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DEDICATION

I give spiritual praise and glory to Yahweh in the spiritual realm (for too many things were made available at 
just the right time for me to ever believe it was of my doing alone – but feel rather, that it was His will being done, 
with Yahweh's guidance leading the way.)

As to the human element involved, without the open-ended discussions, the exchange of ideas and 
cooperation between Kenneth, my husband, and I both in the areas to be covered and fleshed out, our working 
together as a team – editing one another's work, this also would not have been possible. Working together as a team, 
though frustrating at times due to our human frailties, is a constant blessing.

Ann Stoddard (Nov. 1988)



Common Sense Approach to Eve and Genesis
        (Woman, where are thine accusers? - John 8:10)

Introduction

Have you always been satisfied with the story of “Adam and Eve”? I wasn't, and this is why.

There will be a number of “theories” expressed here, based on pure common sense, which is the faculty 
Yahweh God gave His people... the ability to discern right from wrong – a built in knowledge. 9See Job 38:36 
“Who hath put wisdom in the inward parts? Or who hath given understanding to the heart?) For example – when the 
parable of the landowner was told (Matthew 20) – where those he hired last to gather the fruits from his vineyard, 
were paid as much as those he hired first, it formerly gave a sense of unfairness to me, until the awareness came that 
this story spoke of God gathering His harvest, and that (just as in the story of the lost lamb being of such worth that 
the shepherd left the ninety and nine to go out after it), the last worker – though he came but minutes before the 
door was closed, so to speak, was as important to God as the one who labored all day long... or a sinner who repents 
at the last minute in true sincerity is as important as one who has lived a good life, all their life. Unless our pastors, 
historians, scientists and “scribes” (those present day writers and publishers who have acquired a following and 
credibility) – lived 6,000 years ago, any data of theirs to the contrary is also no mare than their “theory”.. so please 
– read through to the conclusion before either condemning, ridiculing, or throwing your hands up in disgust... better 
yet-- end by saying Amen, for you may learn despite your prejudice.

And have patience. I recall when reading a good historical novel, wondering when the story was to begin, 
with so much groundwork – but that groundwork was necessary to make the story understandable. 

The word “contamination” can be viewed in many ways. Water can be contaminated by a drop of ink... and 
never cleared of a fragmentation – regardless of how much clear water is added.

How small is small.... a particle – a molecule – an atom? In the 1800's there were but 33 known “elements”. 
In the 1930's to 40's we were told absolutely all elements had been discovered and listed – there couldn't be more, 
and that “Atom” – traditionally the smallest building block, coming from the Greek word atomos, meaning 
“indivisible”, was the smallest unit of matter. Some 40-50 years ago, breaking an atom was a new concept – it was 
unthinkable that it could be reduced further – but it was smashed. Our 1973 Encyclopedia listed 105 known 
“elements”, with the latest library figure being 107. So, how small is small? Is there any end to “smallness”? Can 
scientists today claim justifiably that they know for certain – all the secrets of time – past and future?

In the October issue of Christian Vanguard, (Box 426, Metairie, Louisiana 7004) editor Craig DeMott offers 
very credible evidence that the earth is not the billions of years old as has historically and scientifically been passed 
down to us, basing his thesis on a number of “scientific data” including the accumulation of Meteoric Dust, the 
earth's magnetic field projections, and closer to home – the sediment deposited into the Gulf of Mexico from the 
Mississippi River, plus population growth... and he asks theological questions such as “Don't you think that God is 
capable of making rock formations old?” “Did God create plants, animals and humans in the mature state?” And 
citing the fact that sample coal beds (which evolutionists deem as being several hundred million years old) can be 
created in a laboratory in less than a day with the correct pressure and heat applied. Craig also shows evidence that 
Dinosaurs may have been the creatures spoken of in Job 40:15 and 41:1, 13-21. Records show cave pictures drawn 
by man of five-toed Llamas who (supposedly per evolutionists) were extinct 30 million years ago... these creatures 
had to be seen to be drawn – exploding this astronomical figure of 30 million, or even 1 million – according to 
Craig, and bringing it down to possible less than 10,000 years ago. Why is this space devoted to another's article? 
Because it shows how erroneous science can be.

Is it then possible that God did indeed create the earth and all that is upon, and surrounding it in the span of 
only a week's time – and possibly not much before the often quoted figure of 4004 B.C. When Adam was to have 
been added to creation? And that after a passage of time – this fete became so unbelievable, that man didn't believe 
it, and altered the records? That a written record therefore seemed necessary to stop any more erosion of verbal 
passage from father to son, and perhaps Moses (or Job??) recorded events up to that time as best as memory served 



of what had been... what was yet to take place, and called it the “Bible” (Bible simply means “book”... a book of 
books).

Is there any end to largeness? Centuries ago, this world was “it”... (together with the surrounding sky visible 
with the naked eye), yet a galaxy was beyond, and other galaxies beyond that... is there an end to eternity? We think 
Yahweh God the Father, as only “our” God, but who can argue conclusively that His fathership stops at this planet? 
Who are we to make concrete decisions, claims, factual statements based only on our present day knowledge, and 
what we think has been recorded correctly in both physical and theological circles?

