Is It True That Nephilim Cannot Be On Earth Today?
By John Darnell

Introduction

In Genesis chapter 6 the bible describes how a certain class of angels known as ‘sons of God’
cohabited with women and the resultant children were called Nephilim. According to the bible this
happened before Noah’s flood, and some say that whilst we can speculate on the details of the
events, we can never know. But much later when Moses sent spies into the Promised Land
(Numbers 13), they reported seeing Nephilim there. So it would seem that angels were cohabiting
with women after the flood also. Jesus referred to the time preceding His return as being “As it was
i N No a’land somechrgug that as Nephilim were a feature of Noah’s day, so they will be of the
days preceding the Lord’s return.

So broadly speaking, there are two views on Nephilim:

e One view says that they were destroyed in the flood and the angels who sinned have been
locked up, meaning it is not possible for Nephilim to ever exist on the earth again

e The other view says they were in the Promised Land after the flood and therefore they could
be on earth today

| argue that not only is it possible, it is happening today, and we should be aware.

6.1 .APEEIEI & AT A OO0OAAAA &A1 O / OO 4EI Abd
In September 1938 the British Prime Minister Neville Chamberlain went to Munich for talks with
Adolf Hitler. Hitler signed a guarantee of peace and Prime Minister Chamberlain returned to England

waving his peace treaty and declaring “Peace for our time”. Outside his home later that day he said

‘o And now | recommend you t o {.tessthanoneyearlater s | eep

Germany invaded Poland and WW?2 began.

The reason | draw the analogy with those who say that Nephilim cannot be here is because Prime
Minister Chamberlain saw what he wanted to see. Those with eyes to see, such as Winston Churchill,
could see Germany’s clear intentions and build up for war. My need to speak out came from what |
have read in Gary Bates’ book ‘Alien Intrusion — UFOs and the Evolution Connection’. It is a soothing
reassurance that Nephilim experiments are not happening, cannot happen, and we can all sleep
quietly in our beds. | am not questioning Gary’s motives, | perceive him as a lovely and sincere
brother, but | argue that some people holding the ‘No Nephilim’ position have taken what is written
in the word of God, written for those with eyes to see, and obscured it by putting their own views
over the top of scripture to make the bible say what they want to believe. Not that Neville
Chamberlain used the bible, but the principle of seeing what you want to see rather than what is
there, is the same.

The book is well written and | agree that the true thrust of the UFO phenomena is to undermine the
deity of Jesus Christ, His sovereign role as creator, and the reliability of the bible as God’s revelation.
These aspects reveal the demonic nature of the phenomena, and | agree with the book that
something big is happening. Alien Intrusion presents the conviction that what people see and
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experience is demonic and is all illusory. | agree it’s demonic, but | do not agree it’s all illusory. |
cannot comment on much of what UFO abductees are reporting, I've never talked with one, but |
disagree with the assertion angel/human hybrids cannot happen. For those of us who work with
survivors of Satanic Ritual Abuse (SRA) and have discovered the horrific reality that angel/human
hybrid experiments have been going on for years, there is now an inevitable and imminent problem.
Those who hold the Alien Intrusion ‘No Nephilim’ position will pass judgment on us and our
ministries. They will have to, because they dogmatically say that hybrid experiments cannot be
happening today. Therefore they will have to dismiss us as well meaning but deceived, or even
dangerous, and people should avoid us. They can only be drawn to position themselves as expert
commentators on other areas that we deal with such as sexual and ritual abuse by close family
members. Why? Because they assert that some memories of those who have had UFO abduction
experiences are not true, they can only assert that some memories SRA survivors have also are not
true.

| have come to my convictions on these matters with great reluctance and have kept quiet for some
time. Who wants to be known as one who says that the UFO and alien breeding program is actually a
front for the real agenda of our accepting fallen angels as aliens? But | have to, because | cannot rule
it out from scripture and | deal with the shocking trauma of those who have suffered.

I’'m assuming that Alien Intrusion gives what most ‘No Nephilim’ people believe: That memories can
be implanted by suggestion, hypnotism, demons, psychological need of the counselee, cultural
norms (Sci-Fi movies etc), and other means, and therefore whilst the UFO abductee believes certain
evil things happened to them, they are not true memories. Therefore ‘No Nephilim’ people will have
to insinuate that memories of SRA survivors are false for the same reasons. Because they are telling
of the same experience!

And so | have taken the time to look seriously at Alien Intrusions arguments that dismiss
angel/human hybrids, because if they are flawed then everything else the book has to say based on
Nephilim is also flawed.

It doesn’t take much effort to do your own research and see for yourself......

4EA 4AT 3PEAOGS 2API 0O

Al i en | ‘NatNephilsni posiidn srgues that there is no possibility of fallen angels procreating
with human women today and producing Nephilim. This whole argument hinges on the report given
by the ten spies who went with Joshua and Caleb to survey the Promised Land:

On page 362 of Alien Intrusion the King James Version of the bible (KJV) is quoted (Note: KJV
translates the Hebrew word ‘Nephilim’ as ‘giants’, some translations leave it as is)

Num 13:27-33 (KJV) And they told him, and said, We came unto the land whither thou sentest us,
and surely it floweth with milk and honey; and this is the fruit of it. (28) Nevertheless the people be
strong that dwell in the land, and the cities are walled, and very great: and moreover we saw the
children of Anak there. (29) The Amalekites dwell in the land of the south: and the Hittites, and the
Jebusites, and the Amorites, dwell in the mountains: and the Canaanites dwell by the sea, and by the
coast of Jordan. (30) And Caleb stilled the people before Moses, and said, Let us go up at once, and
possess it; for we are well able to overcome it. (31) But the men that went up with him said, We be
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not able to go up against the people; for they are stronger than we. (32) And they brought up an evil
report of the land which they had searched unto the children of Israel, saying, The land, through
which we have gone to search it, is a land that eateth up the inhabitants thereof; and all the people
that we saw in it are men of a great stature. (33) And there we saw the giants, the sons of Anak,
which come of the giants[Nephilim]: and we were in our own sight as grasshoppers, and so we were
in their sight.

The Alien Intrusion logic goes something like this:

e The spies told deliberate lies about the giants being descended from Nephilim
e This had to be the case because angels cohabiting with women occurred before the flood
and could not happen afterwards

But if the spies told the truth then the descendants of Anak were descended from Nephilim and the
whole premise that it can’t be happening today falls down.

Page 363 of Alien Intrusion:“1 t s houl d be noted that the spies br
di bbah, “to sl ander ,” Withoit sdiressing as to why, dfewflimenteeel ) report
this is overlayed with more than the definition of ‘Dibbah’ allows for and what the bible calls ‘bad’ or

‘evil’, is now called ‘false’: Page 363 “At first reading, this may seem like a factual account, but it is

part of the quoted falser e p or t  0o.fFront hare on thgbibok repeatedly insists that it was

false or untruthful and argues from that position:

Page 363 “ Bfaserapors the whole natioh w&as too terrified to enter the Promised Land,
and they turned against Moses for bringing them

Page 363 “How can falserepoet? Ts start weith, Gdu atended tb strikealavn a

all of the people with a plague for their unbelief, but Moses interceded on their behalf. However,

there were some that were not going to escape Gc
untruthfulr epor t . ”

Page 364 “Some Chr i st i dabsgacdoumtofathe Mephtlimiathel y added t o
Promi sed Land."”

Since | understand that the ‘No Nephilim’ position rests on this report being false, or at least the
account of Nephilim being untruthful, then we must look more closely at this passage.

In different versions v32 is translated as: NKJV, NASB, and NIV “A bad report”, KIV “An evil report”.

