point in having it if you cannot remember it! 
That surely is the prime reason of ‘the religion’ that espouses it - to have the re-incarnations so that the 
entity may learn from their previous existence – thus logically flawed at the first hurdle (if we forget) 
and thus clearly a false worldly religion! 
All I am doing in this write-up is to just ask the reader: “Think very carefully about what is occurring 
around you in the name of ‘Religion’ within the world today and throughout the history of religion”. 
 

33. Why do you wish to edify your neighbour – and if they refuse – what are you instructed to do? 
Another set of very interesting questions. 
What is your motivation for helping your neighbour – what do you get out of it? 
Is it to help them to improve themselves – and in doing so you feel a warm glow inside?  OR 
Is it to bring them into your line of thinking so that you can gain from it (for a million and one reasons) 
of which a book could be written on this alone (again by taking historical evidence). 
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If you are rebuffed – what do you feel inside and what does your religion instruct you to do? 
Clearly if you are deeply concerned for them, then you will feel a deep sadness for them, but knowing 
that they can only learn from their mistakes and thus allow them to go on their way, but always opening 
the door to them, patiently waiting to assist them when asked. 
A pure religion that is after the thought processes would instruct this procedure. 
However what has the reader witnessed around them? 
I know that in many very worldly religions, people are coerced into certain positions within the religion 
against their will and desire – does this edify them?  Clearly not and it leads to an act of internal 
rebellion.  
Do acolytes of the religion force/coerce their (corrupt) understanding upon people against their desire 
especially family members. 
If the religion instructs this attitude with all the proceeding points (in this and other similar sections) 
then clearly this demonstrates the illogical action of these bereft of knowledge, from the viewpoint of 
the ‘Deity(ies)’. Thus clearly these practicioners demonstrate theirs to be a false worldly religion. 
 

34. Why should you do as you are instructed – if your neighbour refuses to accept your 
understanding? 
If your religion instructs you to be ruthless to those who do not respond to your demands, then have you 
questioned why your religion instructs you to do this?  If not – then why not? 
If the religion does not state it, then it is more important to ask why some of the leaders instruct it! 
It is fairly obvious why they do – again for immediate worldly gain (of some indulgence)! 
My assurance in The Fidelity instructs me that there is a most righteous scenario to occur and I explain 
that later. 
 

35. If you died, would your religious knowledge and religious activity die with you?  Quite a 
profound question! 
I ask this because I want the reader to think about some religious institutions who set themselves apart 
from others operating within a hermit-like attitude. They dedicate their lives to pointless religious works 
and thus ignore the works that perhaps may edify them and any potential listener (if they were 
exposed). 
But perhaps it is better for them to segregate themselves so that others are not so likewise misinformed! 
However when we look around the world we see such institutions dying out with fewer and fewer 
members – again speaks volumes about their particular ‘brand’ of religion – that it dies out with them! 
 

36. Are you content with what is on offer when you are dead – Why? – For what guarantee of 
certainty do you have to “know that you are correct”?  What foundations “of certainty” is your 
rational and assumption based upon?  Because “I hope” – is not good enough, being just – ‘blind 
faith’! 
It is important to ask – What specifically does your religion propose will happen to you at your death? 
Is it some mystic waffle that when analysed means absolutely nothing and is often contradictory? 
Does it sound plausible – and again when analysed, means nothing and also is contradictory! 
I know the world’s foremost religions that espouse illogical reasoning about the ‘after-life’. 
Have you the reader questioned and analysed what is spoken about in the ‘after-life’. 
Is it logical, but more importantly; what does it bring about for a future society where we all (who are 
resurrected/reincarnated) must rub along with each other – what will be different then, from what is 
occurring now? 
How do you know what is correct?  Hopefully you do not blindly accept what your leader says – 
especially when so many of them have been shown to be flawed in their life. 
So have you questioned them?   
Have you asked for any supporting evidence – of any description? 
Has any evidence been verified independently?  Could you?  Or should you behave as a duped person? 
Does this evidence seem righteous and based upon accurate assumptions that lead to a logical result? 
 