What we must acknowledge however, is that there are certain indisputable rules or laws that are logical... 
laws that make things work right.. are not changeable or broken without sometimes dire consequences... e.g. the law 
of gravity. If you step out of an airplane 1,000 feet off the ground – there is no argument... you'll then fall to the 
ground, most likely not walking away – and this type of law was established by God, the acknowledged Creator of 
all things. (Oh yes, there are those who claim we “evolved from a protoplasm that crawled out of the sea” – and 
God will deal with these people in his own time – their ignorance is not our concern – except for opening to them, a 
door to knowledge... but as the saying goes – you can lead a horse to water, but you cant make it drink. Only one so 
ignorant could look at the finely tuned/synchronized instrument our bodies represent, and not realize this was no 
accidental coming together of a few blobs while even with their “theory”, they must admit that the blobs had to 
come from “somewhere”. To determine if something is God's Law, or man made – ask yourself “Does it pass the 
immutable “if” and “then” test of cause and effect? If a sperm fertilizes an ovum – then a child will result. If you 
wish to be treated fairly – then you should expect to treat others fairly. If you mate with one other than your race, 
then you have destroyed your future generations purity. These are laws based on both established indisputable facts, 
as well as common-sense.

So, knowing that God created a pristine world, free from contamination, and a few good solid rules to guide 
it, let's proceed from there. If the ink spoken of before, will “contaminate” the water – then blood also can be 
contaminated – look at the present earth's scourge taking place today with the AIDS virus. They've even tried (and 
claim success … far too early to tell) to drain all blood, purify it and re-instate it in AIDS sufferers... but has all 
fragmentation of the contamination been removed? Once a foreign body has been introduced into a host, can it be 
removed or cleansed entirely... by human effort? Or will it not take super-human intervention.. like that of the 
Creator?

If the purification of water or blood can be altered with merely a drop of contamination, and is not able to be 
rectified – what of the more important issue – that of genes? But before going into this phase, it's time we stopped, 
to establish a building foundation. You can't build anything worthwhile unless you have a firm foundation – one that 
you can rely on. (Likened to the song exhorting man not to build his house upon the sand, taken from Matthew 
7:24-27). See also Hebrews 11:10 “...which hath foundations, whose builder and maker is God.”... and 1 Samuel 
2:12 “...neither is there any rock like our God.” … and Isiah 28:16 “Therefore thus saith the Lord God, Behold, I lay 
in Zion for a foundation a stone, a tried stone, a precious corner stone, a sure foundation:...” and 1 Corinthians 10:4 
“... and that Rock was Christ.” – all of which are more than the two needed witnesses establishing God/Christ – 
Yahweh/Yahshua – whatever terminology you use, as the solid foundation upon which to build anything. Yahweh 
God is: 1. just, honest, trustworthy, knowledgeable, loving, firm (not one to spare the rod and spoil the child), has an 
imagination, and a sense of humor;  2. Yahweh God is unchanging – he doesn't make a rule today and break it 
tomorrow; 3. Yahweh God has a long memory – if he says something today (or as in the Old Testament0, he says 
the same thing tomorrow (or as in the New Testament); 4. Yahweh God is no fool... he is intelligence itself. He 
doesn't create OR form something and then as an after thought, make some correction... what he has created OR 
formed here on this earth (or elsewhere??), he has done with a purpose; 5. Yahweh God is patience itself, or this old 
world (perhaps not that old after all) and its people would not have been given chance after chance after chance to 
clean up their act.

Another point to keep in mind throughout all this – there have been centuries and people involved in which 
things have been added and subtracted from this compendium called the “Bible” regardless of what some may 
piously claim... and regardless of its right or wrongness – it is a fact that this compendium.. this conglomeration of 
history, belief, conjecture, prophecy, facts – a “book” called the Bible – though compiled and written for one race 
only – the White Race – was physically written and/or translated by man.. and the “scribes” doing he actual 
penmanship in many instances, were those of a people not belonging to the White Race, and were, perhaps, more 
interested in creating confusion. In other instances, history – written from memory, (or from a post-happening 
position), may not be complete... possibly leaving out certain small fragments that are necessary for 



comprehension .. for example – Moses wrote the Book of Genesis, and he lived around 2500 years after Adam was 
said to have been established on this earth. (The meat of this message – soon to come- is about this very thing). 
Note also in Deut. 4:2 Moses exhorts the people not to add unto the words of God that he gave them – nor take 
away any – yet Moses himself did so recorded by Christ in Matthew 19:8 “Moses because of the hardness of your 
hearts suffered you to put away your wives: but from the beginning it was not so.” (so even Moses adulterated 
God's word to suit his situation and time.)

Let's leave this now and return to the “genes”. There is ample proof that “genes” - the building block of man, 
has been contaminated... with dire results. Whenever a White person mates with a negroid person – the fruit 
resulting from that union is predominantly black... therefore hasn't the white person's blood been forever altered thru 
the genes it carries? Before developing this on the way to our goal, which will be in sight soon, consider an off-
shoot thought. While there is no “proof” for this facet of thought – common sense interjects a question to be 
considered. “If, as has ben claimed, there is no difference in the make-up of the blood of negroid and white (and “ 
having similar meanings, and a definition of “to make impure”. When Yahweh God – our Father and Creator of a 
world that we were put here to govern, (Gen. 2:5 and 2:15 “.. and put him into the garden (world) to dress it and 
keep it”, first established the White Race – common sense alone dictates that if he wanted this race to be a brown 
race, he'd have made it so. Once a negroid man's genes have combined with a white woman's and a fetus has 
resulted (with this baby now attached to the womb of the mother), and a constant exchange of blood takes place 
between child and mother (remember the earlier questioned fact regarding new “elements” still to be 
discovered??) .. is there an absolute that says the blood of the negroid child cannot alter the mother's blood system? 
And with this exchange of blood between the negroid fetus and her, could not also the mothers genes be altered to 
the point that should she marry a white man, and conceive and bear his child, would it not be possible that thru the 
former alteration, the new fetus between white man and white woman could contain a fragmentation of that 
“contamination” and show up in that child being black rather than white?

