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What’s in This Book?

“Every Patriarchal religion running the world is AGAINST FREEDOM OF
SEX. We offer complete sexual freedom, especially for women.”” This book is
the greatest document so far for those who want to see the end of Patriarchy
& the beginning of Matriarchy. Rasa Von Werder discusses how, when,
where & why with the prophet of Matriarchy William Bond, & the brilliant
philosopher Pete Jackson. Articles like so: One of the greatest items for
Female Empowerment would be the DECRIMINALIZATION OF
PROSTITUTION... Pete presents humor: men will eventually go the way of
the dildo..er..dodo-Men don't drive their cars-They AIM them-Problem is,
their aim is NOT always good--just like when they pee-How many men does
it take to screw in a light bulb? One--he just holds it there and waits for the
world to revolve around him-And then he brags about the screwing of
course...Dr. Bryan Sykes, world’s leading geneticist: It is no secret that men
are basically genetically modified women-the female being the fall-back
developmental pathway for any foetus-The human male could be counted as
a GM experiment that did not work & so nature is removing them! Women
very rarely commit violent crimes, become tyrants or start wars...there are
dozens more amazing fantastic articles & what’s more, a gallery of beautiful,
sexy, 90% males mostly nude for sore eyes!



We are ‘The Religion of Sex’!

William Bond

HI Rasa

I think if we
are to start a new
religion I think we
have to be realistic
about it. All
successful religions
are businesses; they
are ways of making
money or gaining
political power. I
know many religions
like Christianity and
Buddhism talk about
living lives of
poverty. But the
people who rule these
religions don’t think
like this. We can see
this with St. Francis
of Assisi; he lived a
life of poverty and
was greatly revered
because of this. But
while he was doing this the Pope Cardinals and Bishops were living lives of
luxury and privilege. No Pope or Cardinal has ever tried to live like St.
Francis of Assisi.

=

Rasa says: Good point. What a great difference between the Saints
poverty & suffering, & the ease of most high-up prelates — day & night.
Some of the Catholic dignitaries lived like Kings & were treated as such.
Everyone looked up to them, even the Saints, who had to swear allegiance &



obedience to them or get kicked out! And Priests, in general, were treated
with respect — in the old days everyone kissed their hand!

We see this all over the world, the leaders of any successful religion run it
like a business and if the business model no longer works then the religion
declines. I see this in England, the Church of England in the 19th century
was a very rich and powerful religious sect. But then in the 20th century
people couldn’t bother to go to church and give money, then the whole
business model collapsed and the church is now surviving by selling off it’s
churches and land. This means if we think of it like a business we have to
think about what people want.

Rasa says: So it’s that bad over there? Good, Patriarchy is DYING &
religion is a tool by which they oppress women — powerful tool, as they
make people believe this or that. Like sin was introduced to the word by
Eve. - That women must obey men, men are the head of the family. That
women must be virtuous & get stoned to death if not — but men can be let
go. Etc. A lot of rot is taught through patriarchal religions to hold women
down.

So I think what we have to think about; why would anyone want to join a
matriarchal religion? It has become obvious to me that talking about, why
God is a Woman or why would should rule the world, doesn’t attract a lot of
interest. Because people are more interested in their basic instincts. I think
you made the point some time ago Rasa, that on your Youtube videos you
get more hits when you exposed more of your breasts. Like it or not, that is
what people are like and if we are to attract a popular following we have to
accept this.

So why would ordinary people want to join a matriarchal religion? If we
appeal to people’s basic instincts then we can offer something that patriarchy
cannot give people and that is a safe place to have sex. The weakness of
patriarchy is that it’s anti-sexual and it’s laws and custom restrict the sexual
lives of ordinary people.

Rasa says: You hit the NAIL ON THE HEAD. This is it, how we go.
I’m going to change the name of my You Tube from “New Religion for
Women” to “The Religion of Sex.” Because that is what makes US



DIFFERENT than any other religion & that is what I have symbolized &
that is what I’ve been preaching {that sex is not a sin.} But I did not think of

calling or naming it or branding it this way — but there, you’ve DONE IT &
it’s so appropriate it’s from the lips of God to my ears!

Patriarchy has put up many barriers for people to come together for sex.
Like marriage laws and making prostitution illegal. So the common way
people have sex is to get married or live with someone. But the problem
with that is people will have sex a lot when they first live together but soon
become sexually bored with each other. But they are not allowed to have sex
with anyone else.

Rasa: Yes, variety is the spice of life, & why should we be limited
with our sex partners? Who said so? I don’t think it was that way in the
ancient days of matriarchy. The way I see it, women were the leaders & had
sex with any man they chose, however many different ones they wanted, &
the paternity of the child didn’t matter as she held all the resources, etc.

There is also prostitution which is illegal which makes it scary
because in many cases it’s run by criminals. While only wealthy women can
use male escorts. Then there is the fear of VD if anyone sleeps around. Also
if women are willing to have sex with many different men she is insulted
and called a whore, slut and other derisory names. Which puts women off
wanting to do that. Although it’s far more acceptable for men to have sex
with as many women as he likes.

Rasa says: One of the greatest items for Female Empowerment would
be the DECRIMINALIZATION OF PROSTITUTION. Think how our
social order would change if it was legal for women to demand money for
sex! - & they were not shamed or looked down on for it. I mean every horn
dog that is chasing a woman she could give him a price, {the more revolting
he is, the higher the price} & then most of them would beg off & seek
another woman for free — that would get rid of a lot of harassment.

And secondarily, there would be hardly any women left in poverty,
for themselves or their children, if they could charge without fear of
punishment or jail. Women have to go to welfare when they are destitute,
but if they could charge for sex, there would be little poverty for women, as



even the ugliest women would be wanted by someone — the ugliest men who
no one wants.

So to give people a safe place to have sex, we have to think about women
being in charge, but forget about whips, dungeons and black catsuits. We
can make the point that sex should be an act of love and not about
dominance and submission. So people can have sex however they like and
with different partners providing it’s consensual. We can be a bit like the
hippies and have free love but ban drugs and alcohol. As men are more
likely to be violent when drunk, while drug addicts are more likely to end up
as criminals. We can make it a rule that everyone has to have a VD test first,
so everyone is free of VD. All sexual acts have to be consensual and no one
is allowed in under the age of consent. We can make it clear this is a religion
of love so all sexual acts are love making.

Rasa say: Priceless. Do you realize what you have done William? It
could be St. Patrick’s Day is tomorrow & he is giving me this through your
words — a great GIFT —{he always blesses me}! This pulls together the
whole magilla — Matriarchy — loving God — religion. As I said long ago
“Put God back into sex & sex back into religion.” But still, in the New
Religion I put God over here, & sex over there, God PERMITTING it, but
did not put SEX into the title or banner, but here, you have done it & I see
it is SO RIGHT! Because THINK — every other religion, which is
patriarchal, running the world is AGAINST FREEDOM OF SEX & here
we are, the one & only religion PRO COMPLETE SEXUAL FREEDOM
FOR ALL, INCLUDING WOMEN. This brings the whole picture together
into a valid form, a complete doctrine making sex our HEADLINE — after
all — it’s how we part from the others.

Along with this, we can have a theology about why God is a Woman and
why we all would be better of if women rule the world. As well as religious
ceremonies. But to be realistic that won’t be what attracts people to a
matriarchal religion. They will be more concerned about having a safe place
to have sex and being with kind and caring people.  William

Rasa says: Understood. We have a new banner, angle, POV,
reference point, & this will be our Highway to success, not just a Jet Plane



but a Satellite! — a Rocket Ship! It all MAKES SENSE now! I’'m
envigorated, calibrated, straightened out. [ SEE THE LIGHT at the end of

the tunnel! The way I had the New Religion was righteous it IS abut
femae safe space, being in charge, having their own zeitgeist, their separate
this/ To want to be in it — both women & men? It’s the SEXUAL
FREEDOM.

I have my walking papers now, my Passport, my Lighthouse of
how to proceed. This is new, different & better. I shall work now toward this
with you guys helping. [ will get on Face Book this way, the You tube will
be changed — the TITLE & how I speak. And sooner than later I’ll hire
someone to work with me full time to keep a strong internet presence. And
of course there will be a book. I am eager to proceed, thanks William, I think
you didn’t realize what you have done, but you did something to get us
where we need to go.

William responds:

I'm glad you liked my idea Rasa. I admit I was nervous about putting
it forward, as the idea was radical, but it worked out all right. I suppose as
Pete said, "The Devil is in the detail." So I suppose, if we are going to give
people a safe place to have sex. You might have to get advice from a lawyer
to know what is legal. I remember years ago reading about a couple who
were teaching classes on sex therapy and they were raided by the police! So
you have know what you can get away with.

Rasa answers:

William, don't worry I will not get into trouble because I will NOT
provide a place for people to have sex in any way, shape or form! This is to
consider for the future - what we will advise in the Order & there will be no
'sex sessions' supervised by the Order - people will go & do what they like,
where they like, when they like. If SPACE is provided in the Order that is
semi or totally private, it will be up to the members what they do in it - we
are not directly involved. Do you see what I'm getting at? So I think you
had a different idea than I have, lol.....

How we accommodate the members to get together where they can
have sex has NOT been figured out yet, that will be if you recall, under
discussion- & none of us came up with a solid answer. Remember Pete, you
did more talking than William about this. I might not even HAVE an Order,
as God is telling me to do this via internet - the Order might be ON PAPER,
lol. So we say ‘In virtual space’ we do this & that - we suggest this & that -



& here's another IDEA where members can get together PRIVATELY. And
it might not be sex, it might be massage. | was thinking of teaching our male

members to give proper massage. Amazing how we can
misunderstand each other!
I don’t have all the answers yet — this is just a beginning. Rasa

And Now For Some Humor.... Thursday, 13 February 2025

By Ajax The Great (Pete Jackson)

In the beginning,
Yahweh said, "Let
there be Light!"
Asherah said, "Say
please!"

Apparently, old
Yahweh once had a
wife, Asherah. More
like, Asherah had a
trophy husband, since
she was much older
than him. Like
literally thousands of
years older.

First, God created
man. Then SHE had
a better idea.

Forget the Golden
Calf, it's the Golden
PHALLUS that the
patriarchy really




worships.

Supposedly the Y-chromosome is deteriorating with each generation of
men. So a few thousand years from now, there may not be any more

men. In other words, men will eventually go the way of the dildo...er...dodo.
Where will the men of the future work? At the department of redundancy
department.

What political office would the men of the future hold? Secretary of the
Inferior.

Hey, wanna hear a joke? MEN. That's the joke.

The old "two lanes or four" joke likely has a more esoteric meaning. That is,
women tend to use "four-valued logic" while men tend to use "two-valued
logic". Because women think on a higher level than men.

If a man speaks, and there is no woman around to hear him, is he still
wrong?

Men don't drive their cars. They AIM them. Problem is, their aim is NOT
always good--just like when they pee.

How many men does it take to screw in a lightbulb? One--he just holds it
there and waits for the world to revolve around him. And then he brags
about the screwing, of course.

Plenty of men don't have midlife crises, because they are stuck in perpetual
adolescence.

A brunette, a redhead, and a blonde all find a magic lamp and a genie pops
out, offering them each one wish. But the catch was that they would each
lose 10 IQ points. So they agreed and the wishes were granted. The
brunette became a redhead, the redhead became a blonde, and the blonde
became a man.

The best advice men can give to women is, "don't be like us". The best

advice anyone can give to men is, "think with your "third eye", not your
"third leg"".
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Looks like John Lennon was a terrible speller. It should be Woman is the
NINJA of the world.

The Japanese word for a Female Ninja is kunoichi. And the character for
that word 1s almost identical to that for onna, which simply means Woman.
Again, in other words, Woman is the NINJA of the world.

Men like to think with their "Finger Eleven": "If I traded it all, if I gave it all
away for one thing...." (As the band Finger Eleven sang)

Men like to think they are Jehovah, since they have their own personal
"Jehovah" between their legs telling them what to do, and their balls are
their Witnesses. (In fact, "testes" literally means "witnesses" in Latin.)

