Prayer:

Dear Jesus,

Thank you for guiding me to write this book.   

I want to open people's eyes so they no longer see in darkness.

I want to bring a light to them.

I want people to eat good food and not just bull crap fed to them.

I want to feed them scripture instead of propaganda.

I am going to start the book talking about how we as educated individuals can overcome the system of greed and self serving. 

But I am going to close all about you.  You are the Hero of the Mushroom Kingdom.

In the darkness, we have seen a bright light.  May you lead us eternally.  

May I help more people follow you Jesus.

Amen,

James

Praise Jesus, Jehovah, and the Holy Spirit.

Chapter I: They want you to argue politically

(Main Stream Media)

Ever talk politics with someone?  It quickly descends into emotions and people get upset and argue.  Nothing is gained and people get upset at friends.  Do you know this is by design? If the regular folk are out arguing, the regular folk are never going to agree on good political ideas.  No grass roots ideas will rise up to influence the politicians to do is right.  Instead, since we are all divided, the bribed politicians in power will do anything they want.  And they will do what the people who bribed them wants them to. Then they will make up a b.s. story why it is good for us.   They care about their own money and power over what is good for the people. They want to keep us in the dark and feed us crap.

"If you ever find yourself arguing with friends or people on the internet, it can put you in a long term bad mood.  To combat being in this foul mood, go order out some food like pizza and spend some quality time with loved ones: friends and family.  That argument funk feeling falls off."


Who is getting us to argue though?  Well mostly the news pushes argument scripts.  Ever think the news is very boring because it keeps saying the same thing?  That is because it doesn't want to admit that topics are very complex.  They want the simple minded to think that political topics are very simple.  They want to push that the other party is the reason we can't get things done.   They want you to argue.  

"Many smart people sometimes watch the news, but you cannot get smart by watching the news."


The news wants to paint topics as simple and repetitive because they want to drill it in your mind the way to argue.  I avoid watching the news often because I see through this propaganda.  I don't want to have a place in my mind to let them influence me and argue with my friends.  Actually I take that back.  I like to watch the news to see what they're pushing.

"In Russia, people read the single party state run Pravda newspaper to learn what the state is trying to push."


In the United States it is more tricky to keep the populace under control.   Instead of one party, we have two parties.  It turns out that what they push is less important than how they push it.  It doesn't matter what either party stands for, so long as they're polar opposites and arguing.   As long as you have a populace arguing, grass roots ideas do not form.   The last thing politicians want is the American people asking en mass for policy change that is against what their lobbyists are bribing them for.  Grass roots politics rising up and getting mass acceptance is what they're afraid of.  This is why they want us arguing.

"The politicians at the highest level are bribed by lobbyists. They take legalized bribe money for campaigns.  Then they do what they're lobbyists want them to do and tell the American people that what they did is best for us.  The politicians aren't always telling us the truth. ”

The United States has a law against buying a citizen's vote.  The fear is that if a politician wants to get elected locally, they could go around house to house and give each person a dollar to vote for them.   Then citizens not caring who gets elected would vote for the guy,”Hey, dude gave me a dollar, lets make him in charge of us!”  Everyone looks at this law and goes,”That's a great law.  Let us not have our democracy subverted by money.”  That is nothing compared to the rife corruption going on right now!  We have entities and organizations buying politicians out by bribes.  Instead of politicians being for the people, random wealthy organizations are using politicians in their pockets to write legislation.

“Way back in Boy Scouts we were talking about our United States democracy.  I heard that corporations can legally bribe people running for Congress and I felt very bad to my stomach.  I asked my Scout Leaders,'If it is like this, isn't money going to corrupt our government eventually?'  They reassured me that politicians are still going to do things that are best for the people.  I don't think this is true, but it was a comforting thought then.”

“I don't want you to have a bad mind state either reading this.  This is the book that needs to be wrote so that we can be smart enough to fix things.  Focus on being positive. Focus on helping others be positive.  Avoid fierce arguments.  And be an agent for positive change.”

