A Pseudo-Scientific Community

 Occult, pseudoscientific beliefs embedded in the education system are one of the major problems of modern society. A number of the education system’s postulates are akin to those postulated by religious sects. 
What’s the difference between religion or occult teachings and science?

1. It’s not grounded in precise knowledge or supported by tangible evidence, but uses a kind of teaching that is passed along by a group having unquestioned authority.
2. Only the "dedicated" can grasp the essence of the doctrines; others are not able to this.

3. Everything the "authorities" teach is expected to be taken on faith, without you expressing doubts or discussing matters. In addition, a rigid, vertical hierarchy is in place, where the lower level is entirely dependent on the higher-ups, replete with a system of repression brought to bear against those who dare to express doubts or, at least, require logical and convincing evidence.

All this is a fairly accurate description of life in modern, materialistic "science", whose adherents are nothing but a totalitarian sect.
As an example, let’s take a 'scientific' postulate familiar to us from childhood – the theory of the origin of man.  After all, it’s the starting point of almost all the sciences (outside of the exact sciences). According to Darwin's Theory of Evolution (not confirmed by anyone or anything), modern man "appeared" from a series of evolving apes: Australopithecus, Pithecanthropus, Sinanthropus, etc. Straightening the legs of bow-legged Pithecanthropus is important and fundamental for a variety of sciences. Can you imagine what would happen to science and history, if suddenly this postulate were to be recognized as erroneous? But that’s beside the point; we're talking about the origin of this given postulate. Note that it’s a scientific postulate upon which the whole "temple" of modern science rests.

 What is science’s most salient feature? Of course, it’s to prove hypotheses. Only irrefutable facts can convince a real scientist. He won’t accept anything else. Whatever you propose with heated emotions and waving of hands, he’ll quietly lay down his glasses and calmly say, "I’m a scientist. I can’t be led by emotions. Everything that you’re so ardently defending is subject to confirmation. I only believe in irrefutable facts! "
That is what distinguishes scientists from representatives of all kinds of religious cults. Representatives of religions say, "You have to believe!" Scientists argue back, "Provide evidence; then we’ll believe!" Representatives of the humanities are no exception. They use the same logic and terminology. They, too, will say that "the foundation stone" of their science is conclusively proven facts. They simply won’t accept anything else. That’s how they always are everywhere. It would be this way in the current time, too, if there were not such a dubious footing to the foundation of modern science, or rather, if it were not making such an obviously untenable scientific assertion.
Scientists are more trustworthy than anyone. They know that no monkey skeletons have been found confirming their relationship with man. No transitional species between ape and man has been found. In the scientific community this is called the problem of the "missing link".
 The scientists’ claim that they’ll "soon find the missing link," recently celebrated an auspicious anniversary. It’s been 150 years. This expectation of “soon” expects to live an eternal life, as the "missing link" will never be found. The search for it will never cease; they’ll never tire of the "missing link" in the "temple of science".
There’s nothing secret about this. Every student ought to know it. No ‘irrefutable facts’ confirming the origin of man from apes have been found. This is the main undeniable fact. This fact is the one from which scientists should draw their beliefs. But what do we see in reality? Completely the opposite! Scientists believe that man evolved from apes, and they don’t require evidence of this nonsense! Why? What motive is driving scientists in this case? What explains their unnatural behavior?