There was once a time when cats were worshipped. Later on, there was a
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time when they were vilified and even burned alive during the Dark Ages.
And now, the pendulum is swinging back towards worship once again. [
think we realize by now that we're not really talking about cats.

Patriarchy is the ultimate PHALLUSY.

The War on Women has been going on for about 7000 years now. We just
call it "patriarchy" to make it sound nicer. And it needs to end, yesterday.

"When men ruled the world, it was called the Dark Ages" -- Bumper sticker
from the year 2100 (if we don't all go extinct in the meantime)

MAN: "You know, honey, we did win practically every battle for the past
7000 years".

WOMAN: "Yes, I know, dear. And it's also irrelevant."
MATRIARCHAL PICK-UP LINES:

How does it feel to know the future belongs to you? Because I wouldn't
know anything about that.

How does it feel to be part of the better half of humanity? Because |
wouldn't know anything about that.

Nice T-shirt. You should have another one that says "This is what
perfection looks like". Because it's true.

As Secretary of the Inferior, I approve!

IF I WERE THE DEVIL:

If I were the Devil, I would know that no sane person would ever knowingly
and willingly worship me directly, so I would create an alter ego of myself,
one that claims to strongly dislike me. I would trick the people into
worshipping him, while in reality they are worshipping me without realizing
it. He (I) would usurp and supplant the Goddess that the people originally
worshipped for millennia. [ would have the people commit horrific and
brutal human sacrifices in his (really, my) name--war, genocide, gynocide,
ecocide, and stuff like that. And I would call him--wait for it--JEHOVAH!

12



(Makes the Dr. Evil gesture) Bwahahaha!

By thus deifying men, I would then convince the fellas that they are the
superior gender and that women are mere adjuncts to male privilege. I will
have them remove women from power and install themselves in their place.

I will make them warlike and brutal, devoid of empathy, and they will think
nothing of beating, raping, enslaving, torturing, and killing women and
children. Then they will conquer other lands, spreading this new disease

worldwide. I will call this new system/disease--wait for it--PATRIARCHY!
That would make the War on Women sound a bit nicer. Its fruit shall include
capitalism, imperialism, militarism, feudalism, fascism, racism, rape,
plunder, genocide, gynocide, ecocide, and all that other fun stuff. (twirls
mustache and goatee) Bwahahaha!

In the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries, women will mount their first major
challenge to my diabolical system. They will attempt to overthrow it, but I
will quash it with a brutal counterrevolution of my own. The Inquisition and
Burning Times, if you will. I will use divide-and-conquer and the power of
patriarchal religion to do so. Men will commit unspeakable acts of violence
against women, rob them of their resources and knowledge, and eventually
women would start pointing the finger at each other as well, sabotaging any
sort of chance at a real sisterhood. That would pave the way for my very
favorite brainchild of all--wait for it--CAPITALISM. For the next 500 years,
the world will become hopelessly addicted to growth for the sake of growth,
the ideology of the cancer cell (which eventually kills its host, by the way).
Bwahahaha!

Fast forward to the early 1980s--I will create a dubious moral panic in my
very own name. The "Satanic Panic", if you will. Not only would that
distract the masses from my most faithful servant, Ronald Wilson Reagan
(666), but it would divide and conquer the feminist movement right at a
critical time when women seem to be winning the 7000 year battle of the
sexes. The second wave of feminism will then self-destruct and collapse. (I
did not predict the third wave would be so potent, though, let alone the
fourth wave and beyond!)

And now in the 2020s, I see that women are winning once again. People are
falling away from my faith in droves these days. Patriarchy is self-
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destructing, as is capitalism and empire in general. So I must redouble my
efforts. It is only a matter of time before women take over once again.
Hopefully with the help of the reincarnation of Nero and his false prophets, I
can start WWIII in the meantime before that happens, and

perhaps destroy the entire planet. Anything to keep those pesky women from
ever taking over again! Bwahahaha!

The ‘Good Ole’ Days’ from Betty Davis account on Wikipedia,
her early life:

Davis's first marriage was to Harmon Oscar
Nelson™! on August 18, 1932, in Yuma,
Arizona. Their marriage was scrutinized by the
. press; his $100 a week earnings ($1,885 in
2020 dollars) compared unfavorably with
Davis's reported $1,000 a week income
($18,850). Davis addressed the issue in an
interview, pointing out that many Hollywood
wives earned more than their husbands, but the
situation proved difficult for Nelson, who
refused to allow Davis to purchase a house
until he could afford to pay for it himself.

I Nelson was able to enforce his wishes
because, at the time, the husband had the

: management and control of the community
property, Wthh included the wife's earnings, and the wife could

not obtain credit without her husband's consent.

Johnson & his misnamed book “The Man Whisperer” {He whispers in
no man’s ear}https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=T2dFjG_QHeU&t=150s

First response 1s Pete Jackson, brilliant as usual:
“While I think Rick Johnson's intentions are good, and he makes some good
points, he also puts the cart before the horse, and basically only tells (at

most) HALF of the story. We must remember that, under patriarchy, the bar
for men is set pitifully low in how they behave towards women, and while
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positive reinforcement has its place and does indeed work to some extent,
doing it too much and/or exclusively can end up making the problem of
male entitlement worse. Over-inflating a man's self-esteem built on shaky
ground can indeed backfire in the long run.”

Rasa says:

Where do I begin? The two women left side both wearing knee-high
black dominatrix boots are no dominants, they, like the other two femmes,
are brainwashed sycophants of a false version of Christianity.

Where oh where did Jesus Christ ever say that women must submit to
men, that men must rule religion, the family & the world? How did this
mistaken version of Christianity begin & where has it got us?

Jesus was pro-women - & Christianity, another form of Buddhism, is
Matriarchal. What is Matriarchy? Exactly what Jesus & Buddha taught —
love of others, including ‘the least of these,” — kindness, caring, compassion,
LOVE above all. Never did he discriminate against, judge or condemn
women according to the ancient Jewish laws, he worked against this, as for
example, the woman caught in the act of adultery being stoned to death but
the man nowhere to be seen, and He stopped it.

His Apostles? According the great stigmatized mystic, Anne
Catherine Emmerich, Mary Magdalene was chosen to lead the Church, as
she was the most spiritually evolved. So of course the male disciples, Peter
at the head, pushed her out — she then went into retirement with the Essenes.
Here much later was found the Gospel of Mary Magdalene, where she was
‘kissed on the lips’ by Jesus — the only one - & Peter was jealous.

What the men did over millennia — {women were equal in
martyrdom}, but when it came to Power men wanted it all, so they distorted
Jesus’ position & declared themselves to be the only ones fit for Priesthood
while women could not even be altar attendants or deacons!

Over time, this error developed full-fledged ito the parody of
Christianity we have today: It became exactly what males wanted, to be
worshiped, {kissing their hands instead of women’s!} adored, looked up to,
nourished, respected, & OBEYED. They have an opinion on all that women
should do, especially the all-important issues of sex & procreation.

Women are not allowed to have sex! - It’s a major sin called
fornication. For women to have sex they must be married by the male priest,
& then, not allowed to practice birth control so they can get pregnant any
time & also contract AIDS. Pregnancy, therefore, can be FORCED on the
woman — her whole sex life is under the control of male priests, who
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themselves might be having sex with altar boys or grown male partners —
they got by with this for millennia — male privilege of sexual freedom. Only
recently has this ‘freedom’ been challenged.

Now to the interview. Rick Johnson has come upon a group of four
women, all brainwashed, trained, programmed & sold a bridge that says men

have to rule, women must obey & not only allow men freedom, but accept
whatever they do & nourish them on top of it! Respect them, praise them,
even if they suck as husbands, even if they sin left & right — being drug
addicts, alcoholics, unfaithful, bad providers. She must see him not as HE IS
but HOW HE COULD BE & praise him in advance for his potential!

This the women call “give him WORDS OF LIFE!”

Nothing is said about women’s rights, their freedom, their need to be
nourished & praised. Women are not loved, not even by themselves These
sisters instead of banding together like Bonobos & throwing the rot into the
trash are kow towing to Rick Johnson, doting on his words, underscoring,
praising him while he sits there like the cat that swallowed the canary taking
it all in, wanting more. He needs respect, he needs nourishment - & by golly,
women are not going to get what they want {the basic necessities of life, just
support, assistance & help with the children — maybe some respect &
nourishment} — they will get none of this if you believe Johnson, unless they
divvy up first & give the man what he wants, no matter how RATCHET he
is!

Nothing is said of the woman’s inabilities or transgressions, it is
assumed she will behave, like a beaten dog, - so there’s nothing to forgive.
In this ‘Christian” word they’re all Steppford Wives, we’ve only got to be
concerned about them forgiving men, not men forgiving them as they are
paralyzed with fear of men & their religion — men have got to just do what
they wanna’ do & wait to be forgiven.

There’s not one moment of thought given here to Sisterhood — how
women should join up for Female Empowerment re tyranny of the male
Priests & other men. What need has Johnson of brotherhood when the sisters
gather around him like the maypole & proclaim him their God of sorts —
they must bow & scrape to Johnson, the male Priests & other men, at their
own expense; forget sisters, forget the female bond, it’s not allowed, just
honor men, forgive them & obey — that’s what women were made for.

And let me remind you, if there was no woman, there would never
have been Jesus Christ, & according to Saint Mary of Agreda, {on of the
greatest Saints who ever lived, in her book ‘Mystical City of God’} She was
EQUAL with Jesus in her activities, sacrifices & Love & worked with Him
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for our Salvation to the SAME DEGREE! But this is secret knowledge, what
we have here is a cultural, Patriarchal, mis-shapen, misconstrued, twisted &
demonized version of Christianity, something Jesus never purported or
represented — but here it is & in this interview, perfectly personified!

William Bond responds:
Hi Rasa and Pete

Just to give my
opinion on this. Yes
you can manipulate
people by praising
and flattering them
and getting them to
do what you want.
But it also shows a
! power imbalance.
The person who is
being praised has the
power. It’s a bit like
kings and dictators, they end up with a group of people around him who are
praising him all the time and telling him what he wants to hear. This is
because he has all the power. So if women need to praise men, to get what
they want, is simply an acknowledgement we still living in a patriarchal
society where men have more power than women.

But women don’t need to be powerless to praise others. Mothers
praise their children to give them confidence in themselves. So women will
praise others because they love them, but this is a lot different to praising a
man to manipulate him and get him to do what the woman wants.

Rasa again:

Yes indeed. Praising, the one being praised has the power except in the
cases you cited - a Mom trying to encourage her child, etc, someone trying
to hold up another person who needs inspiration or confidence, but this is
something else.
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In the 'old days' I recall vividly how the media - {I was a teen learning
about life & in my 20's} were taught like so:

"Always laugh at a man's jokes even when they aren't funny"

"If an old man you work for asks you on a date do NOT tell him you see
him as a Father - females who do that get fired"

"When playing at games or sports, even if you are better than him, don't
ever beat him - it will demolish his ego"

I was kow tow to the male, 101 - we were being BRAINWASHED this is
the proper behavior. It was assumed males were in control & WOULD
ALWAYS BE SO & don't rock the boat, don't rebel, don't rain on his parade
- encourage him, nourish him, build him up.

And what happens to the female? She's the submissive or slave, obviously.
This is what we were taught not only in religion, but everywhere. You can
imagine how pissed [ was. I had a brother 3 years above me & saw how he
was given preferential treatment at home, in school & in society -
everywhere. He was propped up, in many areas, like at home, I was pushed
down.

Pete speaks:  Very true indeed, Rasa. While there is some nuance to it of
course, that is in fact correct overall, unfortunately. It's "peace through
appeasement", basically, which is notorious for backfiring in the long run.
And Women have long been brainwashed to do so, though in recent years it
seems to be changing somewhat, albeit at relatively glacial pace.