What we have going on now
is that the hyper wealthy are acting like proxy rulers.  They bribe politicians in what is called campaign contributions.  Campaign contributions are totally legal.  Their campaign spends this money to do research into what the people want to hear.  Then they do television and radio ads telling the people that the politician will do everything they want.  The more money the politician takes in as campaign contribution bribes, the more likely he'll be elected.  


Every different organization who wants to give the politician money has different morals.   They want to change society this way and that.  One might want to sell more of their own product as corporations do.   Another might be a company who wants their own company to make more money so they want their competition regulated.  Another might event want to usher in destructive policies or over regulate to weaken our economy. These bribes can even come from a foreign country.  These lobbyist organizations could literally want any political change, and they're just trying to get their way by money.  Once they bribe a politician who gets elected, they then have em in their own pocket so to speak.  A lobbyist then tells this politician how to legislate, even sometimes writing entire bills themselves and putting them on the bribed congressman or congresswoman's desk.


Since taking bribes buys television campaign ad time, people who take less bribes end up getting less TV, radio and Internet ads.   People who don't have money to buy ads get less exposure.  People with less exposure from ads get elected less.   This means people with a strong moral foundation who don't want to take any bribes from lobbyists end up not getting elected.  Those who refuse some bribes get elected less often.  People who take no bribes don't stand much of a chance.  This is the state of United States elections today.   We are in a place where our system encourages the biggest bribe taking sell outs to be our nation's leaders.

“There really is no easy solution to disconnect campaign contribution bribery from our system.  If you outlawed campaign contributions, the lobbyists would still get Congressmen and Congresswomen in their pockets.  Instead of donating to a campaign, they'd run the ads themselves directly.  You'd lose the ability to track their donors for an off chance you can prosecute one for secret dealings.  Right now, at least you can sometimes trace their donors to know who's pockets they are in. ”

There are people in the age of the Internet who look up every person they vote for.  They look at their legislation voting record.  They look at if they voted for things they like.  They see the politician's history and make an informed vote.   If enough people did this hard work, things could change for the better.   The thing is that these people are vastly outnumbered by people who watch a television political ad and fall for it.  And like majority rules in a voting democracy.  Of course they TV political ad is going to tell you what you want to hear, they've done research into the demographics of the area.  They're going to tell you what you want to hear on television advertisements. They're going to slander their opponents.  This is because they know they can spend money this way to get your vote.  They're going to do what you want to hear on the TV ad, then when in office, they'll do whatever they please.

“They can't buy your vote with money or product, but they can tell you a nice lie to make you feel good to get your vote.  Then when they're in office, they'll do whatever they want to and tell you it is good for you... whether it is or not.  We have the best politicians money can buy.”
Chapter 2: They want you to argue politically

(Social Media)


So we know the play book of the people who think they are in charge.  They run news propaganda, they influence television and movies as propaganda.  They've always done this, but it has increased in intensity.  When social media became big though, the think tanks became concerned.  “What if people started discussing among themselves better ways to do things than we're doing them?  There are so many people out there with ideas. We could lose our ability to get our way with bribed politicians. We need a plan.”

Social media in its early days were websites and blogging platforms to spread cool stuff among your friends.   You used them to keep in touch with peers and opportunities in your field.  When Facebook and Twitter came around, many bloggers went,”Oh this appears to be a superior blogging platform.” Then the big public forum guys of Facebook and Twitter became behemoths because people thought they were superior.  It is only now as things keep coming out of how they've been corrupted politically that many original adopters are leaving them.

What was the plan with social media?  How did the corrupt bribe giving hyper wealthy control the population?   No longer could they feed talking point scripts by the news to get people arguing.  Everyone was their own voice, it would seem like things would get out of control.  How could you get them arguing on this technology if you can't feed them a steady stream of crap?  It turns out the solution isn't as tough as it sounds.  You use technology and hire an army of to argue with others.

“It is known with the traditional mainstream media tactic of getting people to argue for you, it produces a chain reaction of people arguing.  In Social Media, if you have hundreds of people arguing and pushing propaganda, you effectively get thousands or millions of people arguing as a reverberation effect.”


