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PART I  ·  FOUNDATIONS: TRUTH, POWER, AND SPIRITUAL CONFLICT

CHAPTER 1

BEHIND THE VISIBLE WORLD
Why This Investigation Matters

“For our struggle is not against flesh and blood...” - Ephesians 6:12, CSB

Power  is  rarely  exhausted  by  what  can  be  seen  on  an  organizational  chart. 
Citizens  can  identify  presidents,  parliaments,  ministries,  courts,  regulatory 
agencies,  central  banks,  political  parties,  corporations,  universities,  news 
organizations, foundations, and international bodies. These visible institutions 
matter  because  they  possess  real  legal  authority,  resources,  and  public 
responsibilities. Yet the public face of an institution does not reveal every force 
that  shapes  its  decisions.  Access,  finance,  expertise,  information,  reputation, 
bureaucratic  continuity,  professional  networks,  lobbying,  ownership, 
technological dependence, private consultation, intelligence, philanthropy, and 
agenda-setting  can  all  influence  what  formal  decision-makers  know,  which 
options appear feasible, and which choices ever reach the point of public debate. 
The  central  question  of  this  book  is  therefore  not  whether  influence  exists 
beyond elected office. It plainly does. The harder and more important question is 
how to distinguish legitimate influence from capture, private coordination from 
covert action, structural concentration from deliberate command, and genuine 
conspiracy  from  patterns  that  only  look  conspiratorial  when  viewed  from  a 
distance.

That distinction matters because two intellectual failures now compete for 
the Christian mind. One is naivety toward official power, the assumption that a 
respected institution would never conceal wrongdoing, manipulate information, 
protect  its  own  interests,  or  cooperate  privately  with  other  powerful  actors. 
History  does  not  permit  such  innocence.  Governments  classify  programs, 
diplomats  negotiate  confidentially,  corporations  protect  proprietary 
information, political coalitions coordinate away from cameras, and intelligence 
services conduct operations whose sponsors or methods may remain hidden for 
years. Official inquiries, including the United States Senate's Church Committee, 
later documented activities that had occurred beyond ordinary public awareness 
and that raised serious questions of surveillance, covert action, accountability, 
and  civil  liberty  (U.S.  Senate  Select  Committee,  1976).  The  existence  of  real 
secrecy and real covert conduct is therefore part of the documentary record, not a 
fantasy invented by suspicious minds.

The opposite failure is no less dangerous. Once a reader assumes that every 
unexplained event  must  be  the  product  of  a  single  hidden  command center, 
evidence loses its governing role. Common interests become proof of conspiracy, 
shared membership becomes proof of obedience, coincidence becomes proof of 
planning, denial becomes proof of guilt,  and missing evidence becomes proof 
that the evidence was successfully destroyed. A theory that can never be falsified is  
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no longer an investigation. It is a closed belief system. This book will refuse both 
errors.  It  will  neither  protect  powerful  institutions  from  scrutiny  nor  grant 
dissident claims immunity from verification.

For  the  Christian,  the  stakes  are  higher  than  political  analysis.  Scripture 
presents truth as  a moral  obligation, deception as  a spiritual danger,  rulers as  
accountable to God, and history as unfolding within a conflict that cannot be 
reduced  to  material  forces  alone.  At  the  same  time,  Scripture  forbids  false 
witness,  hatred,  panic,  slander,  and  the  dehumanization  of  opponents.  The 
believer is called to watchfulness without paranoia, courage without recklessness, 
and discernment without pride. The purpose of this opening chapter is therefore 
to establish the intellectual  and spiritual  posture  required for  everything that 
follows.  We will  look behind the  visible  world,  but  we  will  do  so  under  the 
lordship of Jesus Christ, with evidence in one hand and Scripture in the other.

1. The Visible State and the Architecture of Influence
Modern  political  life  teaches  citizens  to  think  of  power  primarily  in 
constitutional  terms.  Voters  elect  representatives,  legislatures  enact  laws, 
executives  administer  them,  courts  interpret  them,  and  public  agencies 
implement them. This description is indispensable because legal authority is real. 
Yet it is incomplete. A constitution identifies offices and procedures; it does not 
map every relationship that conditions what officeholders know, which advisers 
they trust, who receives access, which proposals have already been written, what 
information has been withheld, what markets will punish, what bureaucracies 
will  resist,  what  professional  communities  regard  as  legitimate,  or  what 
technological systems make some choices easier than others.

Political theory has long recognized that power can operate before a public 
decision is made. Dahl's pluralist approach concentrated attention on observable 
contests over decisions, but Bachrach and Baratz (1962) argued that power also 
appears in the ability to keep certain issues off the agenda. Lukes (2005) pressed 
the  analysis  further  by  asking  how  institutions  and  social  environments  can 
shape  perceptions,  preferences,  and  the  boundaries  of  what  actors  consider 
possible.  These  approaches  differ,  and  none  should  be  treated  as  a  complete 
explanation of political life, but together they establish a crucial point: the study 
of power cannot be limited to the final vote. Power may be exercised in selecting 
the  agenda,  defining  the  problem,  choosing  the  experts,  structuring  the 
incentives, and determining which alternatives are never seriously considered.