And that 1s a good title for this book and likely subsequent ones as well,
making it a series, as long as there are at least several months between
sequels (which there certainly is from the last one). It will be ultimately at
least a quadrilogy (4 parts) I think, if not more.

Rasa’s turn:

As far as space between sequels, what does it matter? The last 3 books
have sold NOT ONE COPY. So who cares how long between publishing?
The problem is the PRICE. They have to be expensive & I'm producing
them on good quality paper - the average book is done on average to poor
quality paper. The $3 books I see @ the $ store are made on almost
newsprint quality paper, the lowest there is - & no pictures.
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I might experiment with making one of these books on lower quality
paper & therefore, the price will be less. And see if it then sells. Maybe the
next one, this one am working on now.

In the old days people had few alternatives to books. Now books are an
old fashioned, archaic almost venue. The last thing people seek for
entertainment, diversion & research.

I am not writing for today but tomorrow. It's like Vincent VanGogh.
When he was painting he didn't have a pot to piss in, no one, I mean no one,

wanted to buy his art! He begged his brother to sell it but it had no buyers,
but his bro sent him money to live on. After he died, his work was worth
millions. After I get famous again - God willing - & there is attention from
people who read & make reviews & studies, my work will become known &
popular - some of the books to some audiences, some to others. Overall it
will have a reputation & these books will be all over the word in all
languages. Now is the time to PRODUCE, after death they will sell & help
bring about Matriarchy & Female Empowerment & whatever else God
wants done.

My mind is on the LONG RUN - generations hence, not today, this week,
this year - future; 100-200-300 years.

I know where religion is going; you can see the writing on the wall.
Patriarchal religions will shrink, women will take over the Churches more &
more until finally, in a few hundred years there will be more Temples or
women-run Churches than Patriarchal ones. They will smash down the
steeples which represent rule of the penis. People will LAUGH at the
antiquated anti-woman sermons & the attitudes of those who hang onto that,
including the women who still obey men. They will be a laughing stock &
rightly so.

And where will the templates & foundations for this movement come
from? Some of it FROM US & it has to be in books as we don't know how
long our internet work will stay up WHEN WE ARE DEAD.

Who will watch our sites, pay for them, when we are gone? Who? There
goes the writing.

But a book in print even if it's in print-on-demand ike Lulu, the PDF is
always there.

My statements are forward & strange now as no one speaks about
Matriarchy in the mainstream, & I can't even get women to jump on the
bandwagon. They are sissies But after they evolve - it maybe take many
years - they will seek knowledge to empower themselves in the Gender War.
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ARE MALES REDUNDANT & IS THE HUMAN MALE
EXPERIMENT GOING TO END?

(Dr. Bryan Sykes,
world’s leading
geneticist, Oxford
University)
Bryan Sykes
The Guardian,
Wednesday 27
August 2003

It is no secret that
men are basically
genetically modified
women - the female
being the fall-back
developmental
pathway for any
foetus. The evolution
of the two sexes
could indeed be
regarded as a long-
running GM
experiment.

Its legacy has been
to endow men and
women with different, and often conflicting, sets of genetic interests, and to
ignite a powerful evolutionary struggle, which has accentuated the
differences between the two sexes. In several respects, the experiment that
gave us men is not going too well just now. Though it is a weary lament to
lay most acts of violence and aggression, from the strictly local to the truly
global, squarely at the feet of men, the association is strong, consistent and
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undeniable. Women very rarely commit violent crimes, become tyrants or
start wars.

The experiment has created two irreconcilable genetic combatants. On the
female side is mitochondrial DNA, which can only be passed down the
maternal line. On the male side is the Y-chromosome, which is always
passed from father to son. But while mitochondrial DNA 1s a model of
slimmed-down efficiency, the Y-chromosome is a shambles, battered by
mutation and going downbhill fast, before it eventually disappears altogether.
On this chromosome resides the single genetic switch (SRY) which, when
flicked to "on", prevents human embryos from developing into baby girls
and turns them into boys instead. Also spread out on this dying
chromosome are the handful of other genes that men need to make fully
operational sperm.

But why is this ultimate symbol of male machismo in such a mess?
Originally the Y-chromosome was a perfectly respectable chromosome with
a collection of genes doing all sorts of useful things - much like the X-
chromosome today. But its fate was sealed when it took on the mantle of
creating males. This probably happened in the early ancestors of mammals,
perhaps 100m years ago when a mutation on the ancestor of the Y-
chromosome suddenly, and quite by chance, enabled it to switch on the
embryonic pathway to male development. Once this happened, the
chromosome was doomed. It slowly lost contact with other chromosomes,
thus missing out on the interaction that normally allows the shuffling of
genes and so unable to properly heal the wounds inflicted by mutations.
One by one, its thousands of useful genes were lost until now only 27
remain - and they are under constant threat.

Of all our chromosomes, it is the only one that is permanently locked into
the germ cells of men, where the frenzy of cell division and error-prone
DNA copying required to keep up the daily output of 150m sperm creates
the ideal conditions for mutation. And it shows. Seven per cent of men are
infertile or sub-fertile and in roughly a quarter of cases the problem is
traceable to new Y-chromosome mutations, not present in their fathers,
which disable one or other of the few remaining genes. This is an
astonishingly high figure, and there is no reason to think things will
improve in the future - quite the reverse in fact. One by one, Y-
chromosomes will disappear, eliminated by the relentless onslaught of
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irreparable mutation, until only one is left. When that chromosome finally
succumbs, men will become extinct.

But when? I estimate that, at the current rate, male fertility caused by Y-
chromosome decay will decline to 1% of its present level within 5,000
generations - roughly 125,000 years. Not exactly the day after tomorrow -
but equally, not an unimaginably long time ahead. Unless something
changes in the way we breed, women will vanish too and Homo sapiens
will disappear in the next 1-200,000 years. But is extinction inevitable?

{Note from Rasa: In his book he insists it will be a woman-only world, that
we will take 23 chromosomes from one egg into another & it will be two-
person parenting. *He does not mention anything re frozen sperm.* But
here he hints that women might go extinct too *unless we change our
breeding habits* because it seems to me he’s PULLING HIS PUNCHES
because it’s the Guardian, a Patriarchal venue, so he doesn’t want to be too
harsh against men. In the book he goes hard, saying , along with Ashley
Montagu that human males are parasites on the bodies of women, & that
human males were a genetic experiment that didn’t work, so nature is
removing them. Never does he say women will go extinct.

Plenty of species a lot older than our own are still going, so how is it that
they are not vulnerable to extinction by the same process of Y-chromosome
decay? They will all eventually face the same challenge and I suspect that
many species have already gone under for this very reason. Some, however,
have found a way round their death sentence.

One strategy is to recruit genes on other chromosomes to take over the job
of male development. It is a race against time. Can a species get all the
genes it needs off the Y-chromosome, or recreate them elsewhere, before
the chromosome finally vanishes? Always the last gene to go will be SRY,
the male master switch itself. We know it 1s capable of smuggling itself
onto another chromosome - the evidence lies in the rare cases of males who
have no Y-chromosome. {Rasa says: Jesus Christ HAD NO Y
CHROMOSOME - this according to 3 separate bio labs that studied the
flesh that the Eucharist had turned into during a miracle. The studies said it
was LIVING HEART tissue, NOT taken from a cadaver! They were
mystified how this could be!}
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Lots of species may have tried variations on this theme to avoid extinction,
but it seemed that none succeeded until, in 1995, researchers found a
mammal that had managed to escape this fate. When they looked at the
chromosomes of a small burrowing rodent called the mole vole, Ellobius
lutescens, which lives in the foothills of the Caucasus mountains, they
discovered that the male voles didn't have a Y-chromosome. Neither, it
transpired, did they have a master SRY gene either. This inconspicuous
little rodent has managed to activate a gene relay one or two stages down
the line from SRY. And only just in time. The mole vole Y-chromosome
has now completely disappeared. The vole is now safe from Y-
chromosome-driven extinction, the only mammal species known to have
succeeded in getting itself out of danger.

But one thing distinguishes Homo sapiens - we are at least capable of being
aware of our impending demise. So do we need men? They are still required
for breeding, if nothing else. But for how much longer?

The wide application of Intra-Cellular Sperm Injection (ICSI), the
fertilisation of eggs by injecting sperm, could delay the extinction but it
would still not prevent the progressive deterioration of the Y-chromosome.
Other remedies have yet to be proved effective, but if men are to be retained
they are at least worth considering. For instance, could we deliberately
engineer the solution so fortuitously arrived at by the mole vole? The
human Y-chromosome could be left to decay, but men would be reprieved.
We now know the 27 genes that are present and necessary on today's Y-
chromosome to make a man in full working order. It would be easy to cut
them out of the wreckage of the Y-chromosome and re-assemble them into
a compact genetic package. From there, it would be relatively
straightforward to insert the package into another chromosome, where it
would probably work straight away.

The purpose of all this effort and ingenuity is to avoid the extinction of
men, and with them our entire species. However, one radical solution to
save the species is also the most genetically straightforward - to abandon
men altogether. Though this sounds impossible, very little stands in its way
from the genetic point of view. When sperm meets egg, it brings with it a
set of nuclear chromosomes from the father, which, after fertilisation, mixes
with a set of nuclear chromosomes from the mother. But there is nothing
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fundamental preventing the nuclear chromosomes coming not from a sperm
but from another egg. We know from ICSI that sperm can be injected into
eggs, and there is nothing to stop the nucleus from a second egg being
injected instead.

But would it develop normally? At the moment the answer is no, but it is
short-sighted to say that it is fundamentally impossible. Once the technical
snags have been overcome - and I put the difficulties no higher than that -
these embryos would grow into perfectly normal babies. The only difference
from any other birth is that the sex is always predictable. The baby is always
going to be a girl. The entire process has been accomplished without sperm,
without Y-chromosomes and without men.

Importantly, the baby girls will not be clones. They are the same mixture of
their parents' genes, shuffled just as thoroughly as any of today's children
and they have two biological parents, not just one. Their only difference
from any other child is that instead of a father and mother, these girls have
two mothers. From a genetic point of view, they are completely normal,
indistinguishable from any little girls around today and just as capable of
having children with men (while they are still around).

Lesbian couples already enlist the help of a man to donate his set of
chromosomes, packaged in a sperm, to fertilise the eggs of one of them.
How much more attractive for these couples to have a baby to whom both,
rather than just one, were parents. It is almost certain to happen and, unlike
human cloning, I doubt there would be serious ethical objections. Men are
now on notice.

- Adam's Curse by Bryan Sykes is published by Bantam Press

http://www.theguardian.com/science/2003/aug/28/genetics.genderissues
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A Movie AGAINST Women:
“Women’s World” — 1954

NOT a comedy
as it’s described. Stars
Clifton Webb
{tremendous as
usual}, Lauren Bacall,
Fred MacMurray,
Arlene Dahl {the
stunner!}, June
Allison {supposed to
be funny}, Van
Heflin, Cornel Wilde

the REVIEW of
this film from Rasa is
this:
It is a Patriarchal
instrument AGAINST
WOMEN - re their
empowerment. Look
at the 'lesson' or
ending. The beauty is
PUNISHED for her
'interference’ in trying
to help her husband,.
The man {writer} is
saying: We don't need
the woman. She is the
subordinate; I don't
need her HELPING
me. I am the Power,
the hero, stand on my own two feet. She is there as the second person, next
to me. .....For a
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woman to ASSIST a man at his job means she is EQUAL or even superior
to him - this cannot be in the eyes of men. And good God, if she seduces,
entices or even has SEX with any man for me to get ahead in the job, the
factor of JEALOUSY comes in & I want to KILL her. At the end the
husband is in a RAGE he dismisses his wife brutally!