Do you know people get paid to protest?  There are buses that show up around where I live and offer fifty or a hundred bucks a head to show up for random protests.  It isn't that important what they're protesting, but that it gets people upset and arguing.  When people are upset and arguing, grassroots cannot lift up.  When grassroots ideas never formulate, no one can champion them as a new candidate..  

“There is a story called 'A Boy Who Cried Wolf'.  It goes like this: Once a boy was called to watch the sheep while the men took a break to rest.  They told the boy to yell that a wolf came if one came so the men could deal with it.   The boy thought it'd be funny if he shouted,'Wolf! Wolf!” So he did.  The men came and finding no wolf, they left to get back to rest.   The boy did it again, and the men again got upset and left back to rest.  Finally a wolf did come, and the boy cried wolf with all he had, but the men did not come because they were desensitized of all the false alarms.  The wolf killed the sheep and the kid.”

“In the same way as that story goes, the paid protesters en mass across the country gets us desensitized to actual non funded protests.  You see a few protests on the news every week.  Everyone is protesting nonsense stuff.  So when an actual protest happens that everyone should care about and support shows up, it gets ignored.  This is by design.”

“Do not accept money to go protest a cause you have no concern about.  To protest things you don't care about for money is to be a protest-tute.”

Do you know people get paid to argue on the Internet?  This is the thing they don't want you to know is even happening.  Here is how it works: Imagine a call center with hundreds of people.  They have an algorithm that searches for politically charged words.  These call center people find people who use those words say on Facebook or Twitter automatically because of their software.  Then they simply write a pithy unthinking insult, and move to the next comment their software finds by politically charged words.  They have bots to find them where to argue, but actual people tend to write comments, but sometimes bots even just drop the pithy insults themselves.


People who post political ideas they care about tend to take it to their heart.  People want to change the system for the better. So when they get a pithy unthinking insult, they may take offense easy.  They may insult back, in which case they are playing into the hands of those who want them to argue.   


“Imagine if you will having a university degree in economics and discussing complex economic ideas and what you think will change.  Someone comes on and calls you a know nothing idiot.  How do you respond? The best is to put them on ignore and not insult back.”

People paid to argue may think less of their fellow human being.  Argue bots are like bullies.  People who get bullied a lot tend to not like the general population of humanity.  There are many people who wanted to help society, but after mass bullying, they become selfish and inwardly seeking.  They go,”Why should I help anyone but myself when there are so many jerks?”  The evil of bullying induces the evil of selfishness.  So people bright eye and bushy tailed who talk great grassroots politics always met with gruff, pithy, insulting political bots might go,”Hey, why should I even help humanity?  Politics isn't worth it.”  Again, here the political bots win.


The only winning strategy is to actually call them out as political bots.  Then you mute them.  You can also just mute them and not even respond.  I'm writing this book in large part to educate people on these bad guys.  They're out to get you arguing in a large scale.  Even if you check out of politics, at least don't fall into the trap of arguing.  If someone doesn't like your ideas, don't take it personal, you might have encountered real corruption immediately that is your opposition.  Arguing is not the answer though it would seem that clarifying your position would help everyone.  These argue bots just slander, hate, and want you to join them by slandering them back and hating them back. Don't fall into that trap, just know they exist.  Call them an political argue bot, mute them and move on.  Raise awareness that political bots are a thing.  This is one purpose of this book. I want to educate people.

“If you argue with a fool, sometimes onlookers can't tell which one is the fool.”


If this all sounds absurd to you, realize it is in the news that many other nations do this now.  China forces its citizens to write nice things about China online, especially the university students.  Russia for a long time had secret police and propaganda elements out there to praise the leader.  With a lot of secret police, you know that if someone speaks out against the leader, they disappear.  That is the fear people have in communist countries, but we'll cover that later.  Just know that they have propaganda that goes past the limits of their country.  We know China and Russia have these political call centers and suspect many other countries do.   Why would the United States be the exception?

So we know easily reasoned that the United States has call centers with people out to argue on social media.   It isn't hard to see either in practice.  These political bots have a weakness in that they need to pick a demographiced imagined individual.   They go all in on their persona and argue like they were that person, and it is too stereotypical and aimed.  