37. Does your religion contain much mystic waffle – much propagated by the religious leaders? 
If it is the perfect religion for the world then ultimately it must be fully understandable for all humans. 
It was given to us by supposedly intelligent ‘Entity(ies)’ and as such I would expect that it would be 
given to us so that we would understand if we searched for it, else the Entity(ies) would be wasting their 
time (in edifying us) - if it is kept hidden or in mysteries!   
Surely that is the whole point – to edify us and make us better humans. 
So how can that be achieved if it is held back in waffle or mysteries? 
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I believe as soon as a religious leader starts sliding sideways in waffle – then start recording the 
conversation and then extract what you can at the time. Then later upon review the evidence, then 
thoroughly question them on the inconsistencies and then listen to the illogical statements that will 
begin to flow. 
If you do that then you will not be given a 2nd audience with them, and again you know that you have 
exposed another false worldly religion! 

 
About your religion’s leader and the leaders above him. 
 

38. What are the works like of these leaders?  Are they inline with what your religion espouses? 
Now if the leader is sensible, then he will give the impression of being caring for a particular group of 
people – to retain his position (power base) over that specific community. However to accurately judge 
a person, then you must look at his works towards humans outside their community. 
The Religion that is ‘The Truth’ (for the whole world) must encompass all humans equitably, so that a 
leader displaying selective attributes cannot be representing a religion that is one of truth for all humans 
of the world. 
It is essential during an audit of a religious leader to assess his works/speeches/edicts for those members 
outside their community – else if he is being selective/partisan, then he demonstrates the ‘love’ of ‘the 
god of this world’ = Satan who likes rebellion and resisting ‘The Order’ that comes from ‘The Truth’. 
I put in the question: “Are these leaders’ works in line with what your religion espouses?” 
If you are sincerely trying to find ‘The Truth’ then you must start with your own religion first – 
because you should know that one more intimately and thus have the effective tools to make an 
accurate assessment. 
Also you being part of that religion form a small part of the leader’s power base and your presence with 
your fellow acolytes in numbers provides the succour for your leader to act in the manner that he does! 
So intimately find out exactly what your religion states – it must be universally applicable to all humans 
and then assess what your leader states or works – are they the same? 
Any contradictions in this section show the religious leader to be divisive, and thus represents ‘the 
religion’ likewise rather than being holistic for all members of humanity! 
 

39. What is the lifestyle like of your leader?  Is it like yours?  
This question is the most difficult to answer. 
The leader is often remote and will put on a public show which is by nature - transient. Thus the visible 
façade they paint for the particular grouping they are out to impress is also – transient!  
Thus you need to make an indirect assessment and this is by careful observation of how he behaves to 
the people he knows – often these leaders drop their guard when speaking to those who they are 
regularly and intimately associated with.  You often need to look at the body-language because that 
gives out clues for those less experienced in ‘cover up’. 
The major problem the acolyte faces is that the leader is groomed on how to behave – that wonderful 
smiling face, well rehearsed words to give the standard speeches that ‘we come to know and love’ given 
from this ‘stage-act’ performance. 
I ask the reader to then compare these nuances observed, to yourself who may be known as being an 
honest person working hard to be kind and good to all those with whom he associates. 
Let us now move onto the other aspect - one of worldly work and sustenance. 
I ask you is it correct that a leader should demand more from the world, than perhaps his acolytes? 
What right do they have for this?  Just because they are rehearsed in speaking what they have learnt 
from others – just repeating what they have been told in some ‘parrot fashion’ adding ‘a bit’ for self-
indulgence?  Or yourself - working hard to support yourself (and perhaps your leader)! 
If ‘the religion’ is ‘all embracing’ in the form of ‘equality for all humans’ than these leaders should be 
with you – working alongside you rather than above you being whisked off to some prestigious 
residence that has to be funded by someone – and it certainly is not them – because they are not 
menially productive! 
What would the Deity(ies) think of what It/they see? 
So ask yourself these questions and closely reason upon the answers. 
 

40. What shell is placed around your esteemed leaders to ‘protect them’ from you - personally! 
Look at your leader and identify the entourage around them – that all has to be paid for – where does 
the acolyte think the money is coming from?  
But now ask why should they need this entourage? 
If they are preaching/teaching a universal Religion that benefits all of humanity – why need a protection 
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or support squad around them? 
And if they are correctly representing the Deity(ies) then surely if their Deity(ies) are powerful enough 
then protection should be automatic from ‘on high’! 
If this cannot be accepted then why worship the Deity(ies) because impotence has been demonstrated! 
If however, it is assumed that while the Deities are powerful enough but desire not to, then why should 
the leader cling to this life (with human protection) when the whole message is that they want to be with 
their Deity(ies) being the whole point of ‘The Religion’ !!! 
These leaders are caught whichever way they wriggle! 
Thus clearly they are not supporting a real religion, but a religion that supports themselves! 
 