NET Bible “A discouraging report”, NLT “Discouraging reports”. So without digging into the Hebrew,

Alien Intrusion is already going beyond what the bulk of translators who presumably know what they

are doing and have translated Numbers 13:32 without implying the ten spies were lying. The word in

Hebrew here for ‘bad’ or ‘evil’ asitsaysspage 363 “(Hebrew dibbah, *“to s
d e f a.mtés’ls )ncredibly important because if the word can be translated as ‘false’ or ‘untruthful’

there is a case to argue. This word ‘Dibbah’ is used in nine separate bible verses:

1) (Gen 37:2 NKJV) This is the history of Jacob. Joseph, being seventeen years old, was feeding the
flock with his brothers. And the lad was with the sons of Bilhah and the sons of Zilpah, his father's
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wives; and Joseph brought a bad reportof them to his father. Since Joseph later proved his integrity |
suggest he was doing what all children do and reporting unfavourably on his brothers’ activities. In
Australia this known as ‘dobbing in’, in England we called it ‘telling tales’, not necessarily lying about
what they were doing.

2) (Num 13:32 N K J Bad report
3)Num 14:36 NKJV) “Badr e por t "
4)Num 14:37NKJ BMr éport”

5) (Psa 31:13 NKJV) For | hear the slanderof many; Fear is on every side; While they take counsel
together against me, They scheme to take away my life.

6) (Prov 10:18 NKJV) Whoever hides hatred has lying lips, And whoever spreads slanderis a fool.
(Here two words are used: One word for lying (Heb ‘Shathaq’) and a DIFFERENT word for slander

(Heb: ‘Dibbah’). This undermines Alien Intrusions case for the spies’ report being false or lies.)

7) (Prov 25:10 NKJV) Lest he who hears it expose your shame, And your reputation be ruined.
(KIV“Infamy”)

8) (Jer 20:10 NKJV) For | heard many mocking ....(KJV “Defamind’)
9) (Ezek 36:3 NKJV) " .. vyouslaaderedbythadeople, up by t he

By looking at every other use of the word ‘Dibbah’, it can be seen that NOT ONCE the word
translated as ‘false’ or ‘untruthful’. It is used where someone’s’ integrity is being undermined or they
are an object of hate, but nowhere is it used to describe actual lies. This is important, because
consistently the words used in Hebrew for falsehood or lying are different words than ‘Dibbah’.

The argument is that the ten spies knowingly said something they knew to be ‘false’ or ‘untruthful’
and this made the report ‘bad’ or ‘evil’. Consider the following scriptures:

(Exo 20:16 NKJV) "You shall not bear false witness against your neighbor. The Hebrew word used

here is ‘Sheqger’: “from 8266; an untruth; by implication, a sham (often adverbial):-without a cause,

deceit(-ful), false(-hood, -ly), feignedly, i ar, + |ie, | y iNowdor thewaieion (t hi n
time and space | will not list each biblical use of this word but here is how and how many times it is

translated in the KJV bible: “lie 28, lying 21, false 20, falsehood 13, falsely 13, vain 5, wrongfully 4,
deceitful 2, d eAnotherexandple of iks Usa@is wheh the spirit wlante&réd to lie

toKingAhab( 1 Ki 22:22 NKJV) " ... S dyindpsgirit is theimduth of all his wi | | g
prophets.' But it is NOTthe word used for ‘bad’ report.

(Lev 19:11 NKJV) 'You shall not steal, nor deal falsely, nor lie to one another. The word here is
‘Kachash’. This word is used 22 times as follows: lie 5, submit 3, deny 3, fail 3, denied 2, belied 1,
deceive 1, dissembled 1, deal falsely 1, liars 1, submitted 1. Another example of its use is when the
old prophet lied to the younger prophet: (1 Ki 13:18 NKJV) He said to him, "l too am a prophet as you
are, and an angel spoke to me by the word of the LORD, saying, 'Bring him back with you to your
house, that he may eat bread and drink water.' " (He was lying to him.). But it is NOTthe word used
for ‘bad’ report.
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(Gen 34:13 NKJV) “ But the sons of Jacob answer e
deceitfully, The word in the Hebrew is ‘Mirmah’. This word is used 39 times as follows: deceit 20,

deceitful 8, deceitfully 3, false 2, guile 2, feigned 1, craft 1, subtilty 1, treachery 1. Another example:

(Psa 34:13 NKJV) Keep your tongue from evil, And your lips from speaking deceit Again, this is NOT

the word used for the ‘bad’ report.

(Gen 3:13 NKJV) ... Th éecaivedna and/sta"iThis time'thd woed usede r p e n t
when someone is being deceived is ‘Nasha’’. This word is used 17 times as follows: deceive 12,

greatly 1, beguiled me 1, seize 1, utterly 1. Another example is (2 Ki 18:29 NKJV) "Thus says the king:

'Do not let Hezekiah deceiveyou, for he shall not be able to deliver you from his hand” . Again, this is

NOTthe word used for ‘bad’ report.

| suggest you search further for Old Testament words used when deception or lying is taking place.

The point is this: Whereas the authors of various books in the bible had various words at their
disposal to describe lies or deception happening, NOT ONCHid they use ‘Dibbah’. It appears that
this word cannot and does not translate anywhere in scripture the way Alien Intrusion argues it is
used in Numbers 13 & 14.

But, just about every version of the bible scripture DOESuse the phrase ‘false report’, and
remember, this is the phrase used to prove that Nephilim were not in Canaan after the flood and is
the foundation of this argument:

(Exo 23:1 NKJV) "You shall not circulate a falsereport. Do not put your hand with the wicked to be an
unrighteous witness.

This time the Hebrew word used for ‘false’ is ‘Shav’ and every translation | have looked at translates
the word used here in Hebrew to English as ‘false’. Its meaning and description is “in the sense of
desolating; evil (as destructive), literally (ruin) or morally (especially guile); figuratively idolatry (as
false, subjective), uselessness (as deceptive, objective; also adverbially, in vain):-false(-ly), lie, lying,
vain, vanity”

Since the argument is that the spies did exactly this (circulated a false report) then why doesn’t the
bible use the word ‘Shav’ to describe the spies’ report? Moses wrote Exodus and also Numbers, so
why would he use one word for ‘bad report” and then another word for ‘false report’? The answer
can only be because the spies’ report was not lies and did not contain lies. It was worded to
persuade the Israelites that they stood no chance of defeating the inhabitants of the land, but if it
was a ‘false’ or ‘untruthful’ report then the word used to describe it as ‘bad’ or ‘evil’ would have
been a different word. It seems to me that bias has been used to put an interpretation on scripture
that is not supported by looking at scripture itself. Study this for yourself. To me, the logic seems to
be: “We do not believe that Nephilim can exist today so we are going to find scriptural support for
our position”. Except that to find scriptural support the word ‘Dibbah’ that the translators translated
as ‘bad’ or ‘evil’ is changed to ‘false’ or ‘untruthful’.

It is then noted that, whereas God spared the nation when Moses interceded for them, He killed the
tenspiessPage 363" However, there were someVNhy?hat wer ¢
Because they brought back an untruthful repdriThis puts a motive into God’s actions based on an

incorrect translation of ‘Dibbah’ to mean ‘untruthful’.
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(Num 14:36 NKJV) Now the men whom Moses sent to spy out the land, who returned and made all
the congregation complain against him by bringing a bad report of the land, 37 those very men who
brought the evil report about the land, died by the plague before the LORD.

| argue it’s more reasonable to see God’s anger against the ten because:
Their sin was that they “..made all the congregation complain against Moses”
Their method was “...by bringinga bad report of the | and”

In other words, they died because they incited rebellion. To say they were killed because they were
telling a lie is not stated by the bible, rather it is an extra-biblical deduction.