Like... Why would “Joe the Truckdriver” suddenly show up in my feed and argue against foreign drivers because I mentioned Interstate Law of some sort?  He would have to have searched for a certain term to get there. Like... Why would “Molly the Homemaker” argue against empowerment of women?    It goes on and on, their profiles are supposed to be about a random Middle America person, but in their history, all it is shows to be non stop arguing about random political ideas they should have no clue about.  They're just showing their hand too much because they don't think people would ever catch on.
“In case you never saw it, go search for Monty Python's Argument clinic online.  No one ever thought there would be people paid to argue.  But we have it today.  The guy realized it wasn't smart to pay to argue.  It is almost just as dumb to argue with these guys even if you don't pay.”


So we know there is a lot of money in politics.  If they're spending hundreds of millions to get one guy elected for a job that pays four hundred and fifty thousand, they'll spend some to keep an army of political argument bots going.  They don't just pay to run bots as fake users.  They actually bribe the owners of social media platforms.


In about 2018 Facebook got criticized because the tech company which should be liberal allowed conservative bias to influence the 2016 election where a conservative president got elected.  Congress got proactive and made the “Facebook Trials” which you probably remember hearing about.  In them, Zuckerberg go the ability to censor anyone for any reason so long as it is done by algorithm.   This lead to immediate widespread censoring of everyone they didn't like on Facebook and Twitter.  I got censored myself for being a Christian.  I bought an ad that said,”Everyone should be good and loving to each other.  God is real. Jesus is LORD.” If I got censored for hate speech by telling everyone to be good and loving to each other, something is crazily wrong.   

Here is the article:

You know what they say about the evils of censorship?  Either you talk about it when it first pokes its evil head in, or you will soon not be able to talk about it at all.  For what happens is that if a little bit of censorship is allowed here, it gets greatly expanded everywhere.
Twitter and Facebook are censoring conservative voices including Christians.  The clues are all there for an average person to look at.  At first, they were concerned that Trump got elected, and that they were accusing Russian Hackers of influencing the election.  That is always how erosions of freedoms begin.  They point to one group that is bad, then that is their beachhead.  They claim Russian hackers needed to be stopped so it doesn’t sound suspicious that they are censoring,
, but their real goal was just being against conservative voices in general.

There are two actions that need to be taken immediately and this is why I’m raising awareness.  One action is that everyone should be aware that Twitter and Facebook are censoring conservative voices and Christians.   The other action is that maybe they should be taken to the Supreme Court to rule on the Constitutionality of breaking the first amendment.

I know Christians are being censored because I myself was censored.  I was censored because I was pleased with Twitter thus far and wanted to sponsor them with some money.  So I bought an ad that said paraphrased,”God is real. Jesus is LORD!”  And my account got partially disabled saying my advertisement was in violation.   I became shadowbanned so no one sees my tweets.  My analytics was disabled for months and when it came back, it had fake numbers in it.  I used to get 1-3 followers a day reliably for years, but after I was shadowbanned my followers dropped off.  Instead of 1-3 followers a day, I’d go 29 days of a month with no new followers at all after Twitter censored me.   I got censored on Twitter for proclaiming,”God is real. Jesus is LORD!”.

I’m not the only one crying foul.  News agencies have picked up on it.  You can Google for Christian voices being silenced on Twitter and Facebook and find many articles examining this.  And the big one is that President Trump tweeted that it is a real problem.  The president cannot rule something unconstitutional though.  So while he sees a problem, all he can do is raise awareness.   The purpose of this article is to raise awareness too.

There is a really good chance that Twitter gave news agencies tools by which they could censor voices.   There is a really good chance that mainstream news agencies became complicit in embracing the censorship tools.  If this is true, you’ll see mainstream news agencies fight tooth and nail to defend censorship.  For if Twitter gets sued, and it is uncovered that certain mainstream media were censoring citizens who give opinions contrary to them, it will be a very bad mark against them.  Not everyone realizes the level of propaganda mainstream media pushes, but they could see if they were complicit in censorship against American Citizens.  It is Orwellian that these guys may have dug themselves in a hole of being complicit with the evils of censorship so they themselves need to do anything possible to make sure people don’t know.