Really – what indeed? There’s no irrefutable proof of man’s origin from the apes. That means that scientists, in accordance with their methods should declare: “This question may only be added to our list of scientific theories once there is irrefutable evidence of the relation of man to apes. But for now, we’re sorry. We can’t consider it because otherwise we couldn’t be considered scientists.”
In practice, however, for some reason, scientists’ reason here requires no hard facts. They claim that man evolved from apes, based on something else. So what is this "other"? Alas, there aren’t too many options for the answer to this question. Actually, there’s only one: blind, fanatical faith!
They have a belief that man evolved from apes. Faith is deep and sensual; it doesn’t require conclusive evidence. Belief is accompanied by HOPE that someday in the future, the “missing link” will suddenly be accidentally discovered.
 Faith, indeed, along with hope, forces scientists to place the question of the simian origin of man at the base of science, and likewise of history. Do the terms "faith" and "hope" belong to scientific terminology? In what way is science different than religion? It’s altogether curious how modern explanations differentiate religion from science.
"Science is a system of knowledge which reveals laws governing the development of nature and society and which shows ways the world is influenced." "Science is the study of physical and social phenomena by observation, experimentation, classification, and a search for universal general laws and explanations." "Science is a form of social consciousness, representing a historically established system of ranked knowledge, the truth of which is checked in social practice."
"Religion is a fantastical reflection in the minds of people that outside forces rule over them in their daily life. In this reflection, terrestrial forces assume the form of supernatural ones." "Religion is a worldview incompatible with the scientific world outlook. It’s based on a belief in the existence of supernatural forces that control the world." "Reverence based on unscientific beliefs."

Thus, science is based on compelling, proven things. Religion satisfies itself with fantastic inner reflection and faith incompatible with the scientific worldview. To which of these two camps should we include this "attitude" of faith in the simian origin of man? According to all scientific methods and views, faith can be attributed solely to the religious perception of the universe, and not to the scientific. Therefore, if we were to use the arguments of scientists basing their arguments on the simian origin of man, we’d be lacking scientific rigor. This is the religious world!
Of course, faith in the simian origin of man could hardly be called a religion by any means. Otherwise, any fool who came up with some sort of fairy tale that he believed in would be declared a “creator of a new religion." But in the category of sectarian, totalitarian doctrines this worldview hits right on.
Let's look at a definition of religion as "reverence based on unscientific beliefs." We see how entire sections and chapters in scientific journals are devoted to the monkey. The monkey is the starting point of these sciences. This cult of the monkey is heavily defended from attacks and inculcated in pupils already in primary schools. People that don’t support the monkey traditions aren’t awarded degrees.
So what is this, if not open, clear "reverence for monkeys, based on unscientific beliefs"? Sooner or later, this phenomenon should be given a fitting name and definition. Whatever technique we use to classify it, it can only be called one thing: MONKEY WORSHIP – however strange or ridiculous it sounds. We have to admit that modern science has made a totalitarian imposition on everyone in the education system, no exceptions.
However much scientists distance themselves from anything having to do with the concept of "religion", it doesn’t change anything. Their beliefs are based only on a fanatical faith. Indeed, that they consider their "sectarian delusion" to be the truth only goes to prove their sectarian origins.

People who worship the monkey are so fanatical that Muslims and Christians could learn from them. Try to convince monkey worshipers that man didn’t evolve from apes, but appeared in some other way. You’ll get a powerful backlash! At the end of the conversation, when he’s run out of arguments, he’ll yell, sputter, and climb with fists raised to defend his monkey beliefs. And his arguments, as you yourselves know, run out quickly. Scientists who try to defend the concept of the divine origin of man (the concepts of vitalism and creationism) confirm that "monkey worship" is the most aggressive sect. It’s seized power in the education system around the world, including the reins of management science. Everyone who disagrees with them is declared to be false, a pseudo-scientist, anathema. Although, in reality they’re the pseudo-scientists, monkey worshipers that they are, and they can only belong to the "pseudo-scientific" community.
The transition from vitalism to monkey worship in science didn’t occur in a "natural" way or as the result of "progress", but under the pressure of money. Scientists are, in the main, dependent on others – on sponsors. In the middle of the 19th century, bankers and industrialists who funded Marxism began actively to implement and support atheistic trends in science. This they did, while they themselves were not atheists.
George Marchenko, a biographical analyst of Marx’s life, stresses that Marx, at the age of seventeen, was initiated into a secret sect of Satanists, and that his whole life was aimed at getting people to forget their highest mission. Verses of the young Marx say a lot about his inner world: 
"I've lost the heavens and know it full well. 