But even without this presupposition – let's concentrate just on the genetic structure and alteration. Using the 
Bible because it contains the Word of God (regardless of its possible adulteration by many for varying reasons, and 
believing it for the most part is the Word of God, the theme that runs throughout this Book of Books, is that of “kind 
after kind” and is a constant reminder that Yahweh God's rules are NOT to be broken. His instructions to Noah were 
to bring animals aboard (for renewing the earth after HIS planned for flood) .. of “kind after kind” – (Gen. 6:20 and 
Gen. 7:14). Yahweh then flooded the section of the world where Noah lived amongst race mixers, and only Noah 
and his family survived this area's flood, for “Noah was a just man and perfect in his generations, and Noah walked 
with God.” - Gen. 6:9.

Time and again Yahweh commanded the people not to mix the races (Deut. 7:3 “Neither shalt thou make 
marriages with them; thy daughter thou shalt not give unto his son, nor his daughter shalt thou take unto thy son.”) 
And in Numbers, where the Israelites began to commit whoredom with the daughters of Moab, and the plague God 
brought upon the Israelites was only lifter when Phinehas executed both and Israelite man, and a Midianite woman 
in the midst of an act of intercourse (see Num. 25:7-8 “And when Phinehas .. rose up from among the congregation, 
and took a javelin in his hand; And he went after the man if Israel into the tent, and thrust both of them through...). 
Remember also Jesus' warning that this same moral decadence would take place in these (present) end times...  
Matthew 24:37 – “But as the days of Noah were, so shall also the coming of the Son of man be.” --- But you're 
questioning – how did all this start? What's it got to do with Eve and Genesis or the beginning of the genes? Upon 
the following question – lays perhaps the most important and frustrating basis for a theological debate – “Can a 
contaminated blood-line be cleansed?” (Whether blood itself, or genes).

To answer this, we start with what is in this 20th Century called the first Book, or Chapter of the Bible... 
Genesis – we find Adam and Eve, whom God is said to have “formed” (Gen. 2:7 and 22... “And the Lord God 
formed man of the dust of the ground, and breathed into his nostrils the breath of life;  and man became a living 
soul... And the rib, which the Lord God had taken from man, made he a woman, and brought her unto the man.” – 
But before the later happened, God has formed only Adam, and according to the Bible, when it became evident to 
Adam that none of the animals God formed for his companionship were sufficient... God formed woman – with 
Adam (or man) recognizing that they two were from – and to be – of one flesh – not one superior to the other, and 
he said “bone of my bone, and flesh of my flesh.” In verse 24 Adam admits man should leave father and mother and 
cleave only to his wife with their being “one flesh”. Matt. 19:4-6 repeats that he was to leave father and mother??? 
Adam was just formed, according to the Bible – so who were his father and mother... Yahweh and Mother earth?? 
Or perhaps they came from another planet?? – (More on this later.)



“Meet” - Gen. 2:18 “...I will make him an help meet for him.” and Gen. 3:12 “And the man said, The woman 
whom thou gavest to be with me...”indicates companionship – not servitude of Eve. “Meet” is – fitting, made to fit, 
suitable, proper, to come into contact, connection, encounter, become acquainted …. all rather sounding as if they 
were to be not only close companions – but a pair … not servant and master.

 Now, according to the Bible, God did not make Eve a clone of Adam... she was made individually, with 
apparently this pre-conceived plan or idea of the two becoming one.. like a pair pulling at the same trace, and just as 
the verse in II Corinthians 6:14 speaks of not being unequally yoked – this holds true in marriage too... for a master 
and servant combination is not “equally yoked” - one is superior to the other, whereas a true husband and wife tea, 
are equally yoked with the same aims, the same ideas and ideals plus being supportive of one another. In the race of 
Adam – man and woman each were given a unique apparatus for re-uniting that which had been separated, 
according to the Genesis story, and for the express purpose of expanding this pair into a family – which happened.