This wider field can be called the architecture of influence. It consists of the 
formal and informal arrangements through which preferences become agendas, 
agendas  become  policies,  and  policies  become  institutional  practice.  Some 
channels  are publicly visible and democratically legitimate.  Others  are private 
but  lawful.  Some  are  opaque  because  confidentiality  is  necessary.  Others  are 
opaque because disclosure would create embarrassment,  liability,  resistance,  or 
legal jeopardy. The central discipline of this book is that these categories must be 
separated rather than rhetorically collapsed.

Empirical research confirms that organized resources and access can matter. 
Gilens and Page (2014), using a large dataset of proposed policy changes in the 
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United  States,  reported  substantial  independent  associations  between  policy 
outcomes  and  the  preferences  of  affluent  citizens  and  organized  business 
interests,  while  finding much weaker  independent  effects  for  average  citizens 
once  other  factors  were  considered.  Their  conclusions  generated  significant 
methodological  debate,  including  critiques  of  how  the  statistical  model 
estimated  relative  influence  (Bashir,  2015).  The  debate  is  itself  instructive.  It 
neither licenses the slogan that democracy is fictitious nor permits the opposite 
claim that unequal political influence is an imaginary concern. It shows that the 
distribution  of  influence  is  an  empirical  question  that  must  be  measured, 
contested, and refined rather than dismissed by label.

Recent lobbying scholarship sharpens the mechanisms. Garlick, Junk, and 
Brown  (2025)  synthesize  causal  research  showing  that  lobbying  can  matter 
through  several  pathways,  including  transactional  access,  information  and 
persuasion, and the mobilization of citizens or coalitions. These mechanisms do 
not require a hidden world directorate. They show something more analytically 
useful: substantial influence can be exercised while formal authority remains in 
the  hands  of  a  public  official.  The  official  still  signs  the  decision,  but  the 
informational  and relational  environment  surrounding that  decision may be 
highly unequal.

Corporate-network  research  adds  another  layer.  Vitali,  Glattfelder,  and 
Battiston  (2011)  mapped  a  global  ownership  network  and  found  a  tightly 
connected core in which control  was  highly concentrated.  Later  research has 
complicated  some  interpretations  of  that  result.  Mizuno,  Doi,  and  Kurizaki 
(2020),  using a  different  approach to  corporate  control,  found that  sovereign 
governments may possess more control than conventional ownership methods 
reveal  and that  financial  institutions may not  dominate to the degree earlier 
readings sometimes suggested. The responsible conclusion is therefore narrower 
and stronger: economic control can be structurally concentrated and networked, 
but the distribution, meaning, and political consequences of that concentration 
depend on method and evidence. Concentration is not conspiracy, yet neither is 
it politically irrelevant.

The  architecture  of  influence  is  best  understood  as  layered  rather  than 
monolithic. At one level stands  formal authority, the lawful power attached to 
office. Around it operates  institutional influence, the capacity of bureaucracies, 
markets,  professions,  and  technical  systems  to  constrain  or  shape  choices.  A 
further  level  consists  of  network  influence,  the  leverage  created  by  repeated 
relationships,  reputation, patronage, social proximity, and shared institutional 
experience.  Private coordination begins when actors deliberately align strategy 
outside  ordinary  public  scrutiny.  Covert  action goes  further  by  concealing 
sponsorship, operational responsibility, identity, or purpose.  Conspiracy, in the 
strict sense relevant to this book, requires purposeful agreement among multiple 
actors to advance a wrongful, deceptive, illicit, or unlawfully concealed objective.  
These layers may interact, but they are not interchangeable.

The distinction can be stated simply. Relationship is evidence of relationship. 
Opportunity  is  evidence  of  opportunity.  Agreement  requires  evidence  of 
agreement.  Direction  requires  evidence  of  direction.  Command  requires 
evidence of command. That rule is not a concession to powerful actors. It is the 
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evidentiary discipline that makes it possible to expose them convincingly when 
the proof exists.

2. The Vocabulary of Hidden, Informal, and Concentrated 
Power
Many  weak  investigations  fail  before  they  begin  because  they  use  one 
emotionally charged word for several different phenomena. Precision is therefore 
not cosmetic. It is an instrument of truth. An elite network is a set of socially or 
institutionally connected people who possess disproportionate resources, access, 
authority, expertise, wealth, or prestige. Such a network may be open, private, 
semi-private, or secretive. Its members may coordinate intensely, loosely, or not 
at all. The existence of a network establishes connectivity, not criminality.

A policy network is a recurring pattern of interaction among public agencies 
and  non-state  actors  involved  in  a  policy  domain.  Corporations,  unions, 
universities,  professional  associations,  think  tanks,  foundations, 
nongovernmental organizations, consultants, and international institutions can 
all  participate.  Rhodes  (1996)  used  the  language  of  network  governance  to 
describe settings in which interdependent organizations coordinate  without a 
single  actor  exercising  complete  hierarchical  control.  This  is  an  important 
corrective  to  the  instinct  to  imagine  all  influence  as  a  pyramid.  Modern 
governance often operates as a web of mutual dependence, negotiated authority, 
expertise, finance, contracts, and information rather than as a single chain of 
command.

A related concept is an epistemic community, a network of professionals with 
recognized expertise  and shared causal beliefs  about a complex problem. Haas 
(1992) showed how such expert communities can frame problems, identify policy 
options, influence state interests, and facilitate international coordination under 
conditions  of  uncertainty.  The  concept  is  not  sinister.  Governments  need 
expertise.  Its  importance  lies  in  showing  that  influence  can  occur  through 
knowledge, language, professional consensus, and problem-definition before any 
secret order is issued.