Am I the only one who i1s aware of how the patriarchal agenda creeps
into so many documents & movies - even Walt Disney movies? I have seen
two Disney movies where the boy/star has to SHOOT his pet/best friend at
the end — saying: 'Boys prove they are real men when they KILL the
beloved pet - which is their alter ego or 'other self.' It's like a type of suicide.
Men are killers, they must learn to kill whom they love. The movies? 'Old
Yeller' & "Where the Red Fern Grows”. The boy has to kill Old Yeller & in
the other, a deer he raised from babyhood.

From William Bond:
Yes Patriarchy is still going strong as we can see in this following
video from Australia.

“A Current Affair” childcare whistleblower — female — Yolanda Barucki —
She spoke out about a pedophile within the child care system of a Christian
Church — the Church CAME AGAINST HER & even though no one got a
search warrant against the pedophile, the got a search warrant against her &
four armed police came to her door & confiscated her computer & all sorts
of electronic devices & charged her with some petty infraction. The case
dragged on 16 months before she was charged not guilty — thank God!

We have a even worse case in Lucy Letby. She also was also a
whistleblower about the poor standard of care in a children hospital. She was
then framed by the doctors of the hospital and then charged by corrupt police
for the murder of these children. She is still in prison. william

Pete Jackson steps in:

Yes, it is sad how patriarchy has to creep into and thus taint so many
otherwise good movies, even Disney movies. Especially back then. Not as
much in today's movies, but still to some extent. Today it's more
neoliberalism (aka capitalism on steroids) cleverly disguised as "woke" or
pseudo-feminism that creeps into movies and pop culture in general.
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Patriarchy FACE OF SATAN 12 23 24

Wow William - Pete. When looking at the details of Patriarchal
activities, policies, their agenda we're looking at the FACE OF SATAN.
As a child in Catechism class we were told "If you SEE the face of Satan
or Hell you could DIE OF FRIGHT."

Patriarchy is the
Kingdom of Satan &
seeing its WORKS,
the way it operates, is
seeing Hell. And
also, the MEN &
women who uphold
this sort of thing have
the SPIRIT of Satan -
It is DEMONIC - &
they come to steal,
kill & destroy.

The Christian &
Hindu religion both
have myths that
explain all this - these
myths are
DISGUISED facts re
Patriarchy, the men
who rule the world,
its policies, it's
- NATURE.

A We are without a

~ doubt dealing with a
' world system that is
of the lowest evil &
those who fight
against it are at great
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risk, soldiers against a murderous Hitler/Stalin/Mussolini & all the rest - &
these DEMONICS have soldiers {confederates, supporters, enablers}
everywhere on earth including as pictured here, some members of the
POLICE.

Personally I love police, because I hate crime - I hate thieving, human
predators & killers - whether this evil is in low or high places. But it seems
from what I have heard, Australia isa STRONGHOLD of Patriarchy & its
EVIL. And these two cases underscore that.  Rasa

Pete Jackson says:

Well-said, both of you. Indeed most of the world is still a stronghold of
patriarchy, and while there are many good things about Australia, they are
unfortunately no exception to this rule.

As for police, while I have long had a very nuanced love/hate relationship
with them, having vacillated back and forth over the decades, I currently
agree with you now about that, Rasa. While it is true that police brutality,
systemic racism, and corruption are very real issues that absolutely need to
be fixed, the wrongheaded push in recent years by the phony pseudo-left
fanatics to "defund the police" (and it's horrible close cousin, "catch and
release" of very real criminals) was great folly at best, and enabling evil at
worst. Talk about throwing out the baby with the bathwater!

Day after Xmas 2024

From William - Hi Everyone

Me and my wife went to one of my wife’s son and his family for Christmas
dinner. We did have some bad news my eldest step daughter had a stroke
just before Christmas and spent a few days in hospital but it wasn’t too bad,
my wife visited her and she seems to be all right now. Most of my wife’s
family will be coming around here for boxing day.

When I said many women are “trying to be like men” Rasa. I was thinking
of feminists who use to take “assertive training” or female politicians who
think, “love is a weakness” and try to be as uncaring and deceitful as male
politicians. I personally think that if women are going to act like men to
obtain power then we are wasting our time. We have to think of how we can
get caring and loving women into positions of power. And that can only be
done through sisterhood.
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Perhaps it might work if there is a large majority of women in positions of
power, then these women will then have the freedom to act and behave like
caring women and no longer need to act like men or read Niccolo
Machiavelli to learn how to be a politician.

Pete pipes in:

Good morning, William. Indeed, William, there is a huge difference, and
yet a very fine line, between "toxic masculinity" versus "tonic masculinity",
a line that is very often straddled. It is unfortunate that Women often feel
the need to be Machiavellian and uncaring to survive in a man's world, and
especially to become politicians. But if enough caring and loving Women
get into positions of power, then a "critical mass" will be reached, and
Women will no longer feel they have to be like the worst of men. And you
are correct, that can only be done through sisterhood, not hyper-
individualism.

Rasa: Friends, this is CRUCIAL. The difference between positive &
negative masculinity is a HUGE issue which we must explain, describe,
discuss & go through with a fine tooth comb. Because one of my main
assertions in women finding liberty is they MUST reclaim, re-absorb , re-
injest & re-animate the POSITIVE MASCULINITY which they gave up &
sacrificed to men They chose men for procreation that were more & more
masculine while they themselves became more & more ‘feminine’ - &
therefore PASSIVE & WEAK in asserting themselves or domination.

In this way men TOOK OVER because they could now lord it over &
push woman around, females not being ale to fight back!

Now you mention SISTEROOQOD that we cannot find our liberty
without it. And you also state how feminists are teaching women to take
assertive classes & BE LIKE MEN which is a VERY BAD THING.

Here is where we will have to go into details. Men have
BROTHERHOOD but women don’t have sisterhood. In being like men,
women following their example, they will also bind together like men & use
this bond to gain strength — as people agreeing in numbers are powerful, but
lonely whistleblowers & activists get knocked out. And so women here
MUST BE LIKE MEN do they not?

Now about loving & caring. What does a Mother bear do against the
bigger badder male bears who will come after her cubs? If she has to &
there’s no escape {she will try to escape with the cubs first, but sometimes
they can’t} she will have to FIGHT the male physically. Yes, he’s bigger,
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stronger, but her determination, in rare cases, could hurt or even kill him.
Say they are near a cliff & during the fight he falls off it to his death — she
caused it. Not likely she will badly injure or kill him, but usually by fighting
ferociously, she discourages him from further attack.

With humans, clever men have seen to it that women who FIGHT
BACK in any way to defend themselves or their children & do harm to the
male are punished worse than when men do harm to a female. This is
BROTHERHOOD which has put these laws into place to prevent a woman
from even TRYING to defend herself with say FORCE OF ARMS —
carrying a hand gun or using a knife or anything lethal — they are first
discouraged, untrained & second punished for use of such arms. Therefore,
women are in a worse position to defend themselves & therir babes than are
bears.

Now we must define what is loving & caring? What does a
loving/caring woman do? Hurt & kill men who hurt & kill children or other
people? How does she stop men who are creating laws & enforcing laws
which damage mankind? - Damage animals — Pete & I have seen some
studies of the White Coat Watch {Pete I could not find them on the
internet! } & they use taxpayer money to torture animals to death with
experiments that are NOT EVEN NECESSARRY & even if they were
viable, it is immoral to use animals for such testing, & further, immoral to
use taxpayer money without our consent — but men are dong all these things.

How does a loving, caring woman fight all the atrocities on this
planet, including war? You keep saying we need loving, caring women —
What are they to do?  Rasa

And another thing. When a Mother bear has cubs it’s done in
PRIVACY - there are no male bears in the DEN with herself when she gives
birth & nurses the cubs for a while. But with humans the MALE IS IN THE
DEN!

I read of a male raping to DEATH a one day old infant!

{Based on the crimes of men, a portion of them are criminally
INSANE & others have little protection from them!}

A Mother bear has ample room to RUN with her infants — at least. But
where does a human female RUN with her kids? She’s stuck in the same
house with the perpetrator. Battered women’s shelters are a BAND AID on
many wounds. There’s a movie of a woman {TRUE LIFE} played by Jaclyn
Smith, who married a violent police officer. He abused her brutally & was
threatening their son. She left him but he got her back in. That sealed her
fate. She went to a battered woman’s shelter, but he went there & because he
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was police, the released her to him. She finally couldn’t take it any more &
hired a couple of lowlifes to kill him, which they did. She’s still doing time,
life in jail, at the end of the movie.

I have stated time & again, that males have places to run & hide —
men’s clubs for one thing — second, they have a BROTHERHOOD where
males understand one another - & the buddy system they always have a pal
to rely on. In their system — they AGREE AUTOMATICALLY that the
FEMALES ARE THE BAD GUYS. They demand, they nag, & they BORE
HIM TO DEATH. Escape is necessary & they can do it. Escape when you
have one, two, three kids & if also pregnant, is not easy. And escape when
you have no TRUE WOMEN FRIENDS is difficult. Sometimes, but NOT
ALWAYS, one’s Mom is an escape route. The case of Linda Lovelace who
was with a monster — she went home for protection & her police officer Dad
did not help! The Mom said ‘he’s your husband’ & they turned her back to
him!

And so I AM WORKING on an escape route for women — the New
Matriarchal Village-Order-Community. I’m trying to DISCERN — Pete
knows as he’s helped a lot — how I can get women, single & those with
children, a place to turn to which is SAFE SPACE where men are not
allowed - we do not exclude them but they are with us at appointed times,
after being examined.

William, I need more CONCRETE answers how you intend to have
woman show their loving, caring ways to help the planet, & how also
women will protect themselves, their children, their community from rogue
men & this SYSTEM of male tyranny. Rasa

William says: Hi Rasa

You say men have brotherhood but it’s based on a hierarchical system with a
leader in charge. Men cannot work together unless they have a leader whom
everyone obeys. Women can work together without a leader but they don’t
seem to be as well organized as men.

The irony is that men rule the planet because they are very submissive to
their leaders. We see this is the military where soldiers can be trained to
throw away their lives when ordered to do so. So a general can use and
sacrifice his men like pawns on chess-board, knowing his men will give him
unquestioned obedience.
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So it’s not about men v women. It’s about male leaders v female leaders.
Men will obey female leaders in the same way they obey male leaders, so it
is about having a ruling elite of women rather than men. So perhaps
feminist are on the right path in becoming politicians and businesswomen.
Women in the past have used sex to get into positions of power. The trouble
with this 1s that women have to play deceitful patriarchal game to get into
positions of power. Then behave totally differently when they obtain the
power they need and behave like caring women. I don't know if this will
work but [ don’t see how else they can do this. William

Rasa says:

William, who says ‘Women can work together without a leader but
they don’t seem to be as well organized as men.’

I don’t believe this. That could be WHY women aren’t getting far. It
is because no woman that I know wants to be led by another women — they
would rather kow tow to a man! I have seen it time & time again. They are
too jealous & egotistical to acknowledge another womsn as their leader! So
they follow no woman & so there is no Army of Mother God here on earth,
except for us three.

{One of the first steps toward female empowerment is for women to
admire, respect, give credibility to other women who have done good. For
instance, look how I have no support, sustenance or recognition from women
even though I as a woman have fought for us so many years!}

Back to the original issue:

What would the military be like without a leader?

What would a business or organization be like without a leader?

What would a FAMILY be like without a leader?

If in a family, it was ‘everyone for him/herself there would be chaos.
Ditto military, businesses & organizations. You have to have ORDER &
RULES. People must follow those rules, this society is not a free for all. We
have laws. What would society be without laws? There is at least some
semblance of righteousness through laws even though many are unfair or
applied unequally but it’s a start — to have laws. Many criminals are locked
down that way.

You have not answered my concerns.

You call women loving & caring. How through their loving & caring
will they stop war — stop crime? Stop tyranny? - Unjust laws? -
Misapplication of laws so that women are punished more strictly? There are
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thousands of serious things wrong with Patriarchy — how by loving & caring
do women stop this?