41. Do you really know what your leader is like, and those above him – are you in a position to find 
out? 
I touched on this earlier – how do you really know what your leader is like under the skin? 
What you see is the groomed outside of the person and not the inside – being what makes them think. 
So how do you get inside that person? 
If you do not know them intimately – then does this produce a problem in your analytical discovery 
work? 
No – there is one wonderful mechanism to identify exactly what they are like (being their thoughts). 
You are to look at their fruits. 
Fruits by definition are the results of your actions.  Like a tree growing produces fruitage. From the 
fruitage you are able to discover the type of tree that it is. We are specifically told this in one Religion. 
Often this takes time because like all fruitage it can take a year or many years to fully develop. 
So the next tool is to look at the fruitage from all those who associate with the leader that you are 
assessing/auditing. 
These who associate with the leader may be during the same time frame, or go back many generations 
to see what The Religion itself creates as fruitage, then you know that the assessed/audited leader inside 
themselves espouses the same doctrine – else logically, they would leave that religion and not be 
associated/tainted with it.  Of cause these leaders have all the excuses: ‘it was a different era’ or 
‘nothing to do with me’ but all these are what I call ‘cop-outs’, they are part of The Religion in which 
these things were done in its name and thus they are supporting this Religion and what is done in its 
name. 
So I am instructing the acolytes to assess what their leader is like by looking at what his followers do to 
other members of the human race and what previous generations and associates worked and performed 
during their lives to other members of the human race. 
If any of these actions show anything other than an inclusive bonding between all of humanity then you 
are witnessing also another member of a false worldly religion! 
I am able to show you something that is so much better! 
 

42. Is your leader partisan?  Is this what your religion teaches?  If so – is this ethical? 
This is very important. All humans who belong to the world have preconceived ideas and often will not 
remove these ideas from their minds = their personality/lifestyle/operations. Thus a religious leader 
cannot have a message that is all encompassing if he is after people of the world to remain within the 
worldly religion.  
Essentially they are running upon human base instincts and are not reforming the personality to become 
all encompassing – this is the crux of my point. 
Thus they, by necessity, must become partisan to {build up}/retain this power base for their own 
worldly income/support/{self-indulgence}.  
Thus the acolyte must ask himself this question. If this is what he witnesses by his leader, is this what 
the religion teaches? 
Well again the acolyte must know his religion in detail to find out rather than rely upon what his leaders 
tell him – always avoid ‘the middle man’ and go back to The Master Document and understand what it 
states – if there is any mystic waffle – then drop it immediately and move to another religion. 
Do not waste your precious time on something that has mystic waffle within it – go to something that 
can explain things to you in a manner that you are able to understand and then put into practice. 
If the religion states it is acceptable practice to be partisan – then it is a false religion – leave it. 
If the leaders do not follow what the religion states – then leave the religion – not just the leader! 
Why? 
Because for the simple reason: The religion is so weak that it has made no impact upon the leader for 
him to correctly reproduce (with fidelity) the religion within his lifestyle! 
This also answers the ethical question posed. The Truth must be all embracing to all humans 
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irrespective of race/colour/creed/caste/grouping and present disposition. 
 

43. Is your leader capable of doing anything else to support his lifestyle? 
This is very important. 
Almost in every instance the leader originally entered into the worldly religion with very honourable 
and good intentions when young. However as they progressed through the training schools to become 
scholars those good intentions/motives/ideals became sucked away by the witnessed hypocrisy of their 
leaders, and looseness of the Religious core material (as explained/reasoned/understood by their 
worldly leaders) and thus they as the next generation become worse than those in the first instance. 
But this has occurred over many years and the religious leader has grown comfortable and familiar with 
their own worldly understanding of how their particular religion operates. This familiarity brings with it 
comfort and security from which the religious leader does not desire to leave. Thus to improve their 
comfort zone in a self-indulgent manner they climb up within the edifice that brings this comfort to 
him.  
By now they are third to half-way through their life – so where can they go for worldly income and 
support?  They must by necessity start off at the beginning as a learner – now again beneath others of 
the world having no skill in anything else – this is a too frightening prospect – and so they stay within 
their ‘comfort zone’.  
But it is now worse. For them to receive the benefits that this worldly edifice brings to them, they must 
‘stay in line’ and ‘not to rock the boat’ else they will be ejected into ‘the big wide world’ where they 
must now menially work for their existence/sustenance. Thus for this reason they stay perpetuating the 
myths of the worldly religion that they now work for. They have become seared/branded by the worldly 
religion fettered to the requirements of peer leaders for their worldly indulgencies. 
Thus those who are one step up from the congregations and deliberately staying there may be the most 
honestly sincere ones who desire to be with those closest to them. However that does not mean the 
message that they preach is accurate – the acolyte must use the tests given elsewhere to ascertain 
exactly The Authenticity of what they preach. 
 

