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Despite what many believe, mythology is not fairy tales for simpletons; on the contrary, it is a 

very complex discipline. My goal is to abolish the confusion, idolums and ipsedixitisms which seems to 

permeate personal believes regarding deities and myth. The English clergyman William Paley (1743 – 

1805) was quoted as stating “Condemnation without investigation is the height of ignorance.” In my new 

book, Hallowed Be Thy Name: Lucifer, Origins & Revelation, I base my thesis on citing from religious 

texts and well-established facts. Some have simply laughed at the notion of presenting facts with such a 

work, gratuitously believing it to be an oxymoron. Thus far this assertion has been met with reactionary 

dismissal, denial and rejection. What constitutes a mythological fact? 

A mythological fact is one that experts in the field have come to a consensus on. Facts are found 

within the etymology, symbology, philology and narratives. There is no oxymoron there. The narratives 

must be treated according to what texts actually say, not what one thinks they should say. However, this 

does not necessarily dictate a literal interpretation. Absurdities must be addressed and either deciphered or 

dismissed, according to the available relative evidence and information. It is not enough to merely rely on 

the conclusions and opinions of experts though. One must use his or her own faculties of logic and reason 

to determine whether or not the established facts are acceptable. Truth is dynamic. The meaning of what 

is considered true changes and adapts over time with the emergence of new information. With deeper 

understanding, we may need to revise interpretations to come to a more pure form of the truth of things.  

Too often people have interpreted ancient texts to suit their own paradigms and theologies. This 

has been most popularly shown with the works of Joseph Campbell. Campbell showed mythology’s 

metaphors and motifs, but he did not give our most ancient ancestors the benefit of the doubt. I propose a 

new approach to myth, one which lets the texts speak for themselves. However, this is not enough, for 

within the texts is a mix of ceremonies, rituals, festivals, rites, customs, precepts, divine laws and 

narratives. They also contain myths that are clearly extant for the express purpose to teach lessons. 

Therefore, one must first be able to discern between them all in order to find any real truths. Just because 

we find stories which are obviously allegorical or to teach morality does not mean all myths can be 

explained away as such. Skepticism is healthy, but it does not equate with condemnation.  

Mythology is the foundation of religious belief, and we all know religion is based on faith. 

Unfortunately, myth is too often dismissed as something unimportant, even though it is the most 

important element in the world’s religious faiths. Before Alfred Russel Wallace and Charles Darwin 

published their theories of evolution by natural selection, it was commonly believed that human beings 

were created by the gods and that there was historical truth in myths. But the scientific establishment, 

which was opposed to religion (and largely still is), quickly embraced evolution. They spread their new 

doctrine far and wide, implementing it in school curriculums and publishing subsequent works in its 

support. Within a short span of time, the general populous grabbed hold of it and, with the help of the 

scientific community, banished mythology to the realm of fiction.  



Centuries of persecution, torture and bloodshed by the Catholic Church and other religious 

institutions was a bane most of the world wished desperately to be free from and the theory of evolution 

was the way out. However, the faiths that have a prosperous history of violence and condemnation to 

heretics and unbelievers continue to thrive, so it is of the utmost importance to understand who these 

deities are, particularly the Abrahamic god. As I prove in my book, the Abrahamic deities are conflations 

and amalgamations of older deities, primarily from Mesopotamia but are also found with the Greeks, 

Egyptians, Indians, Maya, Aztec and many other civilizations. Yahweh, Jehovah and Allah are all the 

same deity; Satan, Lucifer and Iblis are also the same deity. Let me give a brief demonstration.  

Allah is an Arabic word, literally meaning “the God.” It derives from the word Allahu, which is a 

contraction of al, “the” and Ilah, “God.” Allahu is linguistically related to the word Elohim, which is the 

plural of El, the Semitic “God” of the Bible. El is the formation of the noun eloah, interchangeable with 

elohim. El is both male and female, embodying the dyadic, androgenic and hermaphroditic deity and 

Elohim encompasses gods and/or goddesses. El is the elder god of the Canaanite pantheon but is also 

used, among others, as a name for Yahweh. Yahweh is also known as Jael (e.g., ApMos. 29:4) which is 

also a name of Jehovah. But the name Jehovah is a late medieval artificial construction from the Hebrew 

JHVH (derived from YHWH, the vocalization of Yahweh) and the vowels of the Phoenician Adonai, “the 

Lord” (adon means “lord”). Adonai is the secret name of Jehovah, which may be what Lilith shouted to 

escape Adam in the Garden of Eden. Inserting the Hebrew character ש Shin into in the middle of the name 

Jehovah, the word Jehoshua, or Jesus, is formed: יהשוה. This is why Jesus is the incarnated Jehovah. The 

linguistics prove it, but not the narrative, for Jesus claims to be the son of man, not the son of God (Matt. 