My soul, once dedicated to God, is now predestined for hell."
"Words that I learn have gotten stirred up into a devilish stew. You see, everyone can think whatever he wants! "
"I hurl my glove contemptuously into the face to the world. And I see it falling, which cools my hatred. While I pour a mighty force into my words, I feel equal to the Creator!"
"I will raise my throne high. Cold and terrible will be its peak! Its foundation – superstitious trembling. The host of the ceremony – pitch black agony. . .”
 "And you, personified humanity, with the mighty power of my hand, 

I can grasp and crush with fierce force 

While in the darkness an abyss shines in front of you and me,
You’ll fall down it, and I’ll follow you, laughing and whispering in your ear, ‘Come down with me, my friend!’ "
"God neither wishes to lead the way in art nor to know of it either;
This has penetrated my consciousness together with black fog. 
My heart is charmed as long as it still beats: 
I’ve made a deal with Satan, ... "
It’s absolutely not true that Marx pursued ideals of spiritual help for humanity. Quite to the contrary, in the preface to his thesis, Marx quotes Prometheus ("In truth, I hate all the gods"). This certainly illustrates well his philosophy, based as it is on a hatred of all the gods in Heaven and on Earth. Neither does it recognize the human consciousness as the supreme deity. It should be emphasized that Marx and his associates, though speaking out against God’s will, were not atheists. At least, they weren’t in the sense that their modern successors would use the term. They believed in God and life after death. There’s a mystery concealed in Marxism, known to very few. Lenin wrote, a half century later, that no Marxist had grasped Marx. That is, openly renouncing God, they hated Him in whose existence they had no doubts. They didn’t challenge the existence of God, namely, His sovereignty.
Anyone who thinks Marx was a distinguished economist is mistaken. As an economist, he could only seem to lose money, for example, by playing the stock market. A Lieutenant Chekhov, who had also taken part in the 1848 revolution with Marx, spent the night in drinking bouts with him. He noted that “narcissism had absorbed all the good that he’d once had.” Marx didn’t love humanity. Matsini, who knew him well, wrote that inside him was a spirit of destruction. "His heart was torn by a hatred of, rather than a love for, the people," writes Fritz Radets in his book, "Karl Marx". Contemporaries of Marx provide no evidence to reject this. This myth of Marx loving all people was systematically and meticulously crafted after his death.
Marx's doctrine contains many insidious "errors." Marx said that religion teaches us that happiness can only come after your death. In fact, this is not so. True religion teaches us how to live happily HERE AND NOW. It teaches us that sustainable development and a prosperous society are only possible on a foundation of elevated relationships, lofty values, and being in love and harmony with the world. The secret of sustainable economic prosperity is reflected in the Vedic formula "dharma → artha → kama → moksha." When people are honest and not cheating each other, people perform their duties (dharma), society reaches all-round prosperity (artha), which gives the satisfaction of material desires (kama) and elevation (moksha). This is only possible in the spirit of service to God.
  Marx said that the profit that capitalists derive is evil. But deriving a profit is not evil; evil is not using it in the spirit of serving God to improve people's lives and society. Entrepreneurs (vaisyas) become usurpers of capitalism when they no longer live in harmony with God and become infected with the spirit of competition.  Only in an atmosphere of self-centeredness and atheism does the societal ‘metabolism’, so to speak, break down. Businessmen, rather than sharing with the community the benefits they receive, end up localizing it with themselves. As a result, in some parts of the social organism, an unhealthy obesity begins to form, whereas in other parts, it’s dystrophy.
In a God-centered society, rulers (Kshatriyas) support a healthy "metabolism" – that is, justice – caring in the name of God for the welfare of every member of society. In the absence of spiritual knowledge, rulers allow businessmen "to fatten up”, that is, to accumulate capital for themselves rather than use it for the benefit of others. Eventually the leaders themselves become dependent on them. By eliminating the harmonizing principle, spiritual knowledge, and faith in God, declaring it all "a source of evil," Marx deliberately sent people down a false path to hell.
After reading Darwin’s "The Origin of Species", Marx wrote an enthusiastic letter to Lassalle, rejoicing over the fact that God, at least in the natural sciences, had, in his opinion, received a fatal blow. He felt Darwin's theory should be adopted, defended, and promoted as widely as possible. Marxism was aimed at making people lose their human dignity and confidence in the fact that they have a higher purpose and that they were intended to return to the Source. Marx openly proclaimed his demonic ideas though the uninitiated take them figuratively and superficially.
Few people realize that many of the problems of modern society were conceived long before they appeared. Just as little do people see what role science has played in them since adopting Charles Darwin’s theory. Today his theory is taught by professors around the world. It’s considered advantageous to those who seek to control humanity through money because, according to Marx, man is essentially a womb which must constantly be filled, and people's interests lie only in economics and finance.