44. Does your leader preach exactly the same message as another leader of the same religion? 
If not, why not – For what reasons?  Are these valid and logical reasons – or just worldly waffle? 
The Source material is the same!  Or is it?  Again, if not, why not? 
This is such an accurate test of The Religion. Again it is looking at the fruits of the religion being in this 
instance the actions of the religious leaders. What are they doing (or teaching their devotees to do)? 
Clearly if The Religion is The Truth then by definition all those who are part of it would teach the same 
message – for the sole reason that it is ‘The Truth’ rather than preaching different parts of it to different 
listeners – else these listeners will not have the whole picture! 
As I have spoken elsewhere if it was ‘The Truth’ then it would have such an impact upon the leaders so 
that they would present a united front – again for the sole reason they are representing ‘The Whole 
Truth’! 
But as we witness, great differences are presented within the same worldly religions by those 
purporting to be ‘its’ representatives, and thus The Truth as they see it cannot be the Whole Truth 
because the personality and teaching they present is different, and thus being different means they are 
taking instruction from elsewhere!  This elsewhere means the instruction is coming from the world. If it 
is from the world then it is from Satan and immediately if it is from Satan then it cannot be ‘The Truth’. 
Thus from this simple inductive reasoning we can see that any religion within the world that has its 
representatives preaching differences within it shows The Religion itself to be intrinsically worldly and 
thus faulty.  Being “faulty”, then it cannot be “The Truth”! 
The best thing for the acolyte is to remove himself from that particular religion when he sees his leaders 
(and consequently its acolytes) preach and act variations between themselves. 
Worldly religious leaders may falsely argue – “But all people are different and thus show differences”. 
It is lunacy to argue as such, because they have missed the whole point of this discussion. 
If it is ‘The Truth’, then ‘The Truth’ will reform your personality so that you then reflect ‘The Truth’, 
else ‘The Truth’ means nothing to you – that is the whole point of The Correct Religion. 
Now going to the source material. 
Is the source material the same? There must be one master reference to go to. Then go to it. If you are 
instructed to go to all ‘the worldly dross’ around the side of The Source Material rather than to the 
source material – then get out of that religion. In today’s environment (as I claim is at the close of the 
present system ) then The Source Material must be available to all if it is The Correct Religion.  
If the Source Material needs other supporting documents from a worldly source to give more 
information/data (but not to explain) then clearly The Source Material cannot claim to be ‘The Source 
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Material’ if there is other source material with more information/data within it! 
Thus this logical discrepancy again shows the religion to be false and worldly – get away from it! 
As I mention elsewhere when you speak to some religious leaders – just worldly waffle comes out of 
their mouths, if they are trying to lose you, it is perhaps because they are lost themselves – again keep 
away from a worldly religion that operates like this.  
If it was The Truth, then it would be clear for all humans to fully understand, and explained as such by 
its representatives! 

45. Does your leader need people like you around him/herself?  If so, then why? 
In one aspect the question is really asking: 
Does the religious leader need a person like you who is questioning what they say and ‘the religion’ the 
leader purports to represent? 
This is a much deeper question. 
If the leader was sincere then he would be desirous for you to question him and his actions, so that you 
too could understand why you need to take on a new personality within yourself and thus become like 
him – surely that is the whole point of The Religion! 
If however when you question their actions and their religion, to perhaps show up discrepancies – what 
is their action likely to be? 
Is it likely to be hostile or supportive?  - If it is hostile then you know you have a false leader and from 
the earlier arguments then he is a member of a false religion – because it has not reformed him into a 
unity with all people in a edifying and wholesome fashion. 
A supportive response shows that they care for you to become like them – an interesting concept – see 
later where this is discussed. 
A spin on the question would be:  Do they require your works to support them in their position? 
Is this a correct function of your time?  How is this personal support assisting The Religion into the 
personal hearts of all humans on this planet?  Remember the religion must be edifying to all humans, 
both in their present life and future existence. 
Are they reliant upon your physical and financial support. What do they use the proceeds for? 
Is it for their own benefit or for the (pretended) edification of others? 
Ask these questions and carefully reason upon the answers. 
 