9:6; 26:64 Mark 2:10; 8:31; 14:62; Luke 5:4; 9:22; 22:69; Acts 7:56, NT). These linguistic connections, 

among many others in my book, prove that Allah, Yahweh and Jehovah are the same deity; hence he is 

referred to as the Abrahamic god, the god of Abraham.  

These same etymological techniques, along with symbology, can be used to determine the 

identity of the “adversary” as well, as I prove in my book. The countenance and personality of 

Satan/Lucifer/Iblis was influenced by pagans of the Celts, Teutons, Greeks, Egyptians, Persians and Slavs 

in addition to those of Mesopotamia. Unbeknownst to most, Satan is closely intertwined with the 

Goddess.  

Like the Abrahamic god, the Goddess is a conflation and amalgamation as well. Asherah is 

known as the wife and consort of Yahweh, hidden in the Old Testament under the name of El. They bore 

twins, Shahar and Shalem, the dawn and evening lights, respectively. They both are references to Venus, 

the morning star of evening and dawn, as well as Lucifer, a Latin word literally meaning “light-bringing,” 

derived from the Latin lucis or lux, “light” and ferre, “carry.” This is shown in the astrotheological 

paradigm, but it is more substantial than this. The original feminine dawn was known as Heōs, the same 

featured in the writings of Homer and Hesiod. Heōs is the dawn bringer and father of Heosphoros, the 

Morning Star Venus and Lucifer of the Greeks. Heōs is also known as the Indo-European Usas, who had 

a son named Helel, the son of the dawn, signifying Venus. The Canaanite Asherah is also known as 

hokma in Hebrew, meaning “wisdom,” symbolized as the dove and is an ancient title of Isis. Wisdom 

correlates with and is the meaning of the Gnostic goddess Sophia, who, as her epithet Sosphita, is 

identified with Juno and the Sumerian Nammu. Sophia is also the Jewish Shekhina, the Holy ghost or 

spirit, derived from the Vedic Shakti, the tantric name of Kali Ma.  

Isis is also Aphrodite and paradoxically Artemis of the Greeks, who is the Roman Diana, a 

compound of De Iāna, which signifies Jana, feminine of Janus, who is the root name of Jehovah. With 

these correlations we begin to see what I call the Gordian nature of deity. God and Goddess are 

completely convoluted. Not only does one become interchangeable with another, but God derives from 

Goddess, who is his sister, wife and consort. For example, when all connections are made, we see Allah is 

from Allatu, Anu from Antu, Ba’al from Ba’alat (Asherah), Ashur from Asherah (Ishtar), Enlil from 

Ninlil, El from Elath, etc. The one thing that separates them all into unique identities are the narratives. Of 

course, the explanations I present here are oversimplifications, but should give the reader a good idea of 

their complexities. 



Not all deities are this difficult to identify. It is so of the Abrahamic deities because, 

etymologically, the god Jehovah (Yahweh/Allah) was originally derived from the Sanskrit word yahveh, 

meaning “everflowing,” according to author Merlin Stone. Yahweh is “everflowing” with the gods and 

goddesses of cultures past, which is exactly what the writers of the Old Testament wanted. They sought to 

assimilate all other deities into him so that anyone of any faith would be able to see their god or goddess 

in him, which rendered conversion a far easier task. However, incorporating all deities into Yahweh was 

not enough, for they also transmogrified them all, demoting them to mere angels and demons. The Bible 

did not keep most of the epithets of the older gods, but instead simply replaced them with El, Elohim, 

God, Lord, Yahweh, Jehovah, etc. This is why it is believed the Abrahamic god is the one true god—

because his existence suppresses the identities of all other gods.  