And it’s important to say again that the Hebrew word used to describe the report in the above
verses as ‘bad’, ‘evil’, ‘discouraging’, or ‘slanderous’ is the word ‘Dibbah’ and we have shown it is
NEVERised to describe ‘false’ or ‘lying’. Whilst the English word ‘slander’ by definition may mean
lies are involved, to hang an argument on a possible meaning of a possible translation of a word
when we’ve already shown how scripture consistently uses OTHER words for deceit, is forcing the
bible to fit your already existing view. Surely God put there what is there for a reason?

)y £ EO xAO 11 0 O&ZAI OAG 1T O OO1 OOOOEAEDI 6h OF
report?
| think that’s easy:

God had said: (Num 13:2 NKJV) "Send men to spy out the land of Canaan, which | am giving to the
children of Isra€l

The ten spies said, my paraphrase:“ 1 t ' s hopel ess,” Imogherwdrds:I's 2byeQianni hi |
believe God!

Now lest | be accused of forcing my own interpretation on scripture, | need to show that rather than
lying, which the Hebrew does not support, the ten spies were inciting unbelief in what they said.

Initially, scripture does not use the phrase ‘bad report’, this is important:

(Num 13:27 NKJV) Then they told him, and said: "We went to the land where you sent us. It truly
flows with milk and honey, and this is its fruit. No problem so far. My paraphrase: “It really is fertile
and abundant, just as God told us”

But now look what follows that immediately undermines the idea that it was theirs to take:

28 "Neverthelesghe people who dwell in the land are strong; the cities are fortified and very large;

moreover we saw the descendants of Anak there. 29 "The Amalekites dwell in the land of the South;

the Hittites, the Jebusites, and the Amorites dwell in the mountains; and the Canaanites dwell by the
sea and along the banks of the Jordan."

That word ‘nevertheless’ says an awful lot. My paraphrase:“The | and i s fertile and
the fruittoshowit, BUTh er e ar e t he r e a’saodthetengpieggountototisan’ t do i
what was not lies but what they perceived as impossible obstacles.
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The argument does not go their way just yet because Caleb speaks up:

(Num 13:30 NKJV) Then Caleb quieted the people before Moses, and said, "Let us go up at once and
take possession, for we are well able to overcome.it

The ten spies now reveal more of what is driving them, their unbelief:

(Num 13:31 NKJV) But the men who had gone up with him said, "We are not ableto go up against
the people, for they are stronger than we."

So it has boiled down to two opposing camps, ten spies who say it is futile to even try and defeat the
tribes already in the Promised Land, and two who see no problem. Now again, please note: the
phrase ‘bad report’ has not been used up to this point, what follows |Sthe bad report.

(Num 13:32 NKJV) And they gave the children of Israel a bad reportof the land which they had spied
out, saying "The land through which we have gone as spies is a land that devours its inhabitants,
and all the people whom we saw in it are men of great stature. 33 "There we saw the giants (the
descendants of Anak came from the giants); and we were like grasshoppers in our own sight, and so
we were in their sight."

What scripture constitutes as the ‘bad report’ was totally negative. There was not one good thing
said about the land.

Here is my report about Australia:

“Two thirds of the land is desert that will not support crops. There are droughts that last for years,
and when the droughts break, there are floods where whole towns are isolated for months. There are
terrible fires that kill people each year; one fire destroyed 400 homes in the capital city; last year
there was a fire that killed 173 and injured 414 people. Each year 3000 people get bitten by snakes,
4000 get bitten by poisonous spiders; there are crocodiles that attack people; 80 people drown each
year, and sharks attack swimmers resulting in death or horrific injury. There are 300 murders each
year; many muggings; biker gangs attack and kill each other. There are enormous social problems
with the indigenous population, and there is growing tension between the muslims and non-muslims
which has overflowed into violence”.

There is not one word in my report which is false, yet the effect on people who are fearful in nature

will be to make them scared of visiting one of the safest and most desirable places on earth. And |

know people who think that way. So, by having an attitude of ‘doom and gloom’ and only stating the

negative | can give a ‘bad’ or ‘evil’ report about Australia. Goodness me! Australia is a land ‘that

devours its inhabitants’! The effect on the Israelites was exactly as the ten spies calculated it would

be: they wept and complained. There was no need to lie, and if the ten spies had lied then | believe

S an”Bututri ght
their only response was to say “We can defeat them!!” And we have shown that the Hebrew

either Joshua or Caleb would have immediately spoken up and said “T h a t

‘Dibbah’ does not say that the words of the ten spies were untrue.
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A Land That Devours Its Inhabitants?
Now, if the report was based on truth, then how could this statement true? One possibility is
obvious; it was an idiom of speech. Consider what Joshua said in the argument that ensued:

(Num 14:8 NKJV) "If the LORD delights in us, then He will bring us into this land and give it to us, 'a
land which flows with milk and honey.' 9 "Only do not rebel against the LORD, nor fear the people of
the land, for they are our breadtheir protection has departed from them, and the LORD is with us.
Do not fear them."

Was Joshua telling us that not only were they big, they were actually composed of ground wheat and
cooked in an oven? If we are facing a battle or even a sports match and we are confident that we will
win decisively then we could quite legitimately use a modern English idiom and say: “We 'hdvd
them for dinner!” No-one would seriously think that we practice cannibalism.

If you’re not satisfied with Joshua’s example and need another from scripture, then consider what
Jesus said about the Pharisees: (Mat 23:24 NKJV) "Blind guides, who strain out a gnat and swallow a
C a mewWadJésus, who is Truth, telling us that Pharisees could literally go around swallowing
camels? Of course not, and so to suggest that the spies were telling a lie when they said, “a land that
devours its inhabitants”, is equally silly.

That is one reasonable explanation to show that the statement “A land that devours its inhabitants”
does not mean it is ‘false’ or ‘untruthful’, but rather, just a bad report. And as | have shown in my
bad report, Australia can equally be shown to be a land that ‘devours’ its inhabitants. It’s just a
guestion of what you emphasise and how you present what you emphasise. Negative, negative,
negative, constitutes a bad report.

But there is another intriguing possibility, and | am aware that this starts to move towards a
‘conspiracy theory’ approach, but it’s worth mentioning: On page 365 of Alien Intrusion it is pointed
out that when the Hebrew Scriptures were being translated into Greek (Septuagint), the Greek word
used for Nephilim is ‘gigentes’, from which we get the English word ‘giant’. The book goes on to say:
“But this is not entirely accurate because gigented s t he Gr e e K. InGeeek tbgerid,ahe
Titans were well known as the giant offspring of Uranus (heaven) and Gaea (Earth), and were
regarded as half-human and half-god”.

In the legends of the Titans there is talk of cannibalism and strange hybrid mixtures of superhuman
demigods that were partly animal. When you consider what is being achieved in the laboratories of
the world today in terms of gene splicing, hybrids being produced, and life forms being developed,
then it raises the terrifying possibility that what we have considered to be myth and legend about
the Titans may actually be based on truth. That is: Fallen Angels procreating with women and
producing strange offspring. And cannibalism (devouring) is a part of the Titan lore. A possible
reinforcing of this view is that after the ten spies had described the land, its cities, and its
inhabitants, Caleb ties together land, cities, and occupants with one word, “It”: 30 Then Caleb
quieted the people before Moses, and said, "Let us go up at once and take possession, for we are well
able to overcome jt." We would have used ‘Them’, not ‘It’. So when the ten spies said ‘a land that
devours its inhabitants’ they may have had a literal devouring in mind after all. But the main point is
that the ten spies’ report was not, and did not, contain lies, it is possible to give a bad report without
inserting anything untrue.
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Now if, as | believe | have shown, scripture is saying that Nephilim were in the land, then by pointing
out that when the Greek readership of the Septuagint read ‘gigentes’ they read more than ‘giants’,
the book has just helped reinforce the possibility that when some abductees’ and SRA survivors’ tell
of strange hybrid beings, they may be recalling actual events. The Greek translators were telling their
readers, who knew the legends of the Titans, that the real deal, real Titans, were in the Promised
Land when the spies went through, and therefore logically, also when Joshua led Israel to defeat
them.