A  secret  society is  an  organization  that  restricts  some  combination  of 
membership,  ritual,  internal  teaching,  records,  decision processes,  or  purposes 
from  outsiders.  Secrecy  can  range  from  ordinary  privacy  to  rigorous 
compartmentalization.  Some  secret  societies  have  been  primarily  fraternal, 
esoteric, charitable, or social. Others have pursued political aims. The presence of 
oaths,  symbols,  initiatory  grades,  or  closed  meetings  may  be  historically 
important, but none of these by itself proves political command. Later chapters 
will examine particular bodies on the basis of what their authenticated records 
show they actually intended and did.

Informal power is influence not reducible to formal legal authority. It can 
arise  from  wealth,  social  position,  access,  expertise,  control  of  information, 
patronage, the ability to confer status, or the ability to impose costs. Informal 
power may support good governance when trusted advisers supply competence 
and  continuity.  It  can  also  distort  governance  when  insiders  enjoy  privileges 
unavailable to the public, when regulated industries dominate their regulators, or 
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when institutions come to identify their own interests with the public interest. 
Regulatory  capture  is  therefore  a  serious  but  evidence-dependent  concept.  It 
should describe  a  demonstrable  redirection of  public  authority  toward special 
interests,  not  merely  the  existence  of  contact  between  regulators  and  the 
regulated (Carpenter & Moss, 2014).

Private coordination is deliberate cooperation outside public scrutiny. Much 
of  it  is  lawful  and  necessary.  Political  parties  plan  strategy,  lawyers  protect 
privileged  communication,  businesses  negotiate  contracts,  diplomats  test 
compromises, and churches handle sensitive pastoral matters privately. Privacy 
alone is not wrongdoing.  Covert action, by contrast, involves activity in which 
sponsorship or operational responsibility is deliberately concealed. Modern states 
have used covert action, but the existence of that category does not prove that 
every  unexplained  event  belongs  to  it.  A  documented  precedent  raises  the 
plausibility of a type of conduct; it does not establish a particular allegation.

Elite  consensus is  broad  agreement  among influential  actors  about  goals, 
assumptions,  or  acceptable  policy  boundaries.  Consensus  may  emerge  from 
common  education,  professional  socialization,  class  interests,  shared  models, 
recurring  conferences,  or  repeated  exposure  to  the  same  information.  It  can 
therefore have significant political effects without daily centralized orders. People 
embedded in the same institutions may independently come to regard the same 
policies as obvious, responsible, or inevitable. This possibility is crucial because 
ideological  convergence  and  operational  coordination  can  produce  similar 
surface patterns while having very different evidentiary meanings.

Finally,  structural  power refers  to  the  ability  of  systems  and institutional 
positions to shape the options available to others. Strange (1988) emphasized the 
political significance of structures related to security,  production, finance, and 
knowledge.  Structural  power  helps  explain  why  a  false  choice  between 
“everything is centrally planned” and “nothing is coordinated” is inadequate. A 
payment network can exclude without a cabinet meeting. A credit market can 
discipline  a  government  without  a  secret  directive.  A  licensing  regime  can 
determine who qualifies as an expert without a clandestine council selecting every 
professional.  A search or recommendation system can shape visibility  at  scale 
without a human editor choosing each item. Structure can constrain action even 
when no single person controls the whole structure.

A conspiracy, as this book uses the term beyond the narrower criminal-law 
context, is a purposeful agreement among multiple actors to advance an objective 
through  deception,  concealed  coordination,  unlawful  conduct,  abuse  of 
entrusted power, or deliberate concealment of material facts. Federal conspiracy 
law is  useful  as  an analogy because it  centers  on agreement rather than mere  
association (Doyle,  2020).  Historical  inquiry  must  be  equally  careful.  If  every 
instance of influence is called conspiracy, the word becomes analytically empty. If 
no coordinated wrongdoing is allowed to count as conspiracy because the term 
has been rhetorically stigmatized, history becomes equally unintelligible.
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3. Secrecy as Protection, Power, and Temptation
Secrecy is morally ambiguous because concealment can protect both legitimate 
goods and illegitimate conduct. An intelligence service may need to protect the 
identity  of  a  source  whose  exposure  would  lead  to  imprisonment  or  death. 
Negotiators  may  require  confidentiality  to  test  compromises  before  making 
public  commitments.  Physicians,  pastors,  lawyers,  families,  and  businesses  all 
recognize  legitimate  spheres  of  privacy.  No humane society  could function if 
every communication were exposed immediately and without context.

Yet  secrecy  creates  an  accountability  problem  because  the  public  cannot 
evaluate what it cannot see. Legislators cannot effectively oversee programs of 
which they are  unaware.  Courts  cannot test  claims when relevant  evidence is  
improperly withheld. Citizens cannot correct policies when authorship, funding, 
operational responsibility, or purpose is concealed. Colaresi (2014) describes the 
democratic tension well: national-security secrecy can be necessary, but the same 
institutional capacity that protects sensitive information can also shelter error, 
self-interest, illegality, and abuse.