In order to reach our goal.. I'll skip over another controversial subject and zoom in on the central idea. And it 
is at this point another question will be asked that may be just thought provoking for some – but earth shaking for 
others. “If Eve conceived a child from other than her husband Adam, and there were only the two of them to form 
the White Race – then who did she conceive from? If the child or children … (depending on which theory you 
espouse to, as to whether Cain was born first, and the Abel was conceived and born later, or whether you consider it 
a twin birth) were born of another (let's say impregnated by a pre-Adamite) – (which we consider to be the Black 
race) – then the womb was contaminated... and would she not have produced a genetically inferior product/s? (The 
specter of this has been raised because of terminology or translation, for with Cain and Abel, the terms “knew” and 
“conceived” and “from the Lord” were used in Gen. 4:1 & 2, whereas in Gen. 5:3 Adam “begat” a son in his own 
likeness, after his image; and called his name Seth:” raising the question of after whose image and likeness were 
Cain and Abel made? This sample alone demonstrates the problem in either the writer's terminology, or the 
translators ability or purpose. But the question remains, if such a union took place that produced a genetically 
inferior product/s, or not “kind after kind” – then the womb was contaminated. Depending on whether the blood 
was contaminated would determine whether it was irretrievably defiled and thus should be treated as God did the 
potter's vessel in Jeremiah 18:4 “And the vessel that he made of clay was marred in the hand of the potter: so he 
made it again another vessel, as seemed good to the potter to make it.” (backed up by Isaiah 64:8) “ … thou art our 
Father; we are the clay, and thou our potter; and we all are the work of thy hand.” Would Eve have been allowed to 
carry a child to fruition producing a faulty seed-line – one that eventually was to result in the vessel (Mary) which 
the Bible lists as having carried Christ? Would Yahweh the Father ever combine his attributes with a defiled 
bloodline? Is that why Abel was killed and Cain exiled – wherein God formed the basis for a second seed-line? Was 
it God's plan for a second seed-line to further temp or test the pure seed-line as to whether it would remain faithful 
to Yah? If the womb had been contaminated, but not the blood-line, then would the 130 years elapsed between 
conception in 4004 of Cain and Abel, and 3874 (when according to our 1883 American Bible Society Bible) Seth 
was begotten, have been long enough to cleanse the womb? And if daughters had been born in that time span – 
would they have been of a pure-blood line?

Let's instead consider that Eve conceived only from Adam. To carry this on then- and considering there was 
no contamination of the womb or the blood-line or of any daughters in between the year 4004 and 3874... we come 
to Seth – the child whom the Bible lists as the progenitor (after Adam) of the White Race. Remember now, God 
does not change. God follows his own rules. Therefore, in Leviticus 18:6 thru 27 (the Book containing the laws... 
which we assume Moses wrote down as the mediator between God and man, since he brought the ten 
commandments to man), it is established that the “nakedness” spoken of in Gen. 9 is defined in the Concordance 
reference O.T. 6172 together with one of the terms “pudenda” meaning the plural genitals of either sex) as being 
“incest” a sin that was fairly well established when Ham, the father of Canaan in Gen. 9:22 saw the “nakedness” of 
hi father (or had incest with his Mother) for in Gen. 9:25 Noah cursed the fruit of that union – which was 
“Canaan” .. (and we know what Canaanites were.) The Concordance reference of “wine” being O.T. 3196 .. means 
“intoxication”, and citing Esther 7:8 where the Lexicon defines it as “For he intoxicated me with love” – it is up for 
interpretation whether Noah was just plain drunk from the vineyard he planted in Gen. 9:20 (and taking “drunken” 
in vs. 21 to mean what it does today), or whether he was intoxicated with love for his wife, and justifiably furious 
with Ham for taking liberties not his.

Another example of “incest” is from the account of Lot – whether at his daughters desire or not – still taking 
liberties and producing a lineage unacceptable to Yah. For in Lev. 18:6 it states “none of you shall approach to any 
that is near of kin to him, to uncover their nakedness (thru incest) v. 7 thru 18 speaks of not taking a near 
kinswoman to mate, and thru this then comes the theological bombshell question … “Who would Seth mate with?” 



He couldn't mate with his mother. He couldn't mate with his sisters. With only one seed-line available, and without 
committing incest thus breaking God's laws), who would he mate with? Three possibilities exist. 1. There was no 
such law (which doesn't seem probable with not only the two aforementioned examples, but undoubtedly previous 
to this God would have informed him of this genetic rule); or 2. he mated out of his race (which can't be considered 
if the “kind after kind” rule is to be observed, and a racially pure seed line was necessary for Christ to be carried in; 
or 3.... well, we'll deal with that one soon. With this morsel to chew on – let's take a look at this question of 
reproduction or racial expansion from another angle.

No... let's back up a bit first, and finish up the earlier part of this topic. Throughout time that modern 
mankind is aware of – it has ben a constantly accepted idea that “man” was the master, and the woman was sub-
servant to him (unfortunately very detrimental in many instances both in the past and in the present). Many 
chauvinistic males think they are the cat's pajamas, but a few questions should be answered by them before blaming 
poor Eve for everything... for instance, in Genesis 3:6 “...she took of the fruit thereof, and did eat, and gave also 
unto her husband with her; and he did eat.” Note two words: “with” and “eat”. 1. Adam was with Eve. (Nothing is 
said about him trying to stop her). 2. He “ate” - for whatever meaning you may wish to establish for this, (keeping 
in mind one of the definitions in the O.T. Lexicon of Concordance #398 “eat” - as meaning “to enjoy anything, as 
good fortune … the fruit of good and evil actions, sexual pleasures... and citing Proverbs 30:20 “Such is the way of 
an adulterous woman; she eateth, and wipeth her mouth, and saith, I have done no wickedness.” --- and 
remembering the fact that Adam was with Eve and did not stop her, but also ate of the fruit... with no indication his 
arm was twisted or that he was forced to “eat”. I'd like to interject here a paragraph from “Tracing Our White 
Ancestors” by Frederick Haberman (p. 64)--