Anyone paying attention could have seen the dangers coming.  When Zuckerberg was in front of Congress, he proposed an algorithmic censorship program.  Congress was on board with it too.  After all, no one is responsible for the censorship if they have a program do it.  It was terrible to watch that Congressional investigation.  It sounded like the beginning of the death of free speech.  They keep taking our Constitutional freedoms away slowly.

Also if you’re paying attention, Twitter now has a feature that you can upgrade your account so more people see you.  If you can pay money to upgrade your account, they certainly have the tools to downgrade your account.

I’ll repeat the actions that need to be taken at this time:

There are two actions that need to be taken immediately and this is why I’m raising awareness.  One action is that everyone should be aware that Twitter and Facebook are censoring conservative voices and Christians.   The other action is that maybe they should be taken to the Supreme Court to rule on the Constitutionality of breaking the first amendment.

There might not be anything you can personally do outside of prayer.  Prayer does a lot.  Just being aware of this is important.  We don’t want Twitter and Facebook parading around as a great social empowerment tool when they are doing the evils of censorship.  It reminds me of when I played video games as a kid, and I didn’t want to take turns with a kid too young to know so I gave them an unplugged controller while I played.   They don’t just want to censor Christians.  They want to censor them in a way that they don’t know they’re being censored at all.

I wrote this article because if you do not stand up to censorship when it starts then it will progress everywhere.   I understand Twitter bases its operation out of Ireland to dodge paying taxes to the US, but really it is a US company.  It should obey the First Amendment and Freedom of Speech and Religion.  Both of which it is breaking by censoring Christians.

Read more from news agencies:
https://www.marketwatch.com/story/twitter-to-crack-down-on-trolls-by-demoting-their-tweets-automatically-2018-05-16?mod=gennews_twitter&link=sfmw_tw
&
https://www.forbes.com/sites/kalevleetaru/2018/01/12/is-twitter-really-censoring-free-speech/1#5eae002e65f5
Photo Credit: https://www.zerohedge.com/news/2018-07-19/twitter-caught-censoring-conservative-journalists-site-wide-shadowbans
Random notes to work on later:

->Vote for people not on signs


Voting is good.  If people saw that it was useless, they would take that away from us too.

Guns

Chapter I: What makes a good leader? Round 1

Saul vs David.  All leaders of the Bible.

Chess players as leader.

Starcraft superior to chess in terms of reflex, thinking on an action and moves ahead.  I was one of the original best Starcraft players of all time.  Also Warcraft III, and 

Again, what makes a good leader, Round II

-Keep you in the dark and feed you poop, maybe never said, but danced around.  Maybe said.   Politicians want to do what they want and tell you why it is good.

-(super early) How they use MSM to get you arguing with your fellow human being.  How they extended it to social media.  

-Mention censorship.

-If an advertisement says to vote, the show's demographics cater to a politician who paid for that ad.  If an ad says to vote for a nobody like MTV,"Vote for" they want the show's dexmographics to be stupid and throw away their vote.

-Signs signs everywhere signs.  If you don't like signs, vote for the candidate you didn't see a name on a sign.  Active rebellion against the current campaign idea that money buys votes is not a terrible thing.  I tend not to vote for anyone unless I researched em ahead of time though.  Some people say vote em out.

-Comcast and Oligopolies

-FCC Bribed

-Senators Bribed

-Enough food to feed everyone on the planet many times over, but bad.

-Capitalism works best when the wealthiest are also the most generous.  Praise for Gates and Buffet.

-Cover Money to get women idea

Next to final chapter: Why does Christianity make sense.

Final Chapter: Jesus

A perfect leader never makes a mistake: Jesus.

A good leader never does evil: Jesus.

-- All leaders and champions of the Bible covered at some point.-

-> Supply and demand

Freedom 1976 and such fight for

Anti Terrorism

20,000- 40,000 words for a book

-Facebook/Twitter, zuckerberg trials and how freedom of speech got attacked because they wanted to silence conservatives.  Also add in progressivism liking censorship

//Cover basic communism and how it always leads to fear of citizens/police/leader