The Church Committee remains a sober historical lesson precisely because it 
cuts  in  both  directions.  Its  investigations  did  not  prove  that  every  suspicion 
directed at intelligence agencies was true. They demonstrated that democratic 
governments  can  conduct  consequential  activities  outside  ordinary  public 
awareness and that later official investigations can document practices previously 
unknown  to  most  citizens  (U.S.  Senate  Select  Committee,  1976).  That  record 
should permanently weaken the naive claim that “if it were real, everyone would 
know.” It should also weaken the opposite claim that any allegation sounding 
secret is therefore credible. The existence of hidden wrongdoing establishes the 
need for investigation, not the truth of every accusation.

Secrecy also generates asymmetry between insiders and outsiders. Institutions 
with  classification  authority,  legal  privilege,  sophisticated  communications 
capacity, extensive financial resources, or control over archives can shape what 
becomes  knowable  and  when.  The  power  to  conceal,  delay,  redact,  classify,  
declassify,  contextualize,  or  publicize  information  is  itself  consequential.  Yet 
even here the investigator must resist  inference by atmosphere.  The ability to 
hide something does  not prove  that  a  particular  thing has  been hidden.  The 
proper  response  to  secrecy  is  not  automatic  suspicion  or  automatic  trust,  but 
disciplined  questions  about  provenance,  authority,  motive,  documentation, 
mechanism, corroboration, and counter-evidence.

This  principle  will  govern  later  chapters.  We  will  ask  who  possessed  the 
authority to act, what records survive, what participants said at the time, what 
money moved, which institutions implemented the decision, what alternative 
explanations fit the chronology, which documents contradict the allegation, and 
what remains genuinely unknown. “Secret” will never be allowed to substitute 
for evidence. Neither will “official.”
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4. How Asymmetric Power Becomes Durable
Power  becomes  asymmetric  when  some  actors  can  shape  the  choices, 
information, opportunities, or costs of others more effectively than those others 
can shape theirs.  The most durable forms of influence are often less  dramatic 
than  secret  rituals  or  cinematic  command  rooms.  They  are  built  through 
resources, institutions, habits, professional dependence, and infrastructure. The 
fact that these mechanisms are ordinary does not make them unimportant. Their 
ordinariness is often what makes them durable.

Money and Long-Horizon Institutional Capacity
Financial  resources  purchase  more  than  advertisements  or  campaign 
contributions.  They  purchase  time,  specialized  staff,  research,  lawyers, 
consultants,  data,  travel,  litigation,  lobbying,  philanthropy,  institutional 
endurance, and the ability to survive political defeat. Capital can support an idea 
for  years  before  that  idea  becomes  politically  viable.  It  can  finance  policy 
research,  train  personnel,  create  fellowships,  build  organizations,  sponsor 
conferences,  support  litigation,  and  maintain  relationships  across  changes  of 
government. Wealth does not guarantee victory, but it greatly expands the range 
of strategies available to those who possess it.

None  of  this  makes  wealth  inherently  corrupt.  Investment  can  create 
employment,  innovation,  charitable  institutions,  and  genuine  public  benefit. 
The relevant question is not whether money exists but how it is converted into 
influence, under what legal and ethical rules, with what transparency, and with 
what effects on those who lack comparable resources. Later chapters on finance 
and  philanthropy  will  therefore  focus  on  documented  channels  of  influence 
rather than treating wealth itself as evidence of conspiracy.

Expertise, Professional Consensus, and Dependence
Modern  states  cannot  function  without  specialists.  Legislators  and  ministers 
cannot personally master monetary policy, artificial intelligence, epidemiology, 
nuclear  engineering,  derivatives,  telecommunications,  biotechnology,  military 
logistics, and every other technical field on which public decisions depend. They 
rely  on  experts,  models,  advisory  committees,  professional  associations, 
universities, contractors, and specialized agencies. This is usually necessary. It also 
creates  epistemic  power  because  the  people  who  define  the  data,  categories, 
assumptions, and acceptable options can influence the decision before a public 
official ever votes.

Haas's  (1992)  work  on  epistemic  communities  helps  explain  why  expert 
networks can shape policy  without a  secret  chain of  command. Shared causal 
beliefs  and  common  professional  standards  can  generate  convergent 
recommendations across institutions. The risk arises when expert communities 
become  institutionally  homogeneous,  financially  dependent,  insulated  from 
serious dissent, or too closely tied to the agencies and industries they advise. The 
danger  is  not  expertise  itself.  It  is  the  temptation  to  confuse  technical 
competence  with  moral  infallibility  and  to  treat  contestable  assumptions  as 
though they were settled facts.
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Access, Familiarity, and Reputation
Access is a form of political capital. The person who can obtain a private meeting, 
place a paper on a minister's desk, call a senior official directly, or participate in a 
recurring  advisory  forum  possesses  an  advantage  over  the  citizen  whose 
communication  is  filtered  through  routine  channels.  Repeated  access  creates 
familiarity,  familiarity  can  create  trust,  and  trust  affects  which  warnings  are 
believed, which proposals are considered realistic, and which actors are invited 
back into the room. The lobbying literature is important because it shows that  
influence may operate through information and relationships rather than crude 
bribery alone (Garlick et al., 2025).