Other books based on the pro-‘Nephilim in the Land’ position point out that all around the world
there are legends of heavenly beings coming to earth and procreating with women to produce
superhuman demigods and other fantastic creatures. If you read Dr David Jacobs book “The Threat”
you will read of strange hybrids. Dr Jacobs has interviewed people who believe they have been
abducted by aliens and he believes the alien threat is real. Alien Intrusion spends much time
undermining the credibility of Dr Jacobs and others who have researched UFO abductees’ stories,
implies they are gullible, and they believe what they want to believe. However if there were
Nephilim in the Promised Land then we have to start listening to abductees’ reports and now SRA
survivors. They overlap to a terrifying degree and whilst | have never talked to an abductee and
therefore cannot personally comment for the validity of an abductees’ story, | will fight for the
validity of what | am hearing from SRA survivors. More on that later.

#1 1T A1l OOET 10 AAI 66 OEA OPEAOGG OADPI 004
The Alien Intrusion ‘No Nephilim’ arguments hinge on the report given by the ten spies containing
falsehood. The book argues that the mention of Nephilim was to incite fear into the congregation of
Israel and was actually a lie. However, if the report was true then there were Nephilim in the land

and fallen angels had been procreating with human women AFTER THE FLOOD!

Alien Intrusion argues that the word ‘bad’ used to describe the report could be translated as ‘false’.
The word used in Hebrew to describe the report is ‘Dibbah’ and is never used in the bible to describe
a falsehood or lie. It is used to describe slander, infamy, or mocking, but never a lie.

When Moses instructed the Israelites not to give a ‘false report’ the word used is ‘Shav’, not
‘Dibbakh’.
You can give a ‘false’ or ‘bad’ or ‘evil’ or even ‘slanderous’ report without telling one word of a lie.

It is more reasonable to argue that God killed the ten spies for inciting rebellion than for telling lies.

‘A land that devours its inhabitants’ was likely an idiom of speech rather than a literal untrue
statement. But possibly, along with the reference to Nephilim (gigentes), it is a reference to the
shocking activities of fallen angel/human hybrids. There is little or nothing | know of in scripture to
directly support the latter, but | will argue that God wants and expects us to intelligently search out
truth. The legends of the Titans, other cultural records, and accounts from SRA survivors all tie in
together. | maintain it is happening today, and scripture does not say otherwise.

But let’s look at other arguments the Alien Intrusion ‘No Nephilim’ position makes use of.....
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AndAlso! AFOAOx AOAS8 8
The Alien Intrusion ‘No Nephilim’ position says that God wiped out all Nephilim (who were on the
earth before the flood) during the flood. | absolutely agree:

(Gen 7:21 NKJV) And all flesh died that moved on the earth: birds and cattle and beasts and every
creeping thing that creeps on the earth, and every man. 22 All in whose nostrils was the breath of the
spirit of life, all that was on the dry land, died.

Since all flesh died in the flood then the notion that Nephilim could be in the Promised Land hinges
on whether or not scripture allows for it. The ‘No Nephilim’ position asserts that Genesis 6:1-4,
which describes the earth before the flood, disallows it.

Alien Intrusion mostly quotes from the NIV bible, but on page 361 in this instance it quotes from the
KJV. Could this be because the NIV can easily be seen to say that Nephilim were on the earth after
the flood?

NIV (Gen 6:4) The Nephilim were on the earth in those days—and also afterwards—when the sons of
God went to the daughters of men and had children by them.

The KJV puts a semicolon after ‘those days’, and unless you understand the use of the semicolon it
can look as though there are two separate statements. Keep your finger here, because | will keep
referring back to this argument. Here is the exact full quote from Alien Intrusion with my emphasis
on the author’s interpretation:

Page 362 “The term “after t hantHesos bof Gogdlookwommennt r ast s
and then had children by them. The textsaysso—" and al so after that, when

t o t h eSimply put, Genesi$ 6 describes how the sons of God started to take women, and

after that, they had childrerby them "

When | read that | thought it was absurd, but in fairness | felt | had to look at it to see if it could be a
correct meaning of that verse.

The whole argument hinges on what scripture meansby “and al s o "aAfieb Ietrusiot h a t
argues that there is an ‘initial time’, an early time before the flood when the sons of God took

women, and thenatime“a |l s 0 a f “twheh thdy pradced.children. Let’s look closely at the
argument. Since Alien Intrusion in this instance uses the KJV bible we will look at that:

(Gen 6:1 KJV) And it came to pass, when men began to multiply on the face of the earth, and
daughters wer e(Alibnintrukion:Thists the ‘inithaleimme]) ’

(Gen 6:2 KJV) That the sons of God saw the daughters of men that they were fair; and they took them
wives of all which they chose. (Alien Intrusion: This activity occurred in this ‘initial time’, without
children)

(Gen 6:3 KJV) And the LORD said, My spirit shall not always strive with man, for that he also is flesh:
yet his days shall be an hundred and twenty years.

(Gen 6:4 KJV) There were giants in the earth in those days; (Alien Intrusion: This is still the ‘initial
time’)
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and also after that, (Alien Intrusion: Now referring to a time after the ‘initial time’ and yet before the
flood.)

when the sons of God came in unto the daughters of men, and they bare children to them, the same
became mighty men which were of old, men of renown. (Alien Intrusion: Reproduction begins to
happen)

If | understand the argument, then to keep to the logic of this argument by dividing Gen 6:1-4 into
two time periods means:

The giants (Nephilim) belong to the first time period “In those days”
The ‘mighty men’ can only belong to the second time period “Also after that”.

The Alien Intrusion argument appears to look like this:

Creation sin & Y_.in thosedaysQ Wndalso & G S NJ (i Flood
multiplication
Gen1l-Gen5 Gen 6:1-4a Gen 6:4b Gen 6:5- Gen 8
‘Initial Time’ ‘after initial time’
Nephilim Angel/Human Hybrid All wiped out
(Not Nephilim)

With this Alien Intrusion ‘No Nephilim’ argument you simply can’t have it both ways!

Either:
The Nephilim are the result of angel/human union, and therefore belong to the entire time

periodofGen6:In ® LF a2z WLHtaz2 FFASNI OKIGIQ YSIya ¥
Or:

They are NOT hybrids and are mentioned here with no explanation as to what they are.
Or possibly:

¢tKSe INB I RAFTFSNBYyG (8LS 2F KEONRAR TNRY WYA:

BE LlzidAy3d GKSY Ayid2 GKAa WAYAGALIE GAYSQ (KSe ¢S
KFELIISYyAYy3Id ¢KSNBEQa y2 LIRAY(H FNBHdZAy3d GKS&@ gSNB RS
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Since the Alien Intrusion argument is that there were no children from the sons of God taking wives
of all which they chose until ‘after that’, (Refer back to the argument quoted earlier), then this begs
the question: Why were there NO OFFSPRING until ‘after that’? The Alien Intrusion argument:

e The sons of God took women during ‘initial time’ but there were no offspring.
0 (This implies that they did not have sex with them. Hardly the behaviour of a lustful
rebellious angel!)
0 (Or, for reasons the bible does not explain, their seed was infertile)
e ‘After the ‘initial time’ they had children
0 (This implies that the sons of God then started having sexual relations with the
women they were co-habiting with)
0 (Or, again, without biblical explanation, their seed suddenly became fertile)

The appeal is always to look at scripture, but | don’t think God expects us to abandon common sense
when looking at someone’s argument. I've applied common sense to this argument, and | don’t think
it stands up. But there’s another reason it doesn’t stand up....