I gave you my answer. Women must become dominant again, which
means regaining their positive masculinity which they lost long ago. They
are passive & therefore weak. They fear men, they are paralyzed with fear —
they have become inactive. And again, I repeat, they look to no woman as
leader but they still bow to men.

The second issue I have answered, with the help of Pete adding his
opinions — i1s communities, villages, organizations which are Matriarchal in
nature — safe space for women & children, men’s participation is under
scrutiny. You said nothing about this all the time I have been composing it
& 1in spite of all the insights & observations Pete has given.

This is VESTIGIAL but we are trying. Things begin with ideas. I
hope to start at last one community before leaving this earth, even if it’s a
simple trailer park, & I plan to leave a lot of money for this work to continue
through more than what I have; — there is reason to believe money will come
in through my life story/movie.

I don’t recall you participating in our discourses re the Matriarchal
safe space Order. Would you give it some thought? Rasa

William speaks: Hi Rasa

I was afraid to bring up the idea of woman being dominant because I didn’t
want to be accused of being into femdom. So I’m glad you brought up first.
But the point I was trying to make is that men don’t rule the world because
they are naturally dominant but because men are naturally obedient to those
in authority. It’s not men who rule the world, it’s just a small group of alpha
men who rule they world, while the majority of men do as they’re told. The
problem is that the alpha men tell the submissive men that they are the
natural dominant sex and to be a “real” man they have to dominate women.
Which they can do through their greater size and strength. But this doesn’t
always work as many women even in the extreme patriarchal countries are
still able to dominate their husbands. Apparently there are femdom groups in
Islamic countries.

My parents told me and my brother stories about this in the 1930s. Many
men at that time would get their pay and then go to the nearest pub and
spend the majority of their pay on alcohol and gambling and their wives and
family would get very little. To prevent this, some wives would wait at the
factory gates when the men were paid and as the men left the factory their
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wives would waylay them and take their pay off their husbands before they
had time to spend it. This can only happen if the wife is the dominant
partner.

Yes, I agree, to rule men we do need a hierarchical system of some kind. But
the problem with that is that needs leaders and politics attract the worse
types of people of both sexes. So that could prevent caring and loving people
getting into positions of power.

So I think the way around this, is to have matriarchal religions and political
parties. The attraction of a matriarchal religion is that it can worship a
female God and be truly a religion of love. The same is true of a matriarchal
political party. They can point out that women are the caring sex and they
will rule in a far more caring manner than any male dominated political
party. This will mean if a matriarchal political party gets into power, then
they then have to “practice what they preach”. If they don’t, then very few
voters will vote for them in the next election.

I agree war is the big problem for any matriarchy. Women are not interested
in war in the same way men are, but any matriarchal government has to be
realistic. They have to train men to be soldiers and keep up with the latest
weapon technology, if they don’t want to be conquered by a patriarchal
countries with a military force. Women can even use this to their own
advantage. In some countries all young men have to serve two years in the
military. And a lot of military training is all about training men to be
obedient. So if we have female officers who shout orders at the soldier all
the time. The men can be brainwashed into obeying women without
question. So women can take advantage of this, when they leave the army.

If we do have matriarchal governments for any length of time then I’'m sure
they will be strong on law and order. Women are more vulnerable than men,
when there is a high level of crime. So matriarchal governments will be
putting more money into keeping the streets safe for women. Poverty is a
also a big driver of crime so a matriarchal government will be more likely to
eliminate poverty and that will also keep down crime. The point is that
patriarchal governments rule from the male point of view. So a matriarchal
government will see things from a female point of view. So things like child-
care, care homes and hospitals will be more important to a female lead
government. William
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From Pete Jackson:
Both of you make excellent points overall, and I kind of agree with both of
you to one degree or another.

“

A

Rasa, I agree that Women need to become more "macha" in the sense of
TONIC (positive) masculinity as a much-needed counterweight to men, to
keep the would-be rogue males in line. As for safe space for Women and
children, such as your new Order and similar ideas, I agree that it is much
needed especially at the MICRO level, and yet there is still a hard limit to
how much that can SCALE in an otherwise inherently coed world. For the

35



vast majority of Women who would likely prefer instead a more integrated
way of life with both Women and men, much like I personally prefer, there
needs to be a political solution to this collective action problem at the
MACRO level. And that's where William comes in (ditto for my political
ideas as well).

William, I agree with you for the most part about the macro level. You
make some excellent points as well. It is true that, as someone else once
said, men tend to think in terms of hierarchies: who's up and who's down.
While Women to think in terms or relationships: who's in, and who's out.
And therein lies the "paradox between the sexes". Women tend not to like
hierarchies, but men do, and unfortunately SOME degree of hierarchy is
needed to keep the rogue males in line.

We certainly need Matriarchal political parties, no argument from me there.
(As for Matriarchal religion, Rasa already has that covered quite well, and
we would still need separation of church and state IMHO.). And of course,

even under Matriarchy, we would still need laws and law enforcement, stuff
like that.

As for the military conscription idea, I have never supported anything like
that and never will. Leaving aside the ethics of it, or lack thereof, I believe
that it can all too easily backfire, leading to a tendency to revert back to
blindly obeying other men who are bigger and stronger than they are. I have
never believed that BLIND obedience was a virtue, and can all too easily
become a vice in the wrong hands. While a military would be necessary in a
world where patriarchy still exists, I believe that an all-volunteer force is the
superior and most ethical option. But otherwise, your political solution
ideas seem to be pretty good overall, William.

From Pete:

Looks like all three of us have our own different visions of protopia (utopia
literally means "no place" in Greek, and making the perfect the enemy of the
good ultimately leads to dystopia). And that's fine. We all at least agree on
the basics, and it will be up to future generations to decide what to do about
it all.

I would personally define positive or "tonic" masculinity as courage,
leadership, heroism, and strength of character in general, while rejecting
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resentment and embracing vulnerability, but such virtues really don't have a
gender per se.

I found this article about it, for example:

https://www.psychologytoday.com/intl/blog/our-devices-our-selves/
202408/what-is-tonic-masculinity-and-why-it-matters

From William:

I would imagine the reason people prefer men is because of patriarchal
propaganda. This has changed since feminism but this propaganda is still
very strong and many women still believe it.

I think positive masculinity is difficult we see this in the image of Jesus. He
was a very loving men but because of his loving nature he was seen as
wimpish by many people. It is a problem for men to be assertive and
competitive but also loving at the same time. I suppose the nearest we can
get to 1t 1s Chivalry where knights fought to save and serve their ladies.

Rasa continues:

William & Pete, here is my main issue & question & belief:

I believe women have to BECOME DOMINANT & now come to my
main issue of discussion: What is positive masculinity? I discussed this
'detail' in my last book - maybe you guys didn’t even read it.

There are issues neither of you ever raised - nor did I. But I'm raising
them now, & it is this: Why do people PREFER MEN? Why do they choose
men for jobs, activities, & leadership- & overlook women? Why are men
admired more than women? After all, they aren't all criminals, there are
many good guys, there are many admirable men. What makes them
BETTER or SUPERIOR to women in what ways? Ah, I've said it. But it has
to be said.

OK, it's the POSITIVE MASCULINITY. And what is that? That is the
burning issue here. What is the quality where we trust men more than
women in some situations - like dangerous ones - or rely on men more than
women, or look more to men than women to get us out of a jam? Or look for
a man to help when a woman just won’t — we know she won’t — we don’t
even ask.

It is a quality that WOMEN MUST CULTIVATE & that is ZEAL.

37


https://www.psychologytoday.com/intl/blog/our-devices-our-selves/202408/what-is-tonic-masculinity-and-why-it-matters
https://www.psychologytoday.com/intl/blog/our-devices-our-selves/202408/what-is-tonic-masculinity-and-why-it-matters

In religion, zeal is LOVE IN ACTION. In secular life that translates to
action for a purpose or goal. Women have become PASSIVE. Passive does
not cut the mustard or get the last brownie. And that, among a few other
virtues is what men have that WOMEN DON’T & why in this area they are
SUPERIOR.

An example of ‘masculinity’ or zeal. In 2001 I got a loudspeaker with
eight huge {D} batteries — loud if I turn it up & walked on the street of my
little city for 2.5 months 3 hours a day preaching the Word of God as taught
by Jesus.

How many women do you know who would do this? And it was
WINTER, sometimes 8 degrees with strong winds. It was not the first time —
I preached on the street in Chicago on each of my days off when I worked at
the Playboy Club — every Sunday. I also walked up & down preaching &
giving out literature in my city for weeks before but never with a
loudspeaker.

This was so hard my knees shook when I first went out — literally. But
I did it.

There’s an example of what women don’t have. I couldn’t even get
another woman to just walk with me — much less preach.

Domination is not only ‘pushing’” men around — ordering them, taking
their pay, bullying them. A woman can be dominant in her lifestyle
regardless of a man, - forget men — just be dominant in her actions as far as
working for the betterment of mankind, doing things that should be done.

She can preach, teach, be an activist, write, publish, speak — set an
example.

But what the majority of women do is settle for being BREEDERS.
After that they are more dependent on men as it takes a village {much more
than her & him} to raise a child, so even one man is helpful if he doesn’t
fuck up. Now a woman is saddled with one or more kids, her active days are
over as kids take a huge amount of time & energy to raise & there women
disable themselves from helping mankind! Anyone can procreate, breed.
They just let themselves get pregnant while condoms are available. This is
the main way women are imprisoned & they allow it to happen — no one is
forcing them. They took the easy way out — they permitted pregnancy - half
of it or more is their responsibility & they should think about sacrificing this
role & give themselves to good works. Bringing more kids into a terribly
faulty world only burdens mankind the more. They aren’t even raising them
to teach Matriarchal principles, they just go with the flow — dead bodies float
downstream.
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And so from this POV women must become more like men — not rapists,
criminals, child abusers, tyrants or anything negative but active, zealous,
brave, noble & more willing to help others including their sisters. {They
don’t usually help their sisters, they’re in a frame of jealousy pecking order
—no chicken better get ahead of me — I’ll peck her to death!} And this is
called the ‘slave mentality’ where no slave better get in good with Massah’
ahead of me. They make themselves helpless because they don’t do anything
aggressive to change things.

.....I turned over a new leaf yesterday. Xmas was an ORDEAL
because what I experienced besides what I already explained was PTSD —
just a mild case. You who have never had abuse or trauma wouldn’t know
what that is. But for me, Holidays mean not the physical memory of family
but a re-enactment of how they made me feel: worthless - not worthy of
being alive or receiving love. At its worst this makes a person suicidal, in a
mild form it makes a person sad, sorrowful & depressed, they lose their zest
for living.

And so, yesterday I decided to do what my Inner Self told me to do
the other day: meditate one to three hours a day I meditated 2 hours 15
minutes.

And I’m putting myself on vacation for a while, to be with God. |
might work a little bit — like one hour a day promoting, that is all. After I
put together this last book I did not rest at all - I dove into promotion - &
that was bad. [ was so worn out.

There 1s much to say about my new schedule & I will not fail. Oh yes,
I saw clearly why my new podcast was a failure & why it isn’t even what I
needed to do — why God maneuvered me into doing the Cougar book
instead.

The straight preaching is not what is needed of me. There are
MILLIONS of people doing it! Nothing new under the sun here — Saints
galore proving the words of Buddah & Jesus again & again here, there &
everywhere. What IS needed of me? What do I bring to humanity that it
needs that no one else is doing?

After meditating/praying, going inside for over two hours I heard
distinctly what I told you guys before & we have not discussed:

“I AM THE NEW RELIGION.”

My LIFE rather than my words is the new religion. People do not
follow mere words, they need behavior, they need actions. Look at Jesus.
What if He only preached. But He did way more than that, He did miracles
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& He accepted death by the Cross. He WAS the new religion, called
Christianity.

In the same way, I AM the new religion for women. Look upon my
life, activities what I did, what I stood for, how I changed things for our
society. And it hasn’t taken hold yet except for body building, when my life
story is produced & promoted, it will be evident. Jesus religion did not
become mainstream or universal for hundreds of years & afterward, it’s a
household word.