Reputation and credentialing operate  similarly.  Societies  need universities, 
journals,  accreditation systems,  professional  associations,  licenses,  honors,  and 
other  means  of  distinguishing  competence  from  incompetence.  Yet  these 
institutions  also  possess  gatekeeping  power.  They  influence  who  receives  a 
platform, which research receives funding, what language counts as professional, 
and which forms of evidence are treated as legitimate. A serious investigation 
therefore  rejects  two  symmetrical  errors:  disagreement  with  a  credentialed 
consensus  is  not  proof  of  suppression,  and  institutional  prestige  is  not  an 
exemption from scrutiny.

Information, Intelligence, and the Control of Attention
Unequal access to information produces unequal strategic capacity. Intelligence 
agencies  possess  classified  reporting.  Central  banks  possess  market-sensitive 
information.  Corporations  possess  proprietary  data.  Large  digital  platforms 
possess behavioral data at scales unavailable to ordinary citizens. Governments, 
firms,  and  foundations  can  commission  analyses  that  never  become  public. 
Whoever sees earlier, sees more, or controls the channel through which others 
see can gain an advantage that is difficult to detect from the final public decision 
alone.

Attention  is  equally  important.  Political  power  does  not  always  require 
making people believe a false proposition. It can operate by deciding which facts 
receive  prominence,  which  subjects  receive  repeated  coverage,  which 
controversies  are  framed  as  urgent,  and  which  questions  remain  obscure. 
Bachrach and Baratz's (1962) emphasis on agenda control is relevant here. Later 
chapters  will  examine  propaganda,  public  relations,  media  concentration, 
platform  ranking,  censorship  disputes,  and  algorithmic  visibility  in  greater 
depth. At this stage, the foundational point is that the distribution of attention 
can shape political reality without requiring total control over individual belief.

Institutional Gatekeeping and Infrastructure
Large societies depend on gates:  banking access,  permits,  professional licenses, 
insurance,  procurement lists,  security clearances,  identity credentials,  payment 
rails, app stores, publication channels, cloud infrastructure, and communications 
networks. Gatekeeping is often necessary for safety, coordination, and standards. 
It becomes politically significant when access to essential infrastructure can be 
granted,  delayed,  priced,  conditioned,  or  withdrawn  by  a  small  number  of 
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institutions. Structural dependence can therefore become a form of power even 
without a single master planner.

The  modern  convergence  of  identity,  finance,  communication,  data,  and 
automated  decision  systems  makes  this  question  especially  important.  Later 
chapters  will  examine  whether  such  systems  merely  increase  administrative 
efficiency  or  also  create  capacities  for  exclusion,  surveillance,  and  behavioral 
control. Chapter 1 makes no conclusion in advance. Capability is not intention, 
and intention is not implementation. Yet a society that increasingly depends on 
interoperable gates has sound reason to ask who governs them, what due process 
exists,  what  data  they  collect,  what remedies  are  available,  and what  happens 
when access is denied.

Crisis, Emergency, and Compressed Decision-Making
Crises  compress  time.  They  can  require  swift  action  and  sometimes  justify 
extraordinary  measures.  They  can  also  transfer  authority  toward  executives, 
central banks, emergency committees, security agencies, technical experts, and 
private infrastructure providers. The historical fact that emergencies can expand 
state  capacity  does  not  prove  that  every  emergency  is  manufactured.  Such  a 
presumption  would  be  irresponsible.  The  proper  question  is  case-specific:  did 
particular actors anticipate, exploit, prolong, misrepresent, or opportunistically 
use a crisis, and what evidence demonstrates the mechanism?

This  distinction  is  central  to  the  book's  method.  Membership  lists, 
photographs,  or  conference attendance may reveal  a  network,  but  they rarely 
show  what  the  network  accomplished.  Mechanism  is  the  bridge  between 
association and causation. Without mechanism, the reader has a pattern. With 
mechanism,  chronology,  documentation,  and  corroboration,  the  reader  may 
have an argument.

5. When Rulers Are Not the Only Rulers
The recognition that officeholders can be influenced by people who do not hold 
office is as old as government itself. Courts had counselors, kings had creditors, 
empires had merchants, parties had financiers, generals had intelligence officers, 
and  modern  executives  have  advisers,  donors,  bureaucracies,  contractors, 
markets,  media  environments,  expert  communities,  and  international 
commitments.  None  of  this  means  rulers  are  puppets.  It  means  that 
constitutional diagrams are not complete maps of power.

C. Wright Mills's  The Power Elite remains important because Mills did not 
need  a  universal  secret  plot  to  argue  that  power  could  become  concentrated 
among interlocking political, corporate, and military circles. His framework has 
been criticized, revised, and historically bounded, but it illustrates a distinction 
that  this  book  will  preserve:  elite  concentration  and  conspiracy  are  separate 
hypotheses. Evidence for one does not automatically establish the other (Mills, 
1956).

Carroll Quigley's Tragedy and Hope provides a more specific example. In his 
discussion of interwar finance, Quigley described an ambition among powerful 
financial actors to create a “world system of financial control in private hands” 
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and connected that ambition to central-bank cooperation, credit, government 
borrowing, private meetings, and international financial arrangements (Quigley, 
1966, pp. 324-325). The significance of the passage is not that it proves a single  
banking  cabal  directed  every  war,  election,  revolution,  or  institution.  It 
demonstrates that a major historian could document private, transnational, and 
partly  secret  forms  of  financial  coordination  without  treating  the  subject  as 
inherently unserious.