Once we understand these truths, we must then look to the narratives. The first eleven chapters of 

the book of Genesis is the foundation of the Old Testament, New Testament and Qur’an. It is there where 

we must focus. To do so, we must use a method known as intertextuality.  

Intertextuality is a process by which the meaning of a text or textual account is shaped by other 

interdependent textual material, by assessing and analyzing how each stand in relation to one another, 

how related texts influence, reflect, or differ from each other along with their pertaining culture. Scholar 

Lewis Spence elucidates: “This is what is known to mythologists as “the test of recurrence.” If one part of 

a myth be found in one part of the world, and another overlapping section of it in another part, it is 

demonstrably clear that these are floating fragments of a once homogeneous myth, and that the parts of 

these which do not correspond are supplementary to each other, linked together by those which do 

correspond.” Thus, once we realize the deities are the same, we can then piece together the larger tapestry 

of their narratives. 

The only definitive proof we have of the gods’ existence is in our ancient writings. Therefore, 

theology demands a literary study, not a scientific one. Furthermore, the narratives of the gods are 

unanimously believed to have taken place on earth, so we must implement a technique known as 

Euhemerism.  

In the fourth century B.C., Cassander, king of Macedon, retained a philosopher and mythographer 

in his court whose name was Euhemeros. He believed the gods were real beings of flesh and blood that 

once existed on earth during what is most commonly referred to as a “golden age.” According to him, the 

gods were heroes and rulers during this forgotten time whose status were later apotheosized and exploits 

exaggerated. I take issue with his last point, for I do not believe the gods looked human, or were even 

human at all. They were a race unto themselves and the masters of what we commonly call prehistory. In 

the Euhemeristic sense, mythology is a record of prehistory, but such a view was nearly erased 

completely with the dawn of Darwinism. Euhemerism is not a new approach to myth, but due to the fact 

that it has been thus far lacking in modern scholarship, it may as well be new.  

My argument for Euhemerism rests on the astrotheological paradigm and the myth of Jesus. 

Contrary to popular belief, Jesus of the New Testament is a mythic figure, not a historic one. Nowhere 

outside scripture does he exist and this is proven in his life as an astrological allegory of the celestial Sun, 

which is why he is believed to be the son (sun) of God. As the celestial Sun, he rises (is “born”) each day, 

saving the world from the darkness of night; with its rays, the Sun gives life to the earth, allowing the 

flora and subsequently the fauna to flourish. Thus we read: “Then spake Iesus againe vnto them, saying, I 

am the light of the world : he that followeth mee, shall not walke in darkenesse, but shall haue the light of 

life.” (John 8:12, NT; cf. 1:5 & 9:5). Jesus is a savior, albeit at the end of a lengthy list of predecessors, 

including Krishna of India, Chang-ti of China, Mithra of Persia, Iao of Nepaul, Hesus of the Celts, 

Thammuz of Babylon and Dumuzi of Sumeria, just to name a few. Horus of Egypt is the direct 

predecessor to Jesus, for Horus in Greek is Iesus, who is Jesus. 

Three “wise men” are said to have followed a “star in the east” which led them to Jesus upon his 

birth. (Matt. 2:1-2, NT) This “Star in the East” or “star of Bethlehem” is Sirius, the brightest star in the 

night sky. On December 24th, the star Sirius aligns with the three stars of Orion’s Belt: Alnitak, Alnilam 

and Mintaka; these three stars were known to the ancients as the Three Kings, which are three “wise 

men,” also known as the three Magi by the Persians and Brahmins: Gaspar (or Caspar), Melchior, and 



Balshazzar (or Balthasar). The number 3 is significant because it is the unification of duality, clearly seen 

in the Trinity. Sirius, aligned with Alnitak, Alnilam and Mintaka, all point to the Sun as it rises at the 

dawn of December 25th. Sirius is seen between the three kings and the sun, which is why they followed 

the star in the night to the birth of Jesus, as the sunrise begins at midnight. At the mark of the winter 

solstice, the sun is at its nadir and appears in stasis for 3 days. With the waning of the days from August 

and September due to the sun traveling southward, and the waxing of the cold weather along with crop 

depletion, the ancients naturally associated death with this time of year and symbolized it as such―a clear 

reflection of the state of agriculture. During the 3 days (December 22nd, 23rd and 24th), the sun is seen in 

the vicinity of the constellation Crux (the Latin word for “cross”), the Southern Cross and appears to 