Behind-the-scenes political leaders spread atheism as a shield, ostensibly protecting democracy, wreaking havoc in society and earning good money in the murky waters of corruption and unscrupulousness. Aiming only for self-aggrandizement and unlimited power, they’ve wanted to kill God, but since that isn’t possible, they try to break the link between people and their Supreme Source, their Supreme Purpose, widely spreading systems of atheistic, materialistic, and monetary values ​​in society.
Representatives of satanic organizations believe in God, of course. But in order to control people like animals, they relegate all mankind to the animal level, through science, culture, and art (directed by their financing). They patronize and carefully cultivate the monkey worship sect – the pseudo-scientific community. 
   What do I want to say in this chapter? Satanic sects have created a totalitarian religious sect in science with the aim of entangling the world’s mass consciousness with cobwebs of a materialistic conception of life. Reality and real science have nothing in common.
 The modern education system, our "Temple of Science", is an occult, satanic system that is smothering the mass consciousness in a materialistic view of life regarding matter. It suffocates people in parthiva-rasa, in ignorance, denying them spiritual knowledge. All this is done to manipulate them as beings of a lower order of consciousness, using finance and materialistic temptation.
Before the flood, there were advanced civilizations on Earth that used nuclear weapons. Ancient Sanskrit treatises describe things from long ago about which scientists have only recently become aware, matters such as the speed of light and masses of the planets. Yet the schools don’t speak about this and the ‘pseudoscientific community’ is silent about it, too. In history, chemistry, and biology classes in school we’re told that we’re simply a product of matter, that the phenomenon of consciousness is a result of protein molecule combinations. This can’t be called anything but what it is: spiritual castration. All through our years at school, it eats at our subconscious and in the future, even after becoming familiar with spiritual knowledge, one is not guided by it, but by the materialist worldview with which you’re raised through childhood, adolescence and young adulthood.

 That viewpoint, thoroughly instilled in us during the formation of the first two chakras, to a large extent will affect us all our lives. It insidiously infiltrates our subconscious from our time in school; the pseudoscientific belief of the monkey worshipers encourages us to think and act on the basis of the concept of "I am this body," even if we read or declare that we are of the eternal spirit, a part of the Almighty, that we are of the soul.
Support for these pseudo-scientific concepts in basic science is so closely preserved that anyone who says otherwise is not recognized as a scientist. Everything consistent with Darwin's evolutionary theory of the origin of species is considered academic, "real" science, whereas anything supporting the existence of the soul, is a priori classified as pseudo-science. It’s declared non-academic, "unscientific." In other words, scientists may only make pronouncements supporting monkey worship beliefs. Anything not conforming to that is "unscientific."

Scientists know that the Commission on Institutes of Higher Education* won’t allow any academic degree to be defended if the dissertation’s content and belief structure isn’t consistent with the monkey worshipers or if it could break the web of the materialist conception of life, with which the pseudoscientific community entangles people’s minds.

*_ In Russia, the Higher Attestation Commission
Behind this system of the pseudo-scientific elite lies another system – a system which conceals Knowledge of liberation from material bondage. It’s run by those who live on the wealth derived from that slavery.
The Director of the International Institute of Theoretical and Applied Physics, Anatoly Akimov, has worked for many years in the study of torsion fields. He once told me that one of the barriers to the spiritual development of science is the banker-controlled Nobel Committee. It gives awards in science only to those whose discoveries can’t destroy the materialistic conception of life.