“To modern thinkers (emp. Mine) all these stories of Creation, of the Fall of Adam, of the Flood, and all the 
symbols and stories relating to them are only legends and myths, which every people of antiquity had, even the 
South Sea Islanders, the Mayas, and the Indians of America. Yes, all the nations and religions of the world have 
those stories, even the Bible,and if they all have the same or practically the same, is it logical to suppose that all 

these various races, living thousands of miles apart, should independently of the others invent the same ideas? Have 
any two or four authors ever conceived the same story at the same time? All sound reasoning balks at such poor 
logic. If all the world had the same legends, then common sense suggests that all those legends had one common 

origin, which indeed they had – in Eden, as the Old Book tells us; but that Book our intellectuals would rather 
criticize than study, having never had the right key. (and part of the next paragraph) All the evidence we have 

collected points to the one source, but that source our scholars are loath to recognize, for it would destroy their 
theory of evolution and their pet theory that men created God in their minds, instead of God creating men.”

Let's go a bit deeper into what more recently has been the theme of man... being the “cover” or “headship” 
over Eve. The Bible was written by man (yes, God could have dictated the words, but how many times in late years 
alone, has man written or done only what he (man) wanted of God's commands? In 1 Samuel 15 the prophet Samuel 
told Saul the King, that Yahweh wanted him (Saul) to attack and destroy all the Amalek. What happened though, 
was Saul (and his people – whom he allowed to disobey God) killed only the poorest specimens of the animals, and 
Saul himself spared King Agag … in other words, Saul was told plain and simple what to do, but he didn't do it (and 
lost his Kingship because of it). Now, with this proof that man does not always respond to God's directions, can we 
therefore believe EVERYTHING that is in the Bible as being the absolute word of God? Blasphemy you shout??? 
Well, think back in time to the different “Creeds” that were fought over, and claimed to be an expression of the 
Word of God. Arianism (perhaps not “Aryan”)  but at least the theology of Arius who lived from 256-336 A.D. And 
taught that “Christ was created by God the Father and was less than God, although higher in the creation than man.” 
Then there was the Athanasian creed which was a canticle (song or chant) reflecting the doctrines of the Trinity and 
the Incarnation (God made flesh thru Christ). Earlier, was the Nicene Creed around 325 A.D., which was a meeting, 
or ecumenical council (synod) of various churches and officials, whereby those of the Orthodox, Roman and 
Anglican churches and some Reformation churches, agreed as to what would be taught in order to have uniformity... 
not necessarily what God said to teach...but what man decided to teach. The Apostles Creed was a “formula” used 
for baptism... in other words – dogma... and in general all creeds were a brief summary of the “Christian” belief... 
(by whose standards?) Bringing it forward closer to today – look at the multitude of translations in modern Bibles 
alone, and remember all that was dropped from various editions... (entire books).. with kings ordering the printing 
of the version which agreed with their personal (and profitable) philosophy, and burning at the stake, those who 
disagreed. Ask yourself why certain chapters, sections of chapters, phrases, entire books were deleted – and by 
whose authority – and then admit that what we term the “Bible” can only be considered a guide book to what is 
written in our own hearts, and to be used with a discerning eye as to what is cross-reference-able as being correct... I 



Is there a second and third witness... what makes common sense... what may be of story quality only.... and what has 
clearly been added by “scribes” on their own (editing), or another's direction, to confuse people about whom and to 
whom this great message was written?

Have I strayed away from the topic? Not really, for in the teachings of Yahshua (Jesus), he enjoyed the 
company and intelligence of women as well as men. Look at Luke 10:39-41 where Jesus chastises Martha for 
complaining that Mary her sister was listening to Him, while she (Martha) worked, and he admonishes her to forget 
the big meal and housecleaning, and instead to join the group and learn (for his teaching time was to be short). And 
Acts 17:4 showing women took an  active part in learning the teachings. As a woman, I'm not trying to usurp any 
man's place – only show that it was not a man's role to trod beneath his feet that which was to have been a part of 
him... for an assumed guilt (the forbidden apple theory).. implanted in mankind's mind thru the written word of 
scribes... who were men. If only men wrote today – whose word would be found in print – whose opinions would be 
expressed? Would it not be as with history following a war – with the ones winning the war writing the history, and 
the losers viewpoint never seeing print?

An article by Joseph Lewis “In the Name of Humanity” which came about as a result of research on a book 
“The Ten Commandments”, brought out thru a research of anthropology, a reason why women were excluded from 
observance of the sabbath (see Isaiah 56:2-4 where it speaks only of the son with reference to keeping the sabbath). 
In Anthropology a woman was considered taboo – a polluted being, cursed, depraved, responsible for bringing sin 
into the world – and Lewis based this on menstruation – the fact that one day she was “flushed with life and 
strength; in another moment... inert, motionless, helpless” – the reason laid at the “monthly flow of 'blood'” and pain 
exhibited. Lewis' claim was that “man” ((indicating more than one Adam, for the term “man” shows it to be 
“mankind” the same with Genesis 6:6&7 where “..it repented the Lord that he had made man on the earth (how 
about elsewhere/)... and indicating he would like to “destroy man whom I have created...” (except for Noah)... and 
he did destroy a whole civilization of corrupted mankind in verse 13 “...I will destroy them ...”.)) … primitive man 
avoided contamination by making woman taboo as far as holy things were concerned, with Lewis claiming that the 
heathenistic ritual of sacrificial circumcision came about as a result. “it was a blood sacrifice on behalf of the boy to 
cleanse himself of the contamination of having come in contact with the mother's 'uncleanliness'.” (A statement of 
question is called for here – not with the intent of opening another can of worms – but of clarifying. If God made 
man in His image and likeness, and God knew what he was doing – why would a portion of man's complete and 
perfect anatomy be necessary as a “sacrifice” leaving man incomplete or less than perfect? If woman was man's 
equal – his alter ego – what was to be “sacrificed” in a female child for this so-called cleansing – or was she 
considered by then, as nothing but chattle... livestock, a slave... for the male?