“hang.” After the 3 days, on December 25th, the sun begins its ascension in the sky once more, rising 1° 

north, and continues until the summer solstice where it is at its zenith in the terrestrial sky. For 3 days 

prior to the vernal equinox the sun is at its nadir in the terrestrial sky at which point it appeared to the 

ancients “dead,” i.e., in stasis. On March 25th, the sun begins its ascent. Thus we read of Jesus dying on 

the cross and resurrecting from his burial tomb after 3 days (Matt. 17:35-28:10; Mark 15:25-16:8; Luke 

23:33-24:31, NT). 

Jesus is the latest agricultural savior symbolized by the Sun. He has never existed outside the 

pages of scripture, nor will he ever. Anyone who believes in the historicity of Jesus, Buddha, Krishna, or 

any other savior figure is a Euhemerist. In fact, to believe in the historicity of the savior is to believe in 

the historicity of all the other saviors, many of whom are prominent gods of mythology. Therefore, if one 

asserts Jesus existed, then all the gods of mythology had existed; the two cannot be divided. But the gods 

have been explained away by many with projecting their identities and stories into the stars. This is called 

astrotheology, or the “worship of the heavens,” most popularly seen in the precession of the equinoxes. 

The paradox is that if astrotheology is correct, then Jesus is a mere allegory, along with the rest. However, 

if Jesus existed, as millions claim, then mythology must be treated in a historical context.  

Astrotheology is a theory, not a proof. The astrotheological paradigm is the one that has been 

accepted by mainstream academia and is why it has been assumed to be true. In addition to this, the works 

of Erich von Däniken and Zecharia Sitchin have popularized the ancient astronaut theory. But in my book 

I show why the gods are not cosmic beings and prove that Nibiru does not only not exist, but that there is 

no legitimate reason to believe the Sumerians ever even mentioned a planet named Nibiru that Sitchin 

described and championed. Texts do depict the gods descending from the heavens, but the word heaven 

means “sky,” which is the firmament, not the cosmos. The Christian sense of a heavenly place or a state 

of bliss is from the late 14th century A.D. The gods are telluric and the War in Heaven took place on earth, 

not in outer space. However, if one limits oneself to reading the Bible, these facts will remain unknown. 

If one turns to the Bible as the sole source of information on anything, one will know nothing. 

The story of Genesis is an absurdly condensed and annotated version of older myths, notably the Enûma 

Eliš, the Babylonian story of creation, featuring the gods of Sumer and Akkad. It also draws on 

Christianity’s predecessor, Gnosticism. The Nag Hammadi Scriptures reveal more truth and shed more 

light on the Bible than perhaps any other text. Of near equal importance is the Pseudepigrapha of the Old 

Testament, which is a collection of tractates which were rejected by the Council of Nicea, for they reveal 

too much truth. The Jewish Haggadah, the biblical Apocrapha, the myths of Canaan, Sumer, Akkad, 

Greece, Egypt, Persia, India and even as far as the Americas, all have influences which are found in the 

Bible. Because of this, as well as the Gordian nature of deity, we must conflate these myths logically to be 

able to see the truth of them. However, it is not so simple, for many past mistakes must be recognized and 

banished. 

Perhaps the biggest mistake laypeople and researchers alike make, is the passage of Gen. 6: “And 

it came to pass when men began to be numerous upon the earth, and daughters were born to them, that the 

sons of God having seen the daughters of men that they were beautiful, took to themselves wives of all 

whom they chose. And the Lord God said, My Spirit shall certainly not remain among these men for ever, 

because they are flesh, but their days shall be an hundred and twenty years. Now the giants were upon the 

earth in those days; and after that when the sons of God were wont to go in to the daughters of men, they 

bore children to them, whose were the giants of old, the men of renown.” (Gen. 6:2-5, OT) The gibbōrīm, 



“mightie men,” (NT) the “men of renown,” termed gigantes and anglicized as giants in the Septuagint are 

the transliterated Hebrew word nephīlīm. Most believe the word is related to naphal meaning “to fall.” 