My life teaches women to be bold, courageous & zealous to help
mankind, to come out of their passive stupor, to stop being breeders for men
& take care of what is already here. That is why my new podcast didn’t
work — it wasn’t what is needed from me. What is needed from me is ‘The
man Whisperer’- right now the capstone of my life to top off the other things
I’ve done, so that is where I will gain the success needed for my ministry.
{End}

New Thread — some letters from the old thread skipped

William Bond: Hi Rasa and Pete

I have thought that there is a conspiracy against matriarchy for a long time.
The reason is that the argument for women ruling the world is so strong. So
many intellects have pointed out the insanity of war, but it still goes on. And
the reason for this is that if men rule the world then their very competitive
and aggressive nature will always lead to warfare. We see the same problem
where there is a large gap between rich and poor. Again it’s men’s
competitive nature that cause this. So it’s obvious that if we have caring and
nurturing women rule the world, then everyone would better off.

But when I first come on the internet saying these things, no one was
interested. The feminist were my sternest critics which I thought was weird.
The only people who gave me any support were the Femdom crowd. Even
though they thought dominant women should be cruel and sadistic. So I did
wonder what was going on. Then later I received support from Rasa.

Looking at history, we find that social change rarely comes from ordinary

people. Both the French and American revolution were organized by
wealthy people. Marx himself come from a wealthy Jewish family and he
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was supported by Engels who was a very wealthy man. So why would
wealthy people support extreme left-wing politics? It seems that in the

wealthy elite, “old money” support left-wing political parties while “new
money” support right wing political parties.

The reason for this is that; old money greatly fears; new money, because
they are frighten that, new money will end up replacing them. So old money
likes state control, high taxation, lots of rules and regulations and even
strong trade unions to undermine the power and profits of new money.
While new money support right wing politics which advocate low taxation,
deregulation, smashing the unions and pushing down worker’s wages. So
they can gain more wealth and challenge the power of; old money. This
means politics is just about a power game between wealthy people and the
working class people are just pawns in their game.

We also see the same with the suffragettes who were supported by wealthy
women in Britain. The same was true in the USA and other parts of the
world. I think Rasa you pointed out that Feminist were supported by the xxx.
The reason was because the ruling elite wanted to bring down worker’s
wages and no longer wanted families with just one wage earner, like we saw
in the 1950s. So it suited their agenda for women to campaign to go to work.
So worker’s wages could be brought down under the smoke screen of
feminism.

This then is the problem. No-one is going to successfully advocate women
ruling the world unless is suits the agenda of a group of wealthy people. But
there is a power that is far more powerful than all the wealthy people of the
world and that is Mother God. So it can only happen if we call on Her help
and guidance. William

Pete Jackson:

Good points, William. There are lots of multiple agendas and ulterior
motives to unpack here. Old money vs new money, left vs right, and so on.
The most important one of all though is oligarchy vs humanity. And
oligarchy is of course the logical conclusion of patriarchy.

For example, getting more Women into the paid workforce, while good in

principle to end or reduce Women's financial dependence on men, was a
essentially a "mixed bag" under patriarchy/oligarchy. I recall a now-defunct
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but archived website called "Humans and Resources" that basically noted
that what should have happened if gender equality really was the goal,

would have been a greatly shortened workweek across the board upon entry
of more Women into the paid workforce in the 1970s, much like the futurists
had originally predicted. The average workweek could have easily shrunk to
15-20 hours by now for everyone like Keynes had predicted nearly a century
ago. After all, "many hands make light work", and adding more workers
should have reduced the need for work, especially with today's technology.
But instead, the oligarchs who rigged the game had other plans, and
leveraged the iron laws of supply and demand to their own benefit. And the
rest is history.

Rasa says:

From William: "But when [ first come on the internet saying these
things, no one was interested. The feminist were my sternest critics which I
thought was weird. The only people who gave me any support were the
Femdom crowd. Even though they thought dominant women should be cruel
and sadistic. So I did wonder what was going on. Then later I received
support from Rasa."

Pete steps in:

Good points, William. There are lots of multiple agendas and ulterior
motives to unpack here. Old money vs new money, left vs right, and so on.
The most important one of all though is oligarchy vs humanity. And
oligarchy is of course the logical conclusion of patriarchy.

For example, getting more Women into the paid workforce, while good in
principle to end or reduce Women's financial dependence on men, was a
essentially a "mixed bag" under patriarchy/oligarchy. I recall a now-defunct
but archived website called "Humans and Resources" that basically noted
that what should have happened if gender equality really was the goal,
would have been a greatly shortened workweek across the board upon entry
of more Women into the paid workforce in the 1970s, much like the futurists
had originally predicted. The average workweek could have easily shrunk to
15-20 hours by now for everyone like Keynes had predicted nearly a century
ago. After all, "many hands make light work", and adding more workers
should have reduced the need for work, especially with today's technology.
But instead, the oligarchs who rigged the game had other plans, and
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leveraged the iron laws of supply and demand to their own benefit. And the
rest is history.

Rasa’s answer to William:

I also have had no support/common ground with feminists! You
would think they’d lap us up — we are so great with female empowerment,
but something is awry with them. Except I must say they once put a big ad
for my ‘Woman Thou Art God” website right on the front of the main
feminist website, run by Gloria Steinem. I give her credit.

Why do feminists give us no credit or support? I shall ask Mother God
because it is a bit of a mystery. But they have disappointed me so many
times — [’ve given up. [ was even a member of NOW in NYC & they were
against me!

*!MG: Your agenda is different; they are set in their ways. They
have no tolerance for the adult trade, thinking it’s exploitation of women.
They are NOT open minded on that & other things.

Originally all that was asked for was equality. That was in the 60s.
We’ve come a long way since then. But they still stick to that premise,
ignoring the facts discovered by DNA, EXPLAINED BY Ashley Montagu
in 1953 & now Dr. Bryan Sykes. They are comfortable in their old cage, so
let them be. They are being supported by the Rockefeller Institute, not the
CIA William. Maybe they fear losing the grants given them, so they stay
where they are. Forget them I say, move on.}*

As far as me supporting you where - you don’t say it — but none of the
other women gave you a helping hand — these women are blind. I’ve seen
this way before the internet [1981] when I was fighting for women to be
ordained priests. No woman would help — I tried. One female I spoke to by
phone gave this revelation,

“I just want to make sure what we {she & her associates} have done
gets credit.”

They are shut up in their ego, flesh mentality, & the ‘Who’s the
Queen’ syndrome. No woman wants to follow another — they all want to be
The Boss. And this way they work against womanhood. Without a leader,
the group disintegrates. You need a Center, a Lighthouse, a home, a point of
departure & return, a reference point, a Hub. A group without a leader falls
to pieces.

Both you guys mentioned that women don’t like Hierarchies & do
well without them. I disagree strongly & claim that a system cannot be run
without Hierarchy. Look at the ex slaves / blacks until St. Martin Luther

43



King Jr. came along. There was a Lighthouse — a man you culd point to as
Leader, & all the good that followed came after him.

For me, to say women can work without leadership is PREPOSTEROUS &
ILLOGICAL.

When I was on the internet the first years I did not claim to be a leader
or Queen. Just by working hard women attacked me, because of my
presence. They feared being left in the shade; apparently each aspired to be
the leader! {And if they could not be they sure damn well would not allow
another woman to be so}! But they had not the credentials Anointing, or
ABILITY to lead!

I know that at times my ego rears its ugly head, because of human
insecurities & that I have hardly ever been credited for my accomplishments;
it’s just a human flaw. But inside my heart — believe it or not — I have
humbled myself & stepped aside for the Great Almighty to do Her work. For
a person to be of use to Mother God they have to be a team player — “Not
my will, but Thy will be done.”

A person has to hear, be in touch with, & obey the Higher Power,
{this is not always done by hearing words or even understanding, it can be
an unconscious impulse deep inside} not get stuck in the tiny world of me,
myself & I —but that is where most people stay. “Forgive them, for they
know not what the do.” They are blind because they have not left their cage,
the place where they feel secure, inside themselves - for the blind it seems
the best place, but in God it’s the worst place. | have rattled their bars but
they won’t let go.

William, it’s gotten to the point, I notice, that neither you nor I reach
out to these women supposed to be Matriarchs — or feminists - & we have
kept our own company now & just work together as a team. Pete has joined
us & it’s a great boon to have an authentic third ally, but we seek no one
else because in the end, they’re more of a burden than a boon.

Yes, they are a burden — a waste of time. Grooming them, talking to
them, answering them on Face Book, as they give us bits & pieces of ‘help’
but there is always that need for a pound of flesh! Not ONE of these people
turned out to be a genuine ally for Female Empowerment. {Some were
genuine for a time, I can think of a few ladies & what they did was good.
But they abandoned me, faded away or else, disappeared when I left Face
Book.}
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And it takes so much time to sift through the ‘Mr & Miss Wrongs’—
not bad people but not what is needed} — who come forward. You guys
might recall for a while this person, or that person came forward but they
were all WRONG to work with us. They were even insulting, annoying & in

some case, dangerous — like the lady who was gong to help with my website,
wanted the passwords, but her boyfriend was in a gang & in jail for murder!

And some people are great but not great enough — Steve. He was NOT
a team player. Like the Beatles. Once there was another guy & he was a
great performer. But they did not keep him, & John Lennon said ‘He was
NOT a Beatle.” Why not? Not a good TEAM member I imagine — more for
himself.

For a person to be in our Sanctuary or ‘Temple’ of Mother God they
must to some degree lose themselves & bow to HER. Not to me, William or
Pete —to HER. That’s the main reason they become suitable!

Pete says:
You make some good
points overall, Rasa.
I don't really have
much to add except
that I really should
have distinguished
between hierarchies
of *actualization*
(aka empowerment,
which Women tend
to prefer) vs
hierarchies of
*domination* (which
men tend to prefer),
to paraphrase Riane
Eisler. It's "power
within", "power to",
and "power with and
through", as opposed
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to "power over" or "lording it over" others. Also, the Overton window
comes to mind once again as to why so few Women (including feminists)
have supported our

movement: they simply see it as too extreme. But of course, the definition
of "extreme" is relative and malleable, and eventually they will be (very
belatedly) coming out of the woodwork for you, God willing.

Rasa Addendum:

Why did I support William? Why did I KNOW I had to hold him up,
that he was special, a one-of-a-kind person for the Cause & it was
imperative he be promoted? Why did it hurt so much & give me anxiety
when in the beginning he rejected me for ‘them who were in numbers while
you are only one’ approx. statement of William.

Mother God:

“Birds of a feather” — you felt his spirit, which was similar to yours.
You knew he was Anointed, empowered b Mother God & he was the ONLY
ONE speaking as he spoke. So helping him was for the benefit of the Cause,
the Cause is greater than the individual, the IDEOLOGY - It’s the principles
of Matriarchy that must be heralded & these principles contain the very
same ideas as Buddhism & Christianity — love for neighbor, Do unto Others
Sacrifice, Caring, Empathy, Compassion, stand for the downtrodden, etc.

What has been difficult for all of us is that the planet has been taken
over by FORCE of the rogue males, who have set up their Hell on earth &
are forcing everyone to comply. Mother God has straightened out this mess
by rendering human men extinct - it’s coming, although a long time. But
there will be the steady decline of men & disempowerment & that is how
She is saving the planet. Mother Durga turning into Kali & lapping up their
blood — destroying the ones who destroy others & even the entire planet.
Case closed.

Rasa says:

The other women warned you against me, William. And what reason
did they give? I know we have both been plagued on Face Book with people
trying to turn us one against the other but this is because we form a strong
alliance, they want to break this up to disempower us. Remember how you
told me when you joined some female group they tried to break you & your
wife up? It’s about control. With predators like wolves in order to take down
an animal within a herd they separate that animal, then pounce on it.
Separation is to make it vulnerable so the can kill it. Control freaks &
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abusers also try to separate someone from friends & family so they can more
easily control/abuse the person.