 All this is despite the fact that Charles Robert Darwin himself, at the end of his life, found the theory of the origin of species that he’d postulated untenable, and became a follower of creationism. Darwin acknowledged that many organs such as, for example, the pupil of the eye, couldn’t have arisen in the course of evolution. They could only have been created once in the final form in which they now exist. There couldn’t be another explanation for their occurrence.
 Why don’t the pseudo-scientists talk about that in schools? Because it is a direct indication of the existence of an intelligent Creator, and such a designation wouldn’t be “academic" or "scientific."

 The Chairman of the U.S. National Academy of the Origin of Life, Howard Coin, argues that even the simplest bacterium is so complex and highly organized in terms of chemistry, that it couldn’t just appear "accidentally". Monkey worshipers are unable to respond. How could dead matter, obeying simple laws of science, create such an incredibly complex organism of cells? Its mechanism as a whole is far more complicated than that of an entire, modern metropolis.

Pseudo-scientists are never able to demonstrate that matter is capable of self-organization without the participation of the highest force and mind. Likewise, they can never succeed in proving that consciousness can be the result of an interaction of the physical elements. That consciousness can exist outside physical forms has been proven many times.
Conducting experiments with mediums, Pierre and Marie Curie, in the presence of many famous scientists, showed that consciousness can exist outside the body! But they were given the Nobel Prize not for these studies, but for the study of radiation. Why do you think that is? It’s because consciousness (the soul) is eternal and not a product of matter, but it can be enslaved and exploited through materialistic conceptions of life. That’s just what these demons are doing.

Few people are confused by the fact that even the legal system itself acts in a way fundamentally contrary to the materialist concept of life. If consciousness is the result of the interaction of chemical elements and can only be described by chemical and physical formulas, then a person’s behavior is explained by neural bonds. Therefore, prison and the whole system of justice shouldn’t exist at all, because in that case people’s bad behavior would be explained by the lack of certain substances in their brains.
If a person has done something wrong, don’t punish or imprison. Simply prescribe the necessary vitamins or pills to make up for the lack of necessary nutrients due to which he began thinking improperly and then committed the wrong deed. If scientists are right and thought or consciousness is the result of electrochemical relations, then we should rush to close our courts and prisons immediately. The responsibility for violations by citizens should rest squarely on the shoulders of the government, which has apparently failed to provide them a healthy diet. This is my challenge to materialistic "scientists" and all presidents and rulers of our world: either you forbid school teachers to continue teaching this nonsense that consciousness is a product of matter and the result of electrochemical connections in the brain, or close the prison system and do away with the jurisprudence system of laws. Instead, start focusing solely on having citizens eat healthy and on providing them the ability to do the right thing! The existence of both of these at the same time will show your lack of common sense (idiocy) and a deep psychic deviation (schizophrenia).
Those that believe in materialistic concepts and also those at the state level that refuse to do away with courts or jails will forgive me. Yet, their stupidity surprises me. By caring only about the body, they don’t notice flagrant contradictions in their statements and their lifestyle. Law is based on the fact that human behavior and its consciousness DON’T DEPEND on whether a person eats well or is hungry. People of low aspirations will always be naturally inclined to crime, shamelessness, and contemptibility whatever they’re fed. A person of pure, sublime aspirations will only act well toward people, even if he’s dying of hunger or if the food is very bad. Everybody knows this!

Even Einstein recognized that consciousness is a phenomenon that defies description in physical terms. We can’t use some formula to describe pain or pleasure or some difference in taste or color. There are no chemical equations to describe an experience we have lived, or the feeling of love or respect for another person.
We’re an eternal, intangible personality, and the brain is just a computer that manages the physical body. That's what therapists say, using different methods of transpersonal therapy, to help people remember their past lives. Why don’t they give Nobel Prizes for these studies? They’re strictly scientific, thoroughly documented, and methodologically very detailed. It’s because they open the curtain on the secret about our spiritual nature that Satanists try to hold from us. They reveal to us the phenomenon of Life as it truly is, and shed light on the mystery of the meaning and purpose of human life. This purpose is not in the acquisition of inanimate things.