Such interpretations have led to the assumption of many that the giants, or the Nephilim, were the fallen 

angels who allied alongside Lucifer during the rebellion. This is not in the least bit true. The reason so 

much attention is paid to the Nephilim is simply due to this error. Verily, the Nephilim were just one tribe 

of giants during those days; others include the Emim, Rephaim, Gibborim, Zamzummim, Anakim and 

Ivvim. 

Another glaring misconception people have concerns the forbidden fruit of the Eden story. The 

biblical narrative is filled with paronomasias. It has always been believed that the fruit was an apple, but 

there is no evidence for it. When the Bible was being translated into Latin, particularly the Vulgate, the 

translators used the Latin word for “bad,” malus, interchangeably with the word for “apple,” malum. 

Thus, people began to believe the fruit was the source of bringing all sin and evil into the world, much 

like Pandora’s Jar. But in fact, the fruits’ resemblance was more akin to grapes on a vine. Through the aid 

of the angel Iaoel, Abraham gazed into a vision before him: “And I looked at the picture, and my eyes ran 

to the side of the garden of Eden. And I saw there a man very great in height and terrible in breadth, 

incomparable in aspect, entwined with a woman who was also equal to the man in aspect and size. And 

they were standing under a tree of Eden, and the fruit of the tree was like the appearance of a bunch of 

grapes of the vine.” (ApAb. 23:4-7)  

However, I propose the fruit was not grapes at all, but magic mushrooms. The most telling piece 

of evidence is in the Gnostic scriptures, as we read: “Their minds opened.” (Orig. World 119) We also 

read: “You opened his mind” (Orig. World 111) and Satan himself told Eve her “eyes will be opened” 

(ApMos. 18:3; cf. Gen. 3:5, OT) which is restated in other texts. This corresponds to the “third eye” 

chakra in Hindu tradition, entwined with the serpentine Kundalini energy and the pursuit of 

enlightenment. “But the snake was wiser than all the other animals in paradise, and he persuaded Eve by 

saying, “On the day that you eat from the tree that is in the middle of paradise, the eyes of your mind will 

be opened.” (Testim. Truth 45-6) The Old Testament does not use the word “snake,” it uses the word 

serpent, which is a generic term for a reptile. The fact is that it was Satan himself, who is no snake, but a 

dragon-like being: “And behind the tree was standing (something) like a dragon in form, but having hands 

and feet like a man’s, on his back six wings on the right and six on the left. And he was holding the 

grapes of the tree and feeding them to the two I saw entwined with each other.” (ApAb. 23:8) As I show 

in my book, I believe the gods as a race were dragon-like in form. Satan’s actions in the garden were to 

free Adam and Eve from servitude. Indeed, he stated: “For I do not want you to be ignorant . . .” (ApMos. 

18:1) He saved us from ignorance, a state in which Yahweh wished to keep us. 

This was not the only time Lucifer saved humanity. He was, in fact, the one to instruct Noah to 

build the Ark. To understand why and how this is, one must understand that Yahweh embodies duality 

and even states it himself: “I am he that prepared light, and formed darkness; who make peace, and create 

evil; I am the Lord God, that does all these things.” (Isa. 45:7, OT) Duality can be seen in the rival deities 

as far back as Mesopotamia with Enki and Enlil. The former is Satan and the latter is Yahweh, which I 

fully prove in my book. Enki/Satan created us, the human race, which is why he was so concerned with 

Adam and Eve, who were his prototypes. The mythic record does not deny evolution, it offers an 

alternative explanation. Enki took a species which had already existed and mixed the genes of it with 

those of a slain god, who was the leader of a rebellion. In the Epic of Gilgamesh we see Noah, as Uta-

napishti, instructed by his god Enki (Satan) to build a “boat” (which was actually a cube) so that he and 

his ilk may escape the coming flood. The flood of Genesis was an orchestrated, planned event, caused by 

Enlil/Yahweh in order to annihilate humanity, along with the giants and other creatures, because they 

were too noisy and burdensome for him. For Enki/Satan’s deeds in insuring our survival, he was 

maligned, demonized and banished. Today, the vast majority of humanity continues to turn their backs on 

him, even though we should be embracing him, as he once did us. 