Our situation on Face Book was mostly jealousy. Now I’m not there so we
aren’t getting any interference.

I had more to say about hierarchies but it got erased, don’t have the
will to do it over. Some other time. Rasa

William says:

I get fed up and discouraged with women fighting among themselves. If
women cannot work together, then we are wasting our time. As Benjamin
Franklin once said; “We must, indeed, all hang together or, most assuredly,
we shall all hang separately.”

It’s the same with the bonobo and chimpanzee. Bonobo’s female are in
charge because they have a strong sisterhood and support each other if
attacked by a bonobo male. But the chimpanzee female have no sisterhood
and 1f a female is attacked, she is on her own, as no other female will dare
come to her aid. So they are dominated completely by the bigger and
stronger males. As the feminists once said, “The sisterhood is powerful”.
But if women cannot form a strong sisterhood then we are not going to get
anywhere.

I don’t know what the answer is. Whether women have to work together in a
hierarchical system or not. I know bonobo’s do have a sort of hierarchical
system with alpha females. The same is true with lemurs and meerkats who
are both female dominated species. So perhaps this idea that women can
work together without a hierarchical system, is a red herring. And women’s
attempts to work together without a hierarchical system, might be why
feminists haven’t formed a powerful sisterhood, yet. After all, the
Suffragettes became a powerful organization under the leadership

of Emmeline Pankhurst and her daughters.

Rasa answers:

William you said: “I get fed up and discouraged with women fighting
among themselves. If women cannot work together, then we are wasting our
time. As Benjamin Franklin once said; “We must, indeed, all hang together
or, most assuredly, we shall all hang separately.”
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My answer is so simple. William, you HAVE taken sides on many
issues as you do on the political scene there in England. You get greatly

upset when an honest, righteous individual runs for office & a corrupt one
gets the seat.

Women’s CONFLICT that you’ve seen mostly on Face Book — them
against me — frustrated you. You weren’t sure which way to go - them or me.
There were more of them. You had not yet gotten the discernment you need
as the Femdom Scene confused you. MOST of the women who opposed me
were dominatrixes, not authentic workers for Mother God. Now one can be a
dominatrix & sincerely be for Mother God — but most women of any kind,
dominatrixes included, are not soldiers for Mother God. They are trying to
make a living, survive, get wealth & maybe fame or recognition. They want
the money, fame & recognition more than the non paying job of being a
SERVANT of Mother God.

It was around 2005 that I got involved with one of your friend-
dominatrix — forgot her name. She saw I was religious so she asked me if we
could pray the rosary together over the phone — or I asked her — can’t
remember.

I was only able to endure this for about a week before I told her she
was praying wrongly — that ended our relationship, she became my enemy,
no doubt spoke against me to you. She said she had to return to HER
FLOCK as if she was a minister like myself. I had a dream where she & her
‘flock’ were running from hut to hut worshiping metal idols, empty, with no
God Power whatsoever. Her followers were men who wanted to get off on
being dominated, she was interested in their favors or money — that was the
extent of her ‘ministry.’

Here’s how she prayed. Each rosary recitation was dedicated to a
certain cause, hers never changed, it went like this:

“I ask God to give me total control over Mr. X so that [ can obtain the
kind of money I used to get from him at one time.”

Mr. X was a wealthy man in Switzerland, where she’d lived once,
who lavished her with gifts like fur coats — a married man.

You say you’re frustrated & we are wasting our time if women can’t
work together & you cite Emmeline Pankhurst as the leader of the
suffragettes. Yes there you have it. She had daughters who cooperated so she
had several women — 3 daughters plus herself makes 4 women in agreement,
here you have a Hierarchy of Mom with 3 females. Her husband was also a
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supporter — they started with getting women the right to vote but it expanded
after that & they were a success.

Like it or not you must take sides in women’s conflicts, & you have. I had to
prove myself to you by my actions. Some of the women as I recall were
saying they were for Female Empowerment, Superiority & Matriarchy. But
their actions were weak because they did not BOW to Mother God, they
were inside their egos. And so Mother God did not Enlighten or Anoint them
with Power — what Christians call the Holy Spirit.

Perhaps these women warned you about my being a Christian. I had to
prove to you I was not limited by Christianity. After all, why would this be a
demerit? A good Christian at heart, a good Buddhist, would also be a good
Matriarch as the principles of caring for everyone including ‘the least of
these’ are in all three. The ‘Beatitudes’ of Jesus are Buddhist — he was a
reincarnated Buddhist Guru. ‘Blessed are the poor.” Buddha fought against
the Caste System which deprived the poorest people of all human rights
including spiritual rights — they were not even allowed to enter the Temples!
And I do recall you being wary of me because of my ‘religion’ but you
didn’t even know exactly what my beliefs were!

The women who turned you against me were basically unGodly —
they had no religion - they were not women of God.

I knew they were using you & poisoning your mind & I was deeply
worried that the work we could do together would be prevented. And I knew
that if we formed a team we could do greater work than if we worked
separately. The evil women never did much for matriarchy, did they? What
are they doing now? What have they accomplished the last 20 years since
our conflicts?

Eventually — maybe because I proved myself & they did nothing
worthwhile — you became my friend & we worked together. No matter how
frustrated you get or disgusted with women’s conflicts, you have to take
sides, or else, you could be on the WRONG side which is AGAINST
Mother God — such people — their actions, their lives leave no footprints &
they go back to the dust without having helped humanity. And you could
have stayed with them instead of me.

Beata was the classic case of the conflicts, & look at the conclusion of
that epic. Last I saw, she & Thomas were still fast friends, he clinging to her
although all they did failed. He is her prisoner because she pays attention to
him — e mails him day by day. He went the ‘way of all flesh’ & he is no
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longer a member of the Army of Mother God. What a fool he is - what a fool
she is. Good bye fools. They did us a favor by leaving us.

There will be forever conflicts among women & no sisterhood until
Matriarchy gets stronger. We are chosen to help bring it about & it’s
inevitable that there will be negatives spirits jumping all around us & we
must hold our heads up to Mother God & dismiss them from our minds &
keep working.

One of my pet peeves is all the people — mostly men but women also
— who approach me with false claims of friendship & assistance & they are
time wasters - they are intrusions & DISTRACTIONS from the work. By the
time I find out they are phonies, so much energy gets used up & there at the
end of the rainbow is a pile of shit. And I berate myself for being such a
dope believing them & taking time to nurture conversations & even phone
calls.

And when my time left on earth gets shorter there’s less & less time to
waste. [ have so much to do & right now I ALONE must do it.

As far as the ‘red herring’ issue. Yes, it’s a LIE that women can work
without hierarchy/leaders. It’s trying to hide that EVERY BITCH WANTS
TO BE THE LEADER & she will jump over carcasses to make sure no
other woman holds her head up high because she wants to be IT & if it looks
like you might be a leader instead of following she will SHOOT YOU
DOWN.

The feminist movement does not have a FEMALE LEADER - it has
PUPPETS controlled by the Rockefeller Institute. Left alone — feminism as
we know it would fall apart for lack of support from women. It is strictly
held up by Patriarchs for the reasons you & Pete have explained — lowering
the working person’s wage — instead of shortening the week for workers
when ‘too many hands make little work.’

We all 3 of us have to make decisions & take sides all the time. Pete |
know was slightly involved with two of my enemies — one was a crazy
woman who drained me of time & money appearing at first as a gallant
fighter for the cause. And the other was Sierra, a nonentity who doesn’t
believe there was a holocaust — it took that to show Pete she was a dud. I
already told him but he stayed on her group for a while until he saw for
himself.

Sometimes ‘stumbling blocks lead to stepping stones’ indeed, but
these blocks must be temporary & in the end we have to choose the friends,
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partners, allies, who are right with God & us. At times it’s a fine line of
discernment, like Steve — a good guy but ‘not one of the Beatles’ lol.

Short bio of Steve. We were friends because he promoted both William &
myself on the internet for a while. Then he told me his serious woes,
financial. I knew he was indirectly asking me for money. I felt real sorry for
him & prayed & because of these prayers someone left him 16k pounds.

And what did he do? Because of this money he got a young female to
be with him & he disappeared completely, totally until the money & the
young female were gone. This was like 4-5 years. He would have done the
same had I gifted him with money. And on top of that he was DELUDED
that this young lady was physically attracted to him.

Anyway, he came back to join us but he’d shown his true colors to me
& so I was slow to let him into the Sanctuary & he went his way.

That’s what I mean by we have to take sides, choose who we want or
don’t want into our company.

Another issue — Pete — you mentioned that you preferred a free-
flowing gender situation, with no restrictions to men as I have planned
within our ‘safe space’ Village/Order.

Of course you’re seeing it from YOUR POV, not ours — the females.

If you prefer this sort of freedom for men, then stay in what we have.
There are no restrictions. Give us the right to choose for ourselves what we
want. [ am seeking those women who want it that way — is there no space for
women that they can be alone, find their own voice, space, freedom &
safety? Do they have to be forever assaulted, interfered with & harassed by
men? Can’t they ever get away?

Men ARE FREE. They are not assaulted, harassed, interfered with or
in danger from women. So you speak for yourself — you don’t know what it
feels like TO BE US. Women of all ages are approached, even as children. A
child has no protection whatsoever if a man gets her or him alone. But even
a grown woman - if you reject a man he might retaliate. They are revengeful.
If you even IGNORE them they take revenge. You have to be POLITE &
mind your manners when they are accosting you — bothering you because
they want some pussy. You have to mind your p’s & q’s because they will
HURT YOU if you don’t. I could give a hundred cases of my own &
thousands I have seen & heard about.
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OK back to hierarchy. Imagine the military without a hierarchy lol. A
lynching mob, that is all. And the mob will fail against a well-conducted
force.
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William speaks: Hi Rasa
So if as you say "Every Bitch wants to be a leader". What is the answer? Do
women fight it out, like men do, until a leader is established? It is very
important we understand how women can work together, because it is only
by doing this, that women can gain power.
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Yes, being a man I don't know what women have to go through. But I do
get some idea from my wife. She doesn't like going out on her own and
wants me with her all the time. I also did have a job years ago doing work in
people's homes and found some women who where housebound. Because of
some bad experience with a man, these women were frightened to go outside
their homes. William

Pete says: Good evening, Rasa and William. Indeed we have enough
for a book or at least part of a book now with these threads. I don't really
have much more to add at this time, and I think it's probably best to put this
conversation on the back burner for the time being.

Both of you made some great points overall. And I admit there is a lot |
don't know as well.

Indeed, Rasa, while it is correct that I personally prefer a free-flowing
gender situation with no restrictions (or as I like to call it, gender
integration), I do nonetheless understand what you would want the Order to
have such restrictions as a safe space. That makes perfect sense in that
context, and I do not seek to interfere with it. The key phrase here is "those
Women who want it that way". That is totally fine by me. But it will most
likely only be a sliver of the female population who would end up joining,
so that leaves the remaining vast majority who I believe prefer integration.
And that's fine.

So what becomes of the outside world then? I would like to see more
communities at least vaguely resembling the Tamera ecovillage, for
example. But with Women in charge to one degree or another. I believe
that, at scale, integration is the least-worst way to keep males more or less
"contained", paradoxically with more liberty, not less. As for safety,
personally, I prefer "Safety Third", with first and second being "liberty and
justice for all". Not that safety isn't important, it is, but it is not the highest
good, and there is at least partially an unfortunate tradeoff between liberty
and safety that we may just have to agree to disagree about.

That said, I fully support your idea Order from the outside, Rasa. The most I
will be is a fellow traveler who occasionally contributes ideas now and then,
but that's fine with me, as I do not seek to be bound by its rules, even if |
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understand why those who choose to be bound by them would want them.
No harm, no foul.