Why did the K]V Translators use a colon?
We need to ask this because the argument for an ‘initial time’ requires a contrast:

Gen 6:1-4a ‘Sons of God took them wives’ and ‘Giants ‘(Nephilim) in those days’ Period 1
Gen 6:4b ‘; and also after that....... ‘Period 2

When the King James Version was produced the translators understood the rules of grammar.
Genesis 6:4 is a sentence broken into two parts by the use of a semicolon. It is one sentence, and no
other version | know of uses a full stop to make the ‘No Nephilim’ argument obvious.

For the Alien Intrusion‘No Nephilim’ position to be correct then scripture would say:

(Sentence 1Jzen 6:4 There were giants [Nephilim] in the earth in those days. (Full Stop Period)
(Sentence 2And also after that, when the sons of God came in unto the daughters of men, and they
bare children to them, the same became mighty men which were of old, men of renown.

If this was the punctuation used by the bible then it would be clear. But all translations MAKE IT ONE
SENTENCE!

So what is a semicolon for? Here are some definitions:

a punctuation mark (';') used to connect independent clausgisdicates a closer relation than does a
period

A semicolon ( ;) is a conventional punctuation mark with several uses, mainly for pauses in
sentencesand breaks in lists. ...

a punctuation mark used to separate two parts of a compound sentenaden they are not

connected by a conjunction.

a punctuation mark which indicates a page longer than a comma, but shorter than a colon
punctuation mark used to mark a break between two complete thoughts

semi colon - Punctuation ( ; ) used to separate two clauses that are connected, but which could be
written as two sentences: Paul hit thball; it went over ...
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This is important. These quotes below are from the KJV. Look closely at each use of the semicolon
followed by the ‘and’:

Gen 1:2And the earth was without form, and void; and darkness was upon the face of the deep.
Gen 1:10And God called the dry land Earth; and the gathering together of the waters called he Seas

Gen 1:14And God said, Let there be lights in the firmament of the heaven to divide the day from the
night; and let them be for signs, and for seasons, and for days, and years

Gen 61 And it came to pass, when men began to multiply on the face of the earth, and daughters
were born unto them, Gen 6:2That the sons of God saw the daughters of men that they were fair;
and they took them wives of all which they chose.

And now:

Gen 6:4There were giants in the earth in those days; and also after that, when the sons of God came
in unto the daughters of men, and they bare children to them, the same became mighty men which
were of old, men of renown.

Do you see my point? IT IS NOT TWO SENTENQOEB}!would the translators use a semicolon
followed by ‘and’ in Gen 6:1-2 to link two statements, and two verses later use it to contrast two
statements? Consistently they did not; it violates the rules of grammar for the use of a semicolon;
and therefore cannot, as Alien Intrusion claims, give a contrast. The KJV translators knew what they
were saying. Gen 6:4 is one sentence and:

e The use of the semicolon followed by “and” takes the statement ‘There were giants
(Nephil i mddays.andjsinsitwitto® when t he sons of God c¢ame
of maeddniakes it the same time period!

e The use of ”; and also after that” is interjected into the single sentence and is not a new
sentence or contrasting thought

e This makes ‘after those days’ after the flood.

e Nephilim and mighty men are the one and same thing.

Only the KJV seems to use uses the semicolon, and as explained, a semicolon links the statements in
the sentence, not contrasts them. Other translations are clearer:

NET The Nephilim were on the earth in those days (and also after this) when the sons of God were
having sexual relations with the daughters of humankind, who gave birth to their children.

NIV The Nephilim were on the earth in those days—and also afterwards—when the sons of God went
to the daughters of men and had children by them.

NASB The Nephilim were on the earth in those days, and also afterward, when the sons of God came
in to the daughters of men, and they bore children to them.

NLT In those days, and even afterward, giants lived on the earth, for whenever the sons of God had
intercourse with human women, they gave birth to children

NRSV The Nephilim were on the earth in those days—and also afterward—when the sons of God
went in to the daughters of humans, who bore children to them.
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There are not two time periods of ‘initial time” and ‘after that’ before the flood. Logically the
scriptures will not support this idea.

The KJV argument used in Alien Intrusion for a contrast between an earlier and later time period
before the flood, falls flat when you look at the rules of grammar for a semicolon.

Gen 6:1-4 is telling us that the Nephilim were on earth before and after the flood, as observed in
Num 13:33, and it tells us what they are.

So we need to ask the question: Can it be happening today?

The Angels in Hell (Tartarus)

An argument against the possibility of fallen angels procreating with women today is the belief that
God has made this impossible by removing those angels from the scene. Scriptures are quoted which
clearly indicate that those angels are now held in ‘Tartarus’.

Page 358 of Alien Intrusion:* | n addi ti on, some also believe that
“r e a lg bffspking, wirnilar to the Nephilim of Genesis 6. However, the difficulty with this view is

that the original group of angels who procreated (as opposed to some who might just have engaged

in sexual activity — if that is possible) were apparently locked up in tartarus to await judgment at the
endoftime. LT (G KS | y3Sfta Ay b2FIKQad RI& gSNBE AYLINRA2YSF

z

ly3Sta ¢gK2 LINLEFE]S Ay GKSAaS LINI OGAOS&a”G2RE& | dzi 2

Those who hold this logic are very strong on the bible being the one and only source for truth, yet
the argument here is an extra biblical assumption“Why woul dn’'”t all angel s ...

| argue (from scripture) that God does not pass judgment ‘automatically’ the same way based on His
first judgment for a particular crime. Does every town that sins the same way as Sodom and
Gomorrah get burned to a cinder?

What about breaking the Sabbath? When a man was collecting firewood on the Sabbath he was
executed for the sin. Yet by the time Isaiah wrote (Isa 56:2 NKJV) Blessed is the man who does this,
And the son of man who lays hold on it; Who keeps from defiling the Sabbath, And keeps his hand
from doing any evil." it would seem that it was a noteworthy exception to be a man who observed
the Sabbath.

What about: (Acts 5:3 NKJV) But Peter said, "Ananias, why has Satan filled your heart to lie to the
Holy Spirit and keep back part of the price of the land for yourself? 4 "While it remained, was it not
your own? And after it was sold, was it not in your own control? Why have you conceived this thing in
your heart? You have not lied to men but to God." 5 Then Ananias, hearing these words, fell down
and breathed his last. So great fear came upon all those who heard these things.” There would be a
lot of dead bodies if God passed judgment based on this example!

Can you see my point that just because God executes judgment one way does not mean that it will
always ‘automatically’ be the same way in the future? This is important because the argument is
based on the conviction that Nephilim are impossible today.
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e Does scripture say that every angel who could procreate before the flood did so? NO!
e Does scripture say that any that dared procreate after the flood would ‘automatically’ be
sent to Tartarus? NO!

e Does scripture say that procreation between angels and humans cannot happen today? NO!!

Some say these points are ‘arguments from silence’, as if that made them invalid. | say that pointing
out something that scripture does not say is a normal part of using the intellect God gave us to
prayerfully arrive at conclusions that fit with scripture.

Is It Really Happening?