To return to the thought of whether woman usurps a man's place by claiming the place of companion and not 
servant, let us consider that Adam (man) was supposedly first on the scene – then Eve (woman). Someone had to be 
first, if this story of the forming of ADAM-man is accepted. According to the the Bible, Eve joined with Adam... 
Gen. 2:24 “..and they shall be one flesh.” (A point interjected here – if the woman carries the egg or ovum, and the 
man carries a sperm to fertilize that ovum – with both carrying deciding genes, then they are of equal importance in 
the production of a continuing “seed-line” with one being no more necessary nor important than the other.) Bit as 
with two parties on a narrow path – someone must take the lead and face the uncertainties ahead – be the light 
bearer – yet his companion is right behind – ready to come to assistance – to be an help-meet. Therefore, as 
presumably the strongest – the first born – Yahweh's evident first choice – Adam was to be the leader of the two – 
but not the “master or dictator”. In this position, he was to have become the protector, whose word (as dispenser of 
God's “law”) was to have been listened to by his wife... and later by his children – all of whom were also to make 
sure that he (Adam-man) followed the law as well. Like a check and balance. Keep in mind that Christ came to 
enlighten... to teach the law – not do away with it as Judeo-Christian preachers have misled their flocks to believe. 
(Matthew 5:17 “Think not that I am come to destroy the law, or the prophets: I am not come to destroy – but to 
fulfill.”) Christ said in Matthew 4:19 “Follow me, and I will make you fishers of men”... not because he wanted 
them to follow him as a person, but to follow him because of the “law” that he was to re-teach them, so they could 
teach others. Yet, what have we done? We worship the man in Christ instead of the Law in Christ. If we had 
followed the original “law” listed in the Bible, we'd have a perfect world rather than an imperfect one from 
following our own whims. Regardless of Biblical “interpretations” from clergy, each individual is responsible for 
following none other than God's laws.

Before leaving this off-shoot, it is being said, the “jews” are doing what we the White Race should be 
doing... with their leaders continually expounding on their law (which unfortunately is a corrupt law – not the law of 
Yahweh God) – but is a unifying factor, as Yahweh's law could be if we followed it.



Getting back on course of man and woman being a check and balance... they were complimentary to on 
another, and as two vines growing together, should have created one strong vine. In the position of “headship” or 
“cover” – terms mentioned earlier... if it was with the idea that man was to be the protector – with both terms 
meaning he was to take the “responsibility” in this position – for the actions of woman... then the sensible questions 
to ask are: 1. Where was Adam during any encounter Eve may have had with another? 2. Why, if as Gen 3;6 
indicates “...(she) gave also unto her husband with her;” didn't Adam stop her action? 3. if, as verse 11 indicates 
when God asked Adam “Hast thou eaten of the tree whereof I commanded thee that thou shouldest not eat?” did 
Adam transfer the blame to Eve recorded in Gen. 3:12 “And the man said, The woman whom thou gavest to be with 
me, she gave me of the tree, and I did eat...” – (of course – this doesn't excuse the woman's trespass.. she was no 
better by trying to pass the buck on to the serpent in vs. 13), with both failing miserably in assuming their own 
responsibility of following God's law... in point of fact, it could be interpreted in verse 12 where Adam was blaming 
God for his fall because of giving him the woman.

Looking at re-production from yet another angle – (and we're not forgetting the “apple” theory... that will 
come later). The next question is “Was there only one Adam and one Eve?” A very logical sequence of events and 
results can take place here, if we consider that the word “Adam” means plural for mankind... and not a singular 
“person”. What if, as in Gen. 6:1 “...when men began to multiply... and daughters were born unto them”, it meant 
there was more than one Adam and Eve to produce this result? What if the sin from the Garden of Eden, was one of 
sexual transgression, yet within the scope of “racial purity”? What is Eve's transgression was with another Adam 
other than her husband, and by the same token Adam's transgression was with another Eve... before God had 
officially sanctioned this sexual unity? Both pairs then would have gained the knowledge that what they did was in 
disobedience to God's command in Gen. 2:17 “But of the tree of the knowledge of good and evil, thou shalt not eat 
of it:..” and all partaking of the temptation, were punished. Was it perhaps a test that God established.. sort of like a 
parent laying a lollipop on a table and saying “No, not yet”... and the child disobeying and taking it before 
permission was granted? But why would this theory have in the end, created usable results? Because then Seth 
would have had a source for a mate from one other than within his own immediate family... not breaking Yahweh's 
laws against “incest”.  The act of “sex” itself, was to have been experienced – otherwise since Yahweh is 
intelligence itself, and fore-knowledge (since he created everything), he wouldn't have provided the necessary tools 
for creation if he didn't intend them to be used. A creator of the intricacies evident in this world, is no slouch when it 
comes to knowing what he's doing. Yahweh never intended to have two men and no women, for in Leviticus 18:22 
he admonishes “Thou shalt not lie with mankind, as with womankind: it is an abomination.” Yahweh is a God of 
order, and doesn't produce a law unless it is needed to cover a possible action. And God's laws don't get “out of 
date” (e.g. the law of gravity... a constant and unchanging law – the same as all of Yah's laws are constant and 
unchanging... the same as the United States Constitution was to have been the law for new Israel... one that did not 
become “out of date” – but which man has managed to change unto an unworkable tangle. Keep in mind that Adam 
was punished – not destroyed... therefore, it doesn't seem logical that the error or sin was violation of racial purity 
(which under God's law is punishable by death... remember Phinheas?) ..but rather a matter of simple disobedience 
and temporary punishment.