The context is indispensable. Quigley was describing a particular historical 
configuration,  its  mechanisms,  its  aspirations,  and its  evolution.  Later writers 
have sometimes expanded his discussion into universal claims that his text does 
not sustain. This book will resist that inflation. Quigley will be used where his 
evidence and analysis are relevant, and his interpretation will be tested against 
primary records and independent scholarship.  His value lies  precisely in being 
read carefully rather than used as a talisman.

The same discipline applies to William Guy Carr, John Coleman, Antony 
Sutton, Nesta Webster, W. Cleon Skousen, Gary Allen, John Robison, Augustin 
Barruel,  and other  investigators  who have  written  about  concealed  networks, 
revolutionary  organization,  finance,  secret  societies,  and  elite  coordination. 
Their  works  are  historically  important  to  this  project  because  they  preserve 
claims,  names,  documents,  hypotheses,  and  research  trails  that  mainstream 
accounts  have  sometimes  neglected.  They  are  also  sources  of  sharply  varying 
quality.  Carr's  Pawns  in  the  Game,  for  example,  explicitly  frames  history 
through  spiritual  conflict  and  a  continuing  conspiracy,  while  Coleman's 
Conspirators'  Hierarchy advances  a  highly  centralized  model  of  global  elite 
control.  Sutton's  work  follows  financial  and  industrial  relationships  across 
ideological lines. Such claims deserve neither automatic ridicule nor automatic 
acceptance.

Accordingly, investigative literature will function as a source of leads, not as 
self-authenticating proof. Repetition does not create corroboration when several 
later authors depend on the same unverified source. A forged document remains 
false even if it supports a thesis we consider plausible. A writer's accuracy on one 
claim does not validate the rest of the writer's corpus. The strongest argument in 
a  book about  deception  must  never  depend on evidence  that  collapses  under 
verification.

This restraint is not merely academic. It is Christian. The prohibition against 
false  witness  does  not  disappear  when  the  subject  is  a  banker,  politician, 
intelligence  officer,  philanthropist,  academic,  journalist,  technologist, 
revolutionary, or member of a secretive organization. The Christian investigator 
has no moral license to exaggerate an allegation because the accused is powerful. 
If the devil is the father of lies, then a work intended to expose deception must be 
unusually severe with its own temptation to overstate.

6. The Two Epistemic Traps: Officialism and Conspiracism
The modern information environment rewards certainty long before it rewards 
careful judgment. One side is tempted toward officialism, the assumption that a 
claim is reliable because an authorized institution states it and unreliable because 
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that institution rejects it. Official bodies often possess better data than outsiders. 
They may also have statutory duties, professional controls, access to classified or 
technical information, and genuine expertise. Their statements therefore deserve 
serious consideration. But institutions are composed of fallible human beings and 
can  be  mistaken,  self-protective,  politically  pressured,  financially  conflicted, 
captured by groupthink,  dependent on incomplete information,  or  dishonest. 
History  contains  enough  official  error  and  concealed  abuse  to  make 
unquestioning institutional trust intellectually indefensible.

The  opposite  temptation  is  conspiracism,  the  habit  of  treating  hidden 
coordination as the default explanation for complex events and interpreting all 
counter-evidence as confirmation. In a closed conspiracist system, evidence for 
the theory proves it,  lack of evidence proves the cover-up, denial proves guilt, 
contradictory  evidence  proves  disinformation,  and the  failure  of  a  prediction 
proves that the conspirators changed the plan. Once a theory is protected from 
every  possible  falsification,  investigation  has  ended  even  if  the  language  of 
investigation remains.

The psychological literature on conspiracy belief is useful when it is treated as 
a  diagnostic  aid  rather  than  a  weapon  of  dismissal.  Douglas,  Sutton,  and 
Cichocka  (2017)  review  evidence  that  conspiracy  beliefs  can  serve  epistemic, 
existential,  and  social  needs,  including  the  desire  for  certainty,  control,  and 
protection of identity. Every investigator, including the present author, should 
take  that  warning  seriously.  A  claim  can  feel  morally  satisfying,  spiritually 
dramatic, or politically explanatory and still be false.

Yet  psychological  explanation  can  itself  become  an  evasion.  A  person's 
motives do not determine the truth value of a proposition. A whistleblower may 
be angry and correct. A government official may be composed and deceptive. A 
dissident  may  be  eccentric  and  possess  authentic  documents.  A  credentialed 
expert may be sincere and wrong. To diagnose the person instead of examining 
the evidence is an ad hominem substitute for inquiry.

Michael Barkun's concept of stigmatized knowledge helps explain why some 
claims  acquire  a  social  status  that  is  separate  from  their  evidentiary  status 
(Barkun,  2015).  A  proposition  may  be  rejected  by  authoritative  knowledge-
producing  institutions  and  therefore  become  attractive  to  communities  that 
distrust  those  institutions.  But  rejection  is  neither  proof  nor  disproof.  Some 
marginalized claims are later vindicated; many remain false. Some institutional 
consensuses  are  robust;  others  are  revised  or  collapse.  The  task  is  not  to  ask 
whether a  claim is  respectable.  It  is  to ask whether the claim survives  serious 
evidence and counter-evidence.