Alien Intrusion gives views on what really is happening to those who have experienced various types
of UFO or alien phenomena. | am in absolutely no position to comment on those who have been
convinced that what they think had happened to them actually did not. If demonic deception has
been exposed that has affected or even wrecked lives then | truly rejoice. But to say that everyone
who has recalled Nephilim is deceived, or that everything they are reporting as regards Nephilim is
deception, is arrogant. | agree that deception is a usual part of evil, but not everything recalled is
necessarily deception. | have come to see that the phenomena associated with UFOs and what
happens during satanic rituals is sourced in the master deceiver himself, Satan. But that does not
mean that everything a survivor recalls is deception. In my experience of working with those who
have suffered SRA, for most of them, what is recalled turns out to be true. | have come to this
position by working with many who have lived though a lifetime of helplessness at the hands of
people who, for whatever reason, are serving the evil one. Lies and deception are a big part of the
web of mind-control, and illusory experiences to convince them that they are powerless and must
comply are a very normal part of their abuse. But those who label them as ‘deceived’, ‘victims of
fantasy’ and other terms that effectivelysay “I t d i d n’aré likelarenghgir @ommentators who
give opinions without really having an understanding what they are passing comment on. | object
when someone who really doesn’t understand dissociation or SRA moves into my area of experience
and expertise and tells me “This cannot be happening” because that is their belief.

| am not going to detail the suffering that those who have come for help have endured. | am not
going to expose them to public interrogation or ridicule. What they have lived through and
witnessed can leave them feeling like a ‘freak show’ and | am completely protective of them. My
goal is that they experience enough healing from God to be able to live and serve Him fully and
effectively. The thought of anyone explaining to them that they haven’t experienced what they
know they have, when the one explaining has convictions that are based on dubious interpretations
of scripture, fills me with dread. | sincerely repent for anyone who has been persuaded out of a valid
experience (whether it was at the hands of evil, or a genuine experience from God), because Jesus
said “You shall know the truth, and the truth will set you free”. If the truth is that you have conceived
after a rape by a fallen angel then no amount of “Good hermeneutics” will ever set you free. My
experience with those who have been looking for answers as regards SRA only to come up against
someone who can explain it all away is that they may go through years of confusion and pain as a
result. If it happened, it happened, and freedom will not come until that is acknowledged.

So where does one draw the line as regards what is possible to happen on this earth? That will vary
according to the worldview of each commentator. | had no view on Nephilim until | started hearing
about them from SRA survivors:
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Our first SRA survivor came to us in 2001. We were desperately out of our depth but God graciously
put us in touch with others who had experience and we began to see firsthand God’s power to heal
unimaginable trauma. As we met each one we would hear of atrocities that stretched our minds as

regards what evil could be inflicted upon children. People started to notice changes that ratified the
healings we saw for each person or part of the person as a whole.

We have seen many dozens of cases where healing has been lasting. We would not say that anyone
is totally ‘healed’ (who of us is ‘healed’?), but many are on a journey where by dealing with the truth
of their abuse the Healer (Jesus) is bringing His wonderful healing and release to each person part
and the change in the survivor’s life is wonderful to see.

As we've learned about the depths and complexity of what SRA is really about we have understood
the reality that each personality is located in a ‘system’ when they are not in control of the body.
The system is a real location that exists in the spiritual realm we refer to as the second heaven. Each
person’s ‘system’ is different, vastly different in complexity, and has layers upon layers of
personalities, secrecy, demons, as well as other entities who exist in the second heaven.

Deeply hidden underneath some survivor’s systems is a place for person parts who have been
involved in hybrid experiments. In this part of people’s systems we have encountered information
that ties in with what we are now hearing about as we look more closely at the UFO phenomenon. It
has taken years of working closely with some survivors to get into this part of their systems.

So it has been a complete shock to learn that what abductees have experienced of UFOs, hybrid
experiments, unconventional transport, and interaction with corporeal beings who we understand
to be fallen angels, overlaps at many points with what we are learning from personalities who are
located in SRA survivor’s deeply hidden, deeply protected, part of their ‘systems’.

Because we argue that some of this is happening means that some who argue it can’t be will have to
discount our entire ministry. | have been told that | have arrived at my position on Nephilim because
| have some sort of view on end times. The reality is that | cannot persuade those whose minds are
made up that | have come to this based on years of experience with SRA survivors. | assert that the
Jesus | know, love and serve has led us here, step by step, with confirmation after confirmation, all
the way.

What is Truth?

Jesus said to the Pharisees:

(John 5:39 NKJV) "You search the Scriptures, for in them you think you have eternal life; and these are
they which testify of Me.”

Since Jesus acknowledged that the Pharisees did indeed search the scriptures then it is clear that
truth may not be found by searching the scriptures alone. There is another factor involved:

(John 5:40 NKJV) "But you are not willingto come to Me that you may have life.

Whether we like it or not, our hearts influence and may even dictate our interpretation of scripture.
This is something that many who appeal to the bible do not accept. We are complex and fallible
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beings and there are many factors that influence our views on life, our beliefs, our behaviour, and in
this context, our understanding of scripture.

But even though we are influenced by many things in discerning scripture God can still lead us into
the truth. Hereisourhope: (1 John 3: 20 NKJV) ... God is greater t

Jesus did give us a way of establishing some truth: (Mat 18:16 NKJV) "....'by the mouth of two or

three witnesses eV er Raulwinfarcds thim@yor 18:¢ NK&VS'Byehd | | shed. ”
mouth of two or three witnesses every word shall be established." And again in (1 Tim 5:19 NKJV) Do

not receive an accusation against an elder except from two or three witnesses.

This injunction is in the context of establishing truth where there is an accusation against someone
but | suggest that where we have corroborating testimonies, we must take them seriously.

Is Satan capable of putting the same story into the minds of many people? Of course! Satan is the
“Father of lies”. Can a counsellor subtly or even unintentionally put an idea into someone’s mind? |
believe so. Can hypnotists or other clever people change our thinking and behaviour through
devious means? The evidence says so. But if we seek God on a matter, prayerfully and carefully
weighing what is being presented to us, searching the scriptures, and cross referencing what we are
hearing with other’s testimonies, then as Jesus promised: (John 16:13 NKJV) "However, when He, the
Spirit of truth, has come, He will guide you into all truthfor He will not speak on His own authority,
but whatever He hears He will speak; and He will tell you things to come. Does this make us
infallible? Hardly, as already pointed out, we are complex and fallible creatures. All of us agreeing on
what is true will never happen on this side of eternity. But we can and must stand by what we have
discovered through the process of searching truth out, as well as what He has given to us directly by
revelation. That which comes by revelation should be submitted to others for discernment, but in
the end we must be like Martin Luther (“Byscri pt ur e o r )aadtrestathe Lordeodesdasn ”
in our integrity to stand by truth.

There are things that you and | come to know only by revelation. Conviction that you are a sinner is
one. Knowing Jesus is God came to Peter by revelation. (Mat 16:17 NKJV) Jesus answered and said to
him, "Blessed are you, Simon Bar-Jonah, for flesh and blood has not revealed this to you, but My
Father who is in heaven. God gave revelation to Joe Jordan, the UFO researcher, a vision concerning
the demonic nature of aliens. Paul said: (Gal 1:11 NKJV) But | make known to you, brethren, that the
gospel which was preached by me is not according to man. 12 For | neither received it from man, nor
was | taught it, but it came through the revelation of Jesus Christ.

So after many years of working with and helping survivors of ritual abuse | have a database of
stories, revelation, experiences, and the joy of seeing freedom for thousands of person parts that all
confirm the authenticity of what | have been told. People who say that what I’'m told cannot happen,
wicked people who want to cover the truth up, lying spirits, people who believe differently, none of
them can dissuade me from what | know to be true. | may not know things perfectly, | am constantly
revisiting and fine tuning what | understand, but | know what | know. Hearing stories of hybrid
Nephilim experiments was not accepted easily by me, but as with most of what | now understand of
the activity of evil in these days, | cannot walk away from it.
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A challenge to me was “John, please show me from Scripture—refute my attachment point by point
and please show me my error on how the Nephilim are conducting breeding experiments with people
today or whatever else you feel it is you have uncovered. | will be open to it then”.

| don’t believe this is possible with those whose position is already closed.

e Assoon as | start to discuss Nephilim the rebuttal is: “The bible says this is impossible”.
e Assoon as | point out that the bible supports what | say the rebuttal is: “Your bible
interpretation is based on your belief that Nephilim are possible.”

e Personal testimony considered unbiblical is rejected
e When | point out that the testimony is biblical then the interpretation of scripture is rejected
because | have accepted the testimony.