There is another possibility connective with this particular angle. There is a growing feeling that our race 
was sent here from another planet to bring law and order, and teach those already here. Keep in mind now, (and 
don't close the door on conjecture – for unless you were alive at the time of creation – you do not know what did go 
on, except by taking the word of someone who wrote of it in present day – scientific/historical presumptions, or 
someone who wrote of it 2400-2500 years after it supposedly was to have taken place. With Moses listed as its 
author, and so much water over the dam to speak, it may not have been recorded with absolute accuracy... nor re-
copied and translated to language understood by us with accuracy. Consider the fact that if you were to copy a 
manuscript, and being an educated scribe, you believed something was incorrectly stated, or grammatically 
incorrect,.... or possibly you differed in its philosophy – how easy it would have been to accidentally ( or purposely) 
have changed a word here and there, altering the entire meaning.

A colony of our people/folk may have been transported here, via UFO's or spaceships... and before this is 
scoffed at, look at Psalms 68:17 “The chariots of God are 20,000...” and Isaiah 66:15 “For, behold, the Lord will 
come with a fire, and with his chariots like a whirlwind..” And read Chapter one of Ezekiel vs. 4 thru 28 … and 
Ezekiel 30:9 “In that day shall messengers go forth with me in ships..”. Another is Matthew 2:9 “..and lo, the star, 
which they saw in the east, went before them, till it came and stood over where the young child was.” But best of all 
II Kings 2:11 “And it came to pass, as they (Elijah and Elisha) still went on, and talked, that behold, there appeared 
a chariot of fire, and horses of fire, and parted them both asunder; and Elijah went up by a whirlwind into heaven.” 
If readers and students of the Bible wholeheartedly endorse what could well be an imaginary explanation of the 



“Creation” period, then they should have minds open to believe that extraterrestrial space ships brought our folk 
here from the stars – from another planet where Yahweh also reigns... a more developed civilization. Keep in mind, 
the marvels that occurred in earlier times (e.g. the precision building and engineering colossus of the Great 
Pyramids... of Stonehenge of England (and elsewhere world-wide).. an astronomical instrument for accumulating 
observational data as to the movement of both sun and moon as well as eclipses... something that would have been 
important in space travel, and something difficult to have accomplished for a civilization still relatively new on this 
earth... scientists today can't even explain these items satisfactorily. An established colony then would have had the 
quantity of people and quality enough to establish a seed-line without jeopardizing Yahweh's laws of “incest”, and 
keep them within the bounds of “kind after kind” – for would Yahweh be particular about keeping purity throughout 
Gen. 1 in seed, fowl, fish and animal – and neglected to instruct in the most important phase – that of mankind? Not 
hardly, when he thoroughly warns them all thru Leviticus 18 how not to defile the seed, and condemns Esau's 
mixture of races in Genesis 28:8 “And Esau seeing that the daughters of Canaan pleased not Isaac his father; Then 
went Esau unto Ishmael, and took unto the wives which he had Mahalath the daughter of Ishmael, Abraham's son 
(by Hagar the Egyptian handmaiden of Sarah);” – while God blessed the racial purity of Jacob (Esau's brother) in 
Gen. 28:1 “And Isaac called Jacob, and blessed him, and charged him, and said unto him, Thou shalt not take a wife 
of the daughters of Canaan. Arise, go to Padanaram, to the house of Bethuel thy mother's father; and take thee a 
wife from thence of the daughters of Laban, thy mother's brother.”

Arriving finally at the “apple” theory, and the “two seeds of Genesis” thesis, (if we go with the modern 
vernacular that an “apple” was eaten... we then ourselves have changed the Bible... for Gen. 3:2-7 speaks of “fruit” 
and that it was “pleasant to the eyes”, and that “fig leaves” were sewed together to make aprons for themselves once 
they came to the realization a sin had been committed by breaking whatever law it was of God's... but ask 
yourselves... does it make common sense that merely the taking of a piece of fruit (whether apple or fig) would 
result in the drastic banishment from Eden, and for so long a time when God himself sent figs for them to eat when 
they were hungry in the beginning of their banishment outside the Garden, according to the Lost Books of the 
Bible? Or that if – as in the “two seeds” thesis, that Eve was bred (seduced) by a being called Satan which would 
have been of a different seed line than herself, and though it may have resulted in Cain as the progenitor of a Satanic 
seed line, it would have destroyed the usefulness of Eve... for Yahweh would certainly not have allowed His royal 
seed line to follow in a vessel defiled by Satan. Therefore, these theories won't hold water.