For this reason, the phrase conspiracy theory will never function in this book 
as a substitute for argument. Sometimes it accurately describes a poorly supported 
allegation of secret coordination. Sometimes it is used so broadly that any claim 
implicating  powerful  actors  can  be  dismissed  without  examining  documents, 
funding, conflicts of interest, or mechanisms. A label can warn the reader, but it 
cannot adjudicate the claim. The reverse is  equally important:  the fact  that  a 
claim  is  censored,  mocked,  down-ranked,  demonetized,  or  excluded  from 
prestigious venues does not establish that it is true. Suppression can be evidence  
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that suppression occurred. It  is  not evidence that the suppressed proposition is 
correct.

Christian epistemology should be unusually resistant to both errors. Proverbs 
18:17 warns  that  the  first  presentation  of  a  case  can  appear  right  until  it  is 
examined. Paul commands believers to test everything and hold on to what is  
good (1 Thessalonians 5:21). The Bereans were commended because they examined 
the Scriptures rather than surrendering judgment to charisma or reputation (Acts 
17:11). Biblical faith is not credulity. It is confidence in the God who cannot lie,  
joined to moral seriousness about the fallibility of human testimony.

7. Narrative Control and the Power to Define the Field of 
Reality
Every  society  requires  institutions  that  classify  knowledge.  Schools  select 
curricula, journals decide what to publish, newsrooms decide what leads, courts 
determine  admissibility,  governments  classify  and declassify,  libraries  catalog, 
universities  credential,  search  systems  rank,  platforms  moderate,  financial 
institutions assess risk, and intelligence services grade sources. These functions are 
unavoidable. A society without classification would not become perfectly free; it 
would become incapable of organized knowledge. The political question is who 
governs  the  classifications,  according  to  which  standards,  with  what 
transparency, and with what remedies when the classifier is wrong.

Narrative  control  does  not  require  a  single  room  in  which  every  editor, 
professor, official, and platform executive receives identical instructions. It can 
emerge  from  ownership  incentives,  professional  norms,  access  journalism, 
dependence on official sources, legal risk, reputational fear, advertiser pressure, 
ideological conformity, algorithmic design, bureaucratic procedure, or genuine 
agreement  about  the  evidence.  In  some  cases  it  can  also  involve  deliberate 
coordination. The analytical responsibility is to determine which mechanism is 
operating rather than selecting the most dramatic explanation in advance.

This  distinction matters  because  exaggeration is  one of  the most effective 
ways to discredit legitimate inquiry. If every omitted story is called a cover-up, 
genuine  cover-ups  become  harder  to  identify.  If  every  editorial  similarity  is 
treated as proof of centralized command, documented coordination disappears 
beneath  speculation.  If  every  expert  consensus  is  called  propaganda,  actual 
propaganda becomes  analytically  indistinguishable  from ordinary  professional 
agreement. The investigator who overstates the case may unintentionally protect 
the very conduct he wants to expose by making serious evidence easier to dismiss.

The opposite danger is  epistemic centralization.  When a small number of 
institutions  dominate  the  routes  by  which  information  becomes  visible, 
searchable,  fundable,  publishable,  professionally  admissible,  or  technically 
accessible, their mistakes and biases can acquire systemic effects. Concentrated 
ownership, platform dependence, recommendation systems, credentialing, and 
data  monopolies  can  create  bottlenecks  even  without  a  secret  command 
structure.  Such bottlenecks may be governed responsibly or  irresponsibly,  and 
their  existence  does  not  prove  malicious  intent.  They  nevertheless  deserve 
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scrutiny because the ability to shape visibility and credibility is itself a form of 
power.

The  Christian  must  add  a  further  distinction.  Sola  Scriptura  means  that 
Scripture is the church's final infallible norm for faith and doctrine. It does not 
mean that a  Christian can convert  rumor into revelation or baptize  political 
suspicion as prophecy. Scripture does not authorize careless historical claims. On 
the contrary, Exodus 20:16 places truthfulness toward the neighbor under divine 
command. The authority of Scripture makes our evidentiary obligations more 
demanding, not less.

8. The Biblical Horizon: Human Power, Principalities, and 
the Lordship of Christ
Secular  political  analysis  can  describe  institutions,  incentives,  networks,  and 
structures. Scripture opens a further horizon. The Bible treats human rulers as real 
moral agents, yet it also presents history as more than the sum of visible human 
decisions. Daniel 10 portrays earthly kingdoms in relation to a spiritual conflict 
that  exceeds  what  can  be  seen  on  the  political  stage.  The  passage  does  not 
authorize  Christians  to  assign  a  demon  to  every  modern  institution  or  to 
interpret every policy dispute as direct spiritual possession. It does establish that 
the biblical worldview is not materialist. There are dimensions of conflict that 
political sociology cannot measure.

Paul's  declaration in  Ephesians 6:12 is  therefore the orienting text for this 
book: the Christian struggle is not ultimately against flesh and blood but against 
spiritual powers of evil. The verse first restrains the investigator. Human beings 
are not demons. A corrupt official remains a human being made in the image of 
God  and  accountable  for  sin.  A  deceived  academic,  banker,  journalist,  
Freemason,  technologist,  philanthropist,  intelligence officer,  revolutionary,  or 
religious leader is not the ultimate enemy. Christian spiritual warfare cannot be 
conducted through hatred of persons.