No-one can ever prove Nephilim breeding experiments are happening today from scripture.

But, as any reasonable person in this debate will concede, the bible cannot be the handbook for

every activity on earth, the bible cannot be the handbook for every spiritual activity, and God gave

us a brain to allow us to scripturally address the many issues which arise in life. Some are simply

addressed; others take decades for the church to reach what with hindsight was obviously the

correct position. (Isa 1:18 NKJV) "CO me n o w, and |l et us reavwmtm t oget he
Luther, when challenged by the might of the dominant world power of his day, the Roman Catholic

Church, said this: “Unless | shall be convinced by the testimonies of the Scriptures or by clear

reason... | nei ther can nor will make any retraction,
against conscience. God help me. Amen." There are many circumstances which have no clear

directive from scripture. God expects us to take the principles revealed in scripture and apply ‘clear

reason’ to the complexities of each situation we are looking for clarity about.
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Are all scientific facts in the No

bible?

Is all that Jesus said and did in the | No (John 21:25)

bible?

Is all history in the bible? No

Are all works that Christians will No

do in the bible?

Are all activities concerning the Why would we think the bible holds this?
spiritual realm in the bible?

Are all Satan’s activities detailed Why would we think they would be?
in the bible?

So from the principles in scripture, the nature of the enemy revealed through scripture, the use of
reason, and evidence in the form of testimony, we can arrive at a reasonable position that says
fallen angels are actually attempting and even succeeding in producing Nephilim. The bible does not
disallow this, rather it actually allows for it, and tied in with other scriptures would indicate that we
really are in what the bible calls “The last days”. | am told that my pre-existing beliefs about the last
days have driven my openness to believe that hybrid experiments are happening. | can’t win and
that is simply not true, but it will be how some will have to label me.

False Memories

Not all the people that we have worked with are survivors of ritual abuse. The reality is that any
event in a child’s life that overwhelms the child’s emotional and psychological defences may produce
an alternate personality who knows what happened whilst the main personality has no recollection
whatsoever. In wanting to show that a persons’ memory may not be true, Alien Intrusion draws
arguments from the website of The False Memory Syndrome Foundation (FMSF), who say that
memories of sexual abuse are often the outcome of a therapist who believes the abuse has occurred
and then draws the person to believe it also. The false memory then becomes ‘real’.

The FMSF was founded by Ralph Underwager who was hired as an ‘expert’ witness in cases where
there were allegations of sexual abuse of a child, or, where an adult was alleging abuse in childhood.
He was paid to discredit the credibility of the witnesses’ memories of an event and as such he was
paid well. He resigned from the board of FMSF after the following interview:

PAIDIKA: Is choosing paedophilia for you a responsible choice for the individuals?

RALPH UNDERWAGER: Certainly it is responsible. What | have been struck by as | have come to know
more about and understand people who choose paedophilia is that they let themselves be too much
defined by other people. That is usually an essentially negative definition. Paedophiles spend a lot of
time and energy defending their choice. | don't think that a paedophile needs to do that. Paedophiles
can boldly and courageously affirm what they choose. They can say that what they want is to find the
best way to love. | am also a theologian and as a theologian, | believe it is God's will that there be
closeness and intimacy, unity of the flesh, between people. A paedophile can say: "This closeness is
possible for me within the choices that I've made."
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Paedophiles are too defensive. They go around saying, "You people out there are saying that what |
choose is bad, that it's no good. You're putting me in prison, you're doing all these terrible things to
me. | have to define my love as being in some way or other illicit." What | think is that paedophiles
can make the assertion that the pursuit of intimacy and love is what they choose. With boldness, they
can say, "l believe this is in fact part of God's will." They have the right to make these statements for
themselves as personal choices. Now whether or not they can persuade other people they are right is
another matter (laughs).

That one statement reveals the true nature and motivation behind the FMSF. Other board members
of FMSF have also had their credibility as defenders of truth seriously undermined. This is not the
place to discuss this, but to use FMSF as a means of showing that an SRA survivors’ or UFO
abductees’ memories are false is a serious mistake by the author of Alien Intrusion. Those of us
working with SRA survivors are of the strong opinion that the FMSF was started and run by those
who had strong reasons to undermine a person’s recollections of sexual abuse. Do your own
research.

To use information from the FMSF website to undermine people’s recollections of Nephilim is like
saying: “There’ s no such thing as child abuse.
mind. The FMSF say so”.

Alien Interviews is saying: “There are no Nephilim. The memory has been inserted by: Fallen Angels /

Therapists |/ Researchers [/ Ministers (Pick

Not that | am saying memories cannot be put into someone’s mind. | don’t think any minister in this
field would say that. But we have all dealt with too many memories that had been dissociated at the
time of abuse, and the underlying emotional pain that manifested in all sorts of dysfunction for the
one who was abused. In talking to the personality who was carrying the memory and pain, and by
working through forgiveness etc, we consistently see freedom and new levels of functionality the
person has never known. But there are those with powerful reasons who want to discredit the
memory of sexual abuse by an adult, and equally, those who want to discredit memories of hybrid
experiments.

Alien Intrusion describes at length how hypnotists and others can insert a memory into someone’s
mind that is not true, or exert some level of mind control so a person will do or say things they
would not have done without the mind control. The book builds a hypothesis that says those who
have experienced an ‘alien’ abduction actually did not. It argues that fallen angels have the power to
insert these memories and the memories are as real as if the event actually took place. At no point
do | say that this hypothesis may not be the truth for some or many cases. But the book is carefully
arguing that NONE of the recollections are true. | argue that it would be typical in warfare to hide
the truth behind many falsehoods.

My problems come because | work with survivors of ritual abuse and their stories match the stories
of abductees at many points. If | am to dismiss the stories of abductees as ‘False memories’ then |
must dismiss the stories of SRA survivors as false memories too. | can’t do that. There have been too
many corroborating stories, even stories from others who were at the same ritual for me to dismiss
their stories as false. “Out of the mouths of two or three witnesses every word will be established”.
Because some insist that certain parts of the abduction phenomenon are not actually happening
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then | doubt they would approach the stories of SRA survivors any differently. We may even be
accused of putting the stories into people’s minds (We don’t). My dilemma is this, since | know the
stories of ritual abuse are based on actual events then at what point do | move over to a position
that says the memories are all inserted by evil beings who can manipulate the mind? | understand
that a person’s perception of the event may not be as an observer would describe, that’s the
subjective nature of trauma, but these weren’t evil spiritual beings perpetrating the violence, they
were people, often known to the victim. To explain their memories as false, as suggested with
regards to abductees, is ridiculous when it happened in a real place with people the victim knew,
and they may even bear the scars to prove it.

That children handle trauma by creating a new personality is an accepted fact. Psychiatrists refer to
the Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders version IV (DSM V) of the American
Psychiatric Association. The DSM-IV lists four criteria for diagnosing someone with dissociative
identity disorder:

e The presence of two or more distinct identities or personality states (each with its own
relatively enduring pattern of perceiving, relating to, and thinking about the environment
and self)

e At least two of these identities or personality states recurrently take control of the person's
behaviour

e Inability to recall important personal information that is too extensive to be explained by
ordinary forgetfulness

e The disturbance is not due to the direct physiological effects of a substance (e.g., blackouts
or chaotic behavior during Alcohol Intoxication) or a general medical condition (e.g.,
complex partial seizures). Note: In children, the symptoms are not attributable to imaginary
playmates or other fantasy play.