46. Does your leader give personal time to you when you need assistance? 
Is the response mutual regarding the point earlier? 
You are putting effort in to support the leader, and likewise it is incumbent for him to support your 
needs.  So how do they do this? 
Do they explain what The Religion actually means – or do they explain what they think, believe and 
desire to occur (which often, is not what the religion espouses). 
Do their actions perpetuate the ‘status quo’?  Or does their preaching work and actions encourage self 
development and edification through reflection?  But not imposing development and edification upon 
others.  This is quite an important differentiation because it cultivates the correct internal personality. 
 

47. Is your leader competent and capable of answering your questions – does he/her do this? 
A form of this has been mentioned earlier. 
How knowledgeable is your leader on the basics of what he is preaching?  Is it made up on ‘the fly’?  Is 
it mystic waffle?  Is it rehearsed rather than specific answers to specific questions. 
Are they like a politician who only answers ‘one of their own questions’ rather than the specific 
question asked of them? 
Again, are they like a politician who only answers what the majority of the listeners want to hear? 
(Based upon their captive audience – who supports their future in a mutual symbiosis). 
These are all things that the acolyte must be careful of and be capable of recognising else they will 
become duped – being an art-form in its own right by a skilled leader – that is one of several reasons 
why they are in that very position (over you?) 
 

48. Do they actually know any other worldly religion outside their own religion to explain in detail 
why theirs is better – based upon comparisons? 
Some religious leaders from the western society may pride themselves in that they have competently 
acquired this information during their studies – but why then are they absolutely lost in theocratic 
reasoning within their own religion?  Could it be that all their reading into other religions has 
completely confused them so that they ‘cannot see the wood for the trees’? 
Moving to the religious leaders from the eastern world. Have they scrutinised other religions outside 
their own to know if theirs is ‘the correct one’ - or not? 
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Would they care to discuss the intricacies of their religion with someone outside – like myself – who 
also knows something about the inner depths, and thus inconsistencies within their various religions? 
 

49. Are you strongly encouraged to take your leaders position and replace him?  - An interesting 
question! 
This is perhaps the most telling.  What happens in reality?  Is this what should happen? 
If there is an aspiring person seeking to reach ‘the top’ then they will seek out to make friends with the 
correct people to gain respectability. Get enough people around you (and if you have charisma it helps) 
you drive yourself forward to take the top position as leader (it is ‘who you know’ rather then ‘what you 
know’ that often helps).  
Thus that person has driven himself to that position and achieved it by having the type of ability that 
we perceive is required within a worldly leader. 
There are two things in operation here. 

1. The person drives him/herself into that position through a network of people support. 
2. They are successful if they {have the ability}/{given the promises} that humans recognise 
as being required for their type of leader. 

Now this occurs within the present world – of which we are all witnesses. 
Is this what is required for the ‘after-life’? 
I would suggest that this type of person most certainly does not have the qualities desired in a leader 
within the ‘after-life’. 
I explain in much more detail elsewhere, but being Satan’s world then only those humans who succeed 
in this present world must be operating under the rules that Satan desires to be successful within, else 
these present worldly leaders would not be successful in fulfilling their worldly desires! 
But what should a religious leader really be doing? 
They should be giving out as much information as possible to give supportive understanding about what 
the religion really means. Now clearly if the leader does not understand nor believe the religious 
material they claim to espouse, then they are not in the position to give an authoritative 
account/explanation of the religion they are supposed to represent! 

 
Finally and perhaps the most telling about you and your religion:- 
 

50. Do you know enough about your religion to be in a position to convert me to your religion? 
And to get to know what I believe, for you to even be in a position to succeed, then perhaps you would 
do well to read this website to understand what I believe and perhaps find some weakness in my 
arguments that may be to your advantage!   I most welcome and warmly encourage the religious leaders 
at the very top of their particular worldly religion to do so, because deep in their hearts they personally 
know that theirs is fraudulent – but are sadly on a ‘runaway wagon’ and just cannot get off – for 
worldly reasons! 
Or would you rather I speak to you about my assurance, fidelity supported by solid knowledge? 

 
In answer to this and many other points that I brought up earlier then perhaps you may like to take this link to 
where I show how The True Religion that I passionately espouse, answers all these questions in the most 
righteous/equitable manner for all humans that have ever existed and for the whole adornment of this planet. 
 
How True Christianity (TC) answers all the above questions and comments:   Please click here. 
But please ignore worldly Christianity that presently fills the world under Satan’s direction. 
 