As for me seeing things from Women's POV, indeed one of my very favorite
intellectual exercises (and ethical tests) is to ask myself if, hypothetically, I
knew for a fact that I would die tomorrow and be reincarnated as a Woman,
would I still support the ideas and policies that I do now? And over and
over again, the answer nearly always comes back yes, and when it doesn't,
then I ask why and refine my ideas further. I may not ever fully be able to
know what it's like to go through what Women do, but based on the many [
have known, including ones I know who have had horrific experiences with
men and have confided in me about such things, I would think I have at least
a vague sketch of an idea by now.

(And of course, in that same vein, restrictions are a double edged sword, as
there are only so many restrictions that one can put on men without also
putting restrictions on Women, least the restrictions on men have no teeth.
Especially if attempted to scale up to the outside world, of course.)

Thus, my own vision of utopia (or rather, protopia) does seem to differ from
yours, as does William's, even though all three of us believe in Matriarchy.
Again, at the end of the day, I'm not you, and you're not me. And that's
perfectly fine. And I have been wrong before, of course.

Rasa says: You are totally right William, women can’t get
anywhere unless they have sisterhood & to me — that means leaders.

It may take a long time for them to accept other women as leaders —
maybe hundreds of years. But it can’t happen until then.

And it’s as simple as that Matriarchy can’t happen until women learn
to humble themselves before other women INSTEAD OF MEN — yes — they
follow men! Isn’t that sickening? It is to me.

And Pete, we disagree about the notion of men doing anything they
want at all times, in all places, & you say most women in the population
want to have complete integration with no restrictions on men. You
ASSUME this. What choice do they have? If they wanted to be separate,
{like all those far-away communities in Africa & elsewhere, where women
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banded together & formed communities} — WHERE COULD THEY GO?
There are no communities, villages or Orders where regular women, not
nuns {who are controlled by men anyway} reside, safely enjoying life
without male interference.

I’ve said this before — men are fairly safe with women, they are not in
danger from women, & yet they get away & have places exclusively for men
that women don’t have. Women could have ‘women’s clubs’ but there are
reasons they don’t. It has to do with PRESSURE from society — men. We
are not to RUN AWAY from them, like the case I heard of the Chimpanzee
society. A female chimp with her baby went far off the premises of their
community to be alone, live alone. The alpha chimp has spies, they saw her
& reported her to the Apha. They then dragged her back & beat her within
an inch of her life for daring to leave!

Men do not want wives to have a ‘girl’s night out’ but they want to
spend time away from the house themselves & they often do. If married
women as well as single created ‘women’s clubs’ the husbands would have
shit fits when they would want to go there, & they would bitch so much it
would prevent the wife from doing it. I have seen this happen. They do not
even ALLOW their spouses to be FRIENDS with single women because
these women empower the wife through sisterhood. I’'m single & I have
been friends with half a dozen women around here — married - & eventually
the husband always broke us up!

What I believe the answer will be is that the first women to join my
Order & any Order/community, village like it would be the ones that are so
traumatized, beaten up, intimidated, abused, that escaping to a woman-
only community would be saving their life - & to some, also the lives or
safety of their children. There will be problems. Some husbands would want
to keep the children at least part time, & there would be abuse. But there
would also be the women who have no husband or boyfriend — he has left
the premises by abandonment, or else he’s in jail, or found another woman,
etc. - So some of these men might not interfere.

One way or another women NEED A PLACE & 1 will try to make
one, at least a beginning, before I die. If I can’t do it [ will leave the
blueprint so to speak, the ideas, & will my property & resources to a woman
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Or women who can carry on the work. That is why I’m living
modestly, below my means saving the money for the Order.

Pete you & I will disagree on this issue I know but it doesn’t matter.
You are not the one starting this Order, I am. I think William at least is
leaning in my direction on this.

From William: Hi Rasa and Pete

Yes, ’'m aware that women are frightened of male violence. For good reason
two of my female friends have told me that they had been raped. Even men
are frightened of the violence of other men so for women it must be a lot
worse. But things like, safe spaces for women, can only really happen when
women gain power and take over. So it is more an argument to convince
other women that matriarchy is a good idea.

But I think we should also sell the idea that matriarchy is a good thing for
men, as well as women. If women rule the world, then far less men will be
used as “cannon fodder” on the battlefield. Patriarchy creates a huge gap
between rich and poor. With modern technology most people in the world
should be living at a fairly high standard of living. But the patriarchal ruling
elite selfishly want all the wealth and power of the world, so this doesn’t
happen. So I think we are only going to have governments that care about
the people, when women rule the world.

Another point is that patriarchy is very anti-sexual, patriarchy does fear
women using sex to gain influence over men. But patriarchal anti-sex
customs and laws does restrict men’s chances of having sex with women,
unless the man is extremely rich. So we can point out that in a matriarchal
world men will be more likely to have sex with women as the shackles that
limit female sexuality will be lifted.

Pete jumps in:

William, you indeed make some good points once again. That quote from
Robert Heinlein comes to mind once again: "Never appeal to a man's better
nature. He may not have one. Invoking his self-interest gives you more
leverage." Which is not exactly an idealistic thing to say, but true
nonetheless.
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Rasa pipes up:

Pete — appealing to man’s better nature lol, would be a rare bird. It’s
human nature, for good as well as bad people to seek their own interest.
Some of the good people, their interest is serving the greater Good — that
would be us I hope.

Now William, as far as a Matriarchal Order maybe I will try to peddle
it as something different to avoid a backlash as well as the FEAR of women
toward Patriarchs — men, {most men, not only the rogue men — become our
enemies when we want to separate! Even Pete doesn’t want us to separate,
which puts him in sympathy with the camp of the enemy! Separation is a
Prisoner of War escaping. Whoever does not believe in our escape believes
in our imprisonment — an unlawful, immoral, cruel imprisonment. }

[ might INTRODUCE the New Order this way:

“We are building a community for women with children who have no
husbands.”

The Jehovah’s Witnesses do not put their doctrine in PLAIN
LANGUAGE when they peddle the Watch Tower door to door. If you read
it on face value you’d think they were Christians — but THEY ARE NOT!

If they came straight out, door to door & declared in their magazine,

“We are not Christians!”

Most people would shut the door in their face & not even give them a
chance.

Their beliefs are off the wall, but you don’t SEE that unless you look
more deeply. For example, they believe that ony 144,000 people WILL BE
SAVED out of all the TRILLIONS who have lived & will live — the rest go
to Hell! And there is no ‘spiritual’ Heaven, in another dimension. Heaven
will be HERE ON EARTH - as there will be a ‘new Heaven & a New
Earth.” This is so far fetched & so wrong, & yet this man managed to
convince so many people all over the world to believe this. Why do they not
believe Jesus as ‘God?’ Because it says in the bible’

“No one can see ME {God} & live.”

And Watch Tower is in every language on earth — even mine —
Lithuanian, it is so pervasive. How did this man do it? Certainly not by
being honest re their beliefs!

It is also totally Patriarchal — women are not allowed to be leaders or
preach/speak in the Kingdom Hall but they can go out to do missionary
work. Why do they get SO MANY WOMEN THEN?

The Watch Tower, when I looked at magazines with most readers —
just might be the most read magazine IN THE WORLD!
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And so I notice that when I put anything with the honest description ‘For
women — women only — Matriarchal — New Religion for Women’ I get the
LEAST responses!

People have their GUARD up! They FEAR this as it goes against
patriarchy — they fear patriarchy & men.

If I SOFT PEDDLE our anti-patriarchy beliefs in the advertising to
get new female members, - {this will take some thought} — I think I can go
farther.

Pete mentioned the Tamera Eco village. It’s about ecology — not
Matriarchy. We could feature ecology, we could feature ‘permaculture,’
‘self reliance,” ‘homesteads,” a way of life ‘back to the earth’
Village/Order/Community.

But of course once they get more involved then we come out with the
hidden agenda or more secretive doctrine, lol. And the women might be
more comfortable & safe that way as men will not get alarmed & come after
us for destruction.

In other words, we won’t say in front it’s ‘women only’ but males will
not be invited! Lol. Rasa

PS Just one correction. We would not lie to any women when they
join - we would simply not ADVERTISE OPENLY our stronger beliefs
against patriarchy & our exclusion of men. We would speak of this to the
women PRIVATELY however, not in the open ads {This would be to
PREVENT NEGATIVE ATTENTION.}

William Bond says:

Yes, I’'m afraid I agree, being truthful and honest doesn’t work. It was Freud
who pointed out that our strongest motivations don’t come from our highest
ideals but came from our basic emotions like sex, power, status, money,
hatred and fear. And if we attempt to deny this, then these emotions became
unconscious desires. The advertising industry took Freud’s work seriously
and found that appealing to people’s basic desires worked the best for selling
their products. So successful advertisers or con-men appeal to our basic
desires, but dress it up in a more acceptable package.

I suppose it makes sense of why feminists hate matriarchy, it’s because they
fear patriarchy. They have got away with saying, “please sir, we just want
equality”, without causing a violent backlash. But fear if they go further than
this, men might turn on them and use violence against women. That’s why I
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feel that matriarchy should appeal to both women and men. Women will
probably feel safer if they know a lot of men are also supporting them.

Yes, the appeal of Jehovah’s Witnesses is totally crazy, so it must be
appealing to people’s emotions and not their intellect. It’s strange that many
religions have used similar ideas, that the world is going to come to an end
soon. And I suppose when we look at the insanity of what goes on in our
world, I suppose many people must despair and think that ending our world
is the only solution. So that does seem to be the appeal of religious sects like
the Jehovah’s Witnesses. We even see this in the climate change movement
which seems to have the same appeal as the Jehovah’s Witnesses. People get
very emotional about the appeal of the world coming to an end.

The point is I know women want power over men and want to rule the
world. But fear expressing this because they fear a patriarchal backlash. We
see this when we look at ancient matriarchal civilizations. Most male
academics who write about this have no problems about saying women were
in charge in the Neolithic Age. But many female academic try to soft-peddle
it and claim the sexes were equal then. (Though Marija Gimbutas was the
exception and never talked about sexual equality).

So we have to acknowledge that the majority of women are scared male
violence. So I think we have to look at ways we can sell matriarchy to men,
then if men like it, then women will follow. One of the ways might be
socialism. Both communism and socialism failed because men are naturally
competitive. So when we have a socialist or communist government, men
will still rule in the same way as any other patriarchal government and we
end up with a huge gap between rich and poor. So if we advocate a socialist
government but call it something else. (This has already happened in the
USA. Where the people have been brainwashed that communism and
socialism 1s bad, so this desire goes unconscious and it reappears as the
MAGA movement.) So we can have a Woman’s party with hidden socialist
ideals and say how much it cares about poverty, homelessness and men.

Another basic emotion is sex. As Freud pointed out, when sex desire is
suppressed then it reappears in other strange ways and cause mental illness.
So any organization that advocates sexual freedom is going to have a strong
appeal, but for women to feel safe, women have to be in charge. We see this
is Australia and New Zealand. Nearly all laws about prostitution all over the
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world has been a failure and the reason is always, that male criminals take it
over. But in Australia they made it a law that brothels were legal providing it
was owned by a woman and run by women. Though it’s not a perfect
solution. (In Sidney in the 1930s the two big crime bosses were women.
Both were brothel owners) But nowadays there is far less problems with
prostitution in Australia than most parts of the world. While in New Zealand
prostitution is now made legal.

So we can have a organization of sexual freedom. But say women have to be
in charge, so women feel safe and men who don’t behave, are thrown out of
the organization. So it becomes a matriarchal organization without having to
say this.

Pete steps in:

Well said, William. While ideally I believe that honesty is the best
policy, sometimes one has to be a bit more, shall we say, esoteric when
presenting with such "third rail" ideas. Just like a lot of what Jesus Christ
himself said had hidden, esoteric, and subversive meanings underneath the
plain meanings. Or "Easter eggs”, as I call it. It's not actually lying, it's
simply reserving the fullest truth for the initiated, and not revealing
everything all at once to everyone.

William responds:

I should imagine in the time o