Those of us working with SRA have learned that many hundreds or even thousands of personalities
are created through ritual abuse. Through ritual they have demons attached and they are
‘programmed’ to respond to certain physical or spiritual cues. The reality is that each personality is
coerced into cooperation through violence, threats, seeing others tortured, emotional manipulation,
brainwashing, and other means. Each personality is unknown to the ‘host’, or main personality. Once
created and trained they are removed from being ‘forward’ (in control of the body) and inserted into
a ‘system’ where the cult can control each personality through a variety of physical and spiritual
means. | believe this system exists in the spiritual realm (second heaven) and after years of working
in this field | understand that the system is as real a place as anything you can look around you and
see right now. This makes sense to me when | consider that once not ‘forward’ the personality will
testify to interacting with other personalities, demons, and other entities, and therefore has to be
somewhere and the bible talks about the real us being released from our body (tent) at death. (2 Pet
1:13 NKJV) Yes, | think it is right, as long as | am in this tent, to stir you up by reminding you, 14
knowing that shortly | must put off my tent, just as our Lord Jesus Christ showed me. | have come to
understand that a dissociated personality is as fully human as you or |, the only the exception being
they do not have their own body. For the cult to keep control of the personalities when not forward
they have worked with beings that exist in the second heaven and helped to build the ‘system’. If
you work with survivors you will be familiar with descriptions of the system. No two seem to be
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alike. Every system we have worked with has rooms, corridors, demons (various guises), a variety of
equipment, and ways in and out. For a long time | understood this to somehow be the creation of
the person’s mind and not actually a real place, but | have come to see that it is a real place, and just
because | haven’t seen into the second heaven does not mean it is not real.

owm

In Daniel 10:13 the angel who came to him had wrestled with " The prince of the kingdom of Persia”
for 21 days. This wasn’t in a nonexistent place, it occurred in the heavenlies. Satan is described in
Eph2:2as“ The Pri nce of ”ahdlwecometowmerstandfthatthéfiest haaven is
what we can see and feel around us, the third heaven is where Paul describes in 2 Cor 12:2, and we
have come to refer to the invisible realm around us as the second heaven where the angel wrestled

with the prince of Persia.

Since we regularly deal with cult members who astral travel through the second heaven into a
person’s system and take control of the body, then we have no problem in understanding that the
system exists in that realm. Others in this area of ministry have different views of where the ‘system’
is, whether or not it is real, and the nature of beings who are installed in the system. Only heaven
will reveal how much of our understanding of these things is actually the way it is is, and
understanding it correctly it is not essential to healing.

My point is this: If people say we are guilty of creating all this in a person’s mind so that it becomes
‘real’ to them, then we have powers of persuasion that make the people described in Alien Intrusion
look like amateurs! We are not installing memories of abuse, we are not guiding people to false
memories of Nephilim, and we are not creating a perpetual merry go round of counselling where no-
one gets free.

To comply with the position that Nephilim do not exist then we would have to accept changes to
scripture and we would have to draw a line with survivor’s experiences( “ Thi s happened, th
di dn’t ")

This is not to say we believe all we are told! We most definitely have been told stories that are a
fabrication of a survivor’s imagination. We have had evil spirits intensely involved and tightly bound
to a personality so that the survivor believed what they were telling us, but it was in reality, a cover
for what really happened. The main criterion for truth is the bible. If what we are being told
contradicts what the bible reveals about the person and character of God, what the bible reveals
about the person and character of Satan, or the general principles revealed in scripture, then we
spot the deception quickly. When what we are being told uses a mixture of truth and subtle error it
may take a bit longer, but deception NEVEReads to freedom (John 8:31 NKJV) Then Jesus said to
those Jews who believed Him, "If you abide in My word, you are My disciples indeed. 32 "And you
shall know the truth, and the truth shall make you freé The key isn’t just simply knowing truth but
also abiding in His word. The stories about Nephilim can be tested against scripture. The principles of

Satan’s nature, his end time activities, the greed, deception and violence of his followers are not
hard to discern from scripture. The things that cannot be verified directly from the bible must be
tested against the principles of scripture, weighed very carefully, and we look to the criterion of
freedom for the personality and then in the longer term the survivor themselves, as evidence that
the Lord has in fact, led us in truth. Satan does not assist in setting people free who then go on to
win others to Jesus by their testimony. “A house divided against itself will fall”, and changed lives are
a powerful witness to the reality of their freedom from Satan’s grip. But some would likely say,
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because in their eyes the story cannot be true, that we are guilty of the tactics employed by naive, or
manipulative, or downright evil counsellors. God has given several tools that reveal truth beyond the
best training that earth can give. | may lose a portion of readers here, but this is important and as |
am encouraged to do, | will appeal to scripture.

(1 Cor 12:7 NKJV) But the manifestation of the Spirit is given to each one for the profit of all: 8 for to
one is given the word of wisdom through the Spirit, to another the word of knowledge through the
same Spirit, 9 to another faith by the same Spirit, to another gifts of healings by the same Spirit, 10
to another the working of miracles, to another prophecy, to another discerning of spirits, to another
different kinds of tongues, to another the interpretation of tongues.

For those out there who are trying to bring healing to SRA survivors without the supernatural gifts of
the Holy Spirit: | commend you for your love, faithfulness, and perseverance. These people need us
to have these qualities, but there are some things that have been demonically layered in so deeply
into the survivor that without God’s supernatural leading and the use of the supernatural gifts then |
don’t think you can learn some things that are needed to get the person free. God is the healer and |
understand that the key requirement from us is our love, compassion, and perseverance for these
precious people, and He will give us the rest. But part of that requires a God given supernatural
component in us that is under the direction and control of the Holy Spirit. Our enemy is too clever,
his control of these people is too deep, and the evil in them has taken years of rituals and horror to
install, for us to be able to undo without the assistance of the supernatural gifts of the Holy Spirit.
This may play into some people’s suspicions of us; | suspect some are suspicious of the use of the
gifts of the Holy Spirit. | don’t care; I’'m not here to win an argument. I’'m here to get people free, and
right now, for the Lord’s sake, for sake of those who have suffered at the hands of evil people and
spirits: to defend us from and counter the attacks | see coming on us from well meaning people. | do
it also for the sake of others who work to free precious people from the depths of Satan’s evil.

There are huge links between Satanic Ritual Abuse and the UFO phenomena. In the past year | have
come to see that they are actually two sides of the exact same activity of the evil one. It is important
we explore the correlations between the two to better equip ourselves, and hopefully the wider
church, to ‘fight the good fight’. Searching the scriptures is a wonderful part of that fight!!

Now, if you were a confirmed ‘No Nephilim’ person and this paper has caused you to wonder if
Nephilim can be on the earth today: please, before you run to see how others pull this paper apart,
will you ask God for yourself? | haven’t done this to win people from one side to another. What's the
point? This is written because |, and other ministers who work with SRA survivors, have found, quite
independently of UFO researchers, that hybrid experiments have been happening for a long time.
Winning a debate is not what motivates me; truth, and love for the truth is. Jesus Christ is the Truth
(John 14:6) and the Holy Spirit will lead you into all truth (John 16:13). So, on your knees, ask Him:
“Lord Jesus, are these things so?” After that, please, for the sake of Jesus, prayerfully consider all
that is said by both sides of the debate.

If you are not a Christian, and you want to have peace with God, then please pray the following:
“Lord Jesus Christ | acknowledge that | am a sinner in need of your mercy. Please forgive me for my
sins and take your place in my life as Lord. | surrender to you. Please fill me with your Holy Spirit, and
show me how | S h o0 Théndsk Him te/ lead yburtotha graupofChrstians Ae
wants you to get to know and share your life with. - John Darnell - www.shepherdsheart.com.au
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