However, the two seed line theory could have started with Cain (born of Adam and Eve) marrying into 
another race – that of a descendant of Lucifer-Satan... who very well may have bred the pre-Adamic race in his fury 
after his fall from power and prominence (when he tried to usurp God's place in Heaven), in order to build up an 
army to fight God's descendants here on the earth – resulting also in a seed line or the basis for the jew's claim of 
being fathered by Abraham, since Abraham (of the royal line) fathered Ishmael (thru Hagar) – and though this son 
was not of the royal lineage – Ishmael's descendancy from Abraham and mingling with Esau's race provided the 
basis of the Esau/Edomite blend thru which the jews try to come in thru the back door in John 8:33 “We be 
Abraham's seed...”, and fulfilling also the claim of John 8:44 where thru miscegenation, Yahshua charges the jews 
“Ye are of your father the devil and the lusts of your father ye will do...” and John 8:23 “Ye are from beneath; I am 
from above; ye are of this world; I am not of this world...” clearly showing also that there were indeed two seed 
lines, but showing the impossibility of both having originated from Eve directly.

Blending in with the above – is another possibility – like the others, only a conjecture – but then, what isn't, 
since there is no eyewitness available? Is it not possible that Adam and Eve partook of the knowledge of sex that 
Yahweh was not ready yet to impart to them from witnessing a sexual act between the fallen angel Lucifer (Satan) 
and the pre-Adamite (Negroid race), and practiced what they saw – with this forbidden knowledge being the 
beginning of what we know as good and evil today? But regardless of “apple”, “seed”, or “punishment” - there is 
still no way of producing a seed line without incest... unless: 1. there were more than one Adam and Eve; or 2. 
unless our White Race came from another planet.

Now, before coming to a close, and while thought processes are whirling – put another thought in the hopper 
of some pages back when we discussed the authenticity of the entire Bible, rather than portions of it being the Word 
of God, and portions being the word of man. We all constantly refer to a “Concordance” as the “gospel” - the truth- 
but keep in mind that Dr. James Strong – a professor in 1800's of Theology (and others who created similar 
Concordances) were still men – and the authors of the Lexicons (or Bible dictionaries) were also just men. Are we 
to depend solely on what one such “man” says is the truth – or what 1. common sense, 2. cross-referencing or 
double or triple witnessing of events and prophesied events to come, shows as that which is to be believed? As has 
been said earlier, historic record is written by the one in control, making their side appear the “good guy” with the 



“white hat” – but revisionists now are showing the falsity of previously accepted “facts of history”, therefore – 
would the man recorded record of the Bible any different?

Earth, in its present form, may well have been a giant testing ground – whereby once the kinks are worked 
out, all the scrap will be destroyed – and hopefully we're at that point in time now, and after the destruction of the 
chaff, the remaining wheat will be the prototype God uses to populate a planet where he can walk freely amongst 
the inhabitants – enjoying their company as he first did in Eden. In this theory of possibility, it will not be just 
whether a race he has selected as “His” people will obey rules of procedure as to mating – but as to honesty and 
covetousness, as well as all other observance of His law. A greeting card sent by a prisoner brought this to mind – 
that of African elephants with huge Ivory tusks – only obtained thru killing the animal. Man thus has a choice to 
make from this stumbling block of temptation put in his path... will his greed supplant the animals need? If so – at 
least 4 Commandments will be broken: 1. covetousness of another's property, 2. murder to acquire that property, 3. 
stealing that which is not his; 4. placing greed on an altar higher than love for God.

Some figures to consider in closing – that of condensation of time. When the first five chapters of Genesis 
cover a period of approximately 1550 years (and in our particular Bibles, this covers only 5 to 15 pages... depending 
on which Bible) – yet the balance of time from 2448 B.C., to present time (approximately 4500 years) covers 1,000 
to 1,200 pages... doesn't that indicate that this abridgment of Creation has left out some vital information? 
Information we as children of our living God are entitled to know? And who has been this perpetrator of evilness? 
Well, consider a number of points:

1. Who generally “wrote” or scribed the Bible?
2. Who is the one who has infiltrated every government (including the Sanhedrin of Christ's time)?
3. Who has the Bible's physical records or scrolls or tablets?
4. Who is the anti-Christ?
5. Who did Christ condemn?
6. Who has stolen Semitic history (Shem) and reversed it charging us with Antisemitism?
7. Who is it that is crying “persecuted”, while they conduct the most wicked of all persecutions?
8. Who is trying to remove the Bible from schools, homes, churches, government?
9. Who is the leader in slavery – from ancient times to the present?
10. Who are our “Judeo-Christian 'church'” people giving the title to, that Yahweh reserved for his “special” 

people?
11. Who holds governmental positions of absolute control in this once “Christian” nation – yet are anti-

Christian?
12. Who is draining this nation financially dry of its life blood – making us the sacrificial lamb on their altar of 

the hate born in them from their father the devil (John 8:44)

For those of you who have read this far, I pray that this treatise has stirred your research powers and in searching 
further – Yahshua's words (John 8:32) will bear fruit... “Ye shall know the truth, and the truth shall make you free.”