The text also deepens the investigation because Scripture repeatedly associates 
evil with deception, counterfeit, pride, accusation, false worship, and rebellion 
against God's word. Satan is described as a deceiver (Revelation 12:9), a liar and 
the father of lies (John 8:44), and one who can disguise himself as an angel of 
light (2 Corinthians 11:14). Evil often advances not by appearing openly evil but 
by  presenting counterfeit  goods:  peace  without  truth,  unity  without  holiness, 
freedom  without  God,  security  without  accountability,  knowledge  without 
wisdom, and power without moral restraint.

This  theological  framework does  not  allow us  to  skip  historical  proof.  A 
system may become spiritually dangerous when it rewards falsehood, demands 
idolatrous allegiance, punishes fidelity to God, elevates human authority above 
divine command, or trains a culture to call evil good and good evil. Such a system 
may arise through deliberate conspirators, ideological movements, bureaucratic 
incentives,  mass  fear,  technological  capability,  economic  interest,  or  some 
combination of  these.  Scripture tells  us  how to judge the moral  and spiritual  
character of what human beings build. Historical evidence tells us who built it,  
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how they coordinated, and what they intended. The two forms of knowledge 
must cooperate without being confused.

The  armor  of  God  in  Ephesians  6:13-18 makes  the  ethical  implication 
unmistakable. The Christian weapons are truth, righteousness, readiness with the 
gospel of peace, faith, salvation, the Word of God, and prayer. Spiritual warfare 
conducted  by  forged  documents,  ethnic  hatred,  rumor  addiction,  character 
assassination,  or  political  vengeance  contradicts  the  very  armor  Scripture 
commands us to wear.  2 Corinthians 10:3-5 likewise directs the struggle toward 
arguments and claims raised against the knowledge of God rather than toward 
hatred of flesh and blood.

Above the conflict stands the absolute supremacy of Christ. God has exalted 
Jesus  above  every  ruler  and  authority  and  placed  all  things  under  His  feet  
(Ephesians 1:20-23). At the cross, Christ disarmed the rulers and authorities and 
triumphed  over  them  (Colossians  2:15).  This  truth  prevents  the  book  from 
becoming a theology of fear. However extensive human coordination becomes, 
however sophisticated systems of control may grow, and however severe the final 
rebellion may be,  no  earthly  network and no  spiritual  principality  rivals  the 
sovereignty of the risen Lord.

9. Why the Church Must Care Without Becoming Obsessed
Some believers may reasonably ask why the church should devote attention to 
financial  systems,  elite  networks,  covert  action,  propaganda,  technological 
infrastructure, or institutional capture. The church's mission is the gospel, not 
the  pursuit  of  secret  information.  That  objection contains  an  essential  truth. 
Exposure does  not  save.  A person can memorize  every  intelligence  operation, 
study every elite conference, trace every banking relationship, and decode every 
symbol while remaining spiritually dead. Salvation is by grace through faith in 
Jesus  Christ,  not  by  possession  of  forbidden  knowledge  (Ephesians  2:8-9).  A 
church that  turns  hidden knowledge into a  mark of  spiritual  superiority  has 
merely created another form of elitism.

Yet  the  gospel  does  not  require  intellectual  passivity.  Christians  are 
commanded to walk in the light, reject deception, exercise discernment, expose 
unfruitful  works  of  darkness,  defend  the  vulnerable,  and  remain  sober  and 
watchful.  When institutions shape education, money, war,  family life,  speech, 
medicine, technology, and worship, the church cannot pretend that power has 
no  spiritual  consequences.  The  issue  is  not  partisan  activism.  It  is  whether  
believers can recognize when loyalty to human authority begins to compete with 
loyalty to God.

The first ecclesial danger is idolatry of the visible state. Christians may assume 
that  a  policy  is  morally  trustworthy because  it  is  legal,  scientific,  democratic,  
technocratic, or international. Scripture offers no such guarantee. Civil authority 
has  legitimate purposes,  and Christians  are  ordinarily  called to  respect  lawful 
government, but no state is morally self-validating.  Psalm 2 presents rulers as 
capable  of  plotting  against  the  Lord  even  while  God's  sovereignty  remains 
unthreatened.
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The  second  danger  is  idolatry  of  the  counter-establishment.  Alternative 
media,  whistleblowers,  dissident  scholars,  independent  pastors,  and  anti-
establishment  commentators  can  also  be  mistaken,  manipulative,  financially 
interested, morally compromised, or spiritually unhealthy. Being censored does 
not make a person a prophet. Being unpopular does not make a claim true. The 
church must not exchange a priesthood of institutional expertise for a priesthood 
of suspicion.

The third danger is paralysis by fear. Continual exposure to stories of hidden 
control  can produce fatalism: powerful  actors  control  everything, resistance is 
useless,  and  ordinary  faithfulness  no  longer  matters.  That  conclusion  is 
incompatible with biblical eschatology. The nations rage and rulers plot, yet the 
King appointed by God is not threatened (Psalm 2). Babylon boasts, beasts arise, 
and persecution intensifies,  yet the Lamb remains Lord. The church does not 
measure  hope  by  how  decentralized  the  world  is.  It  measures  hope  by  the 
faithfulness of Christ.

The fourth danger is  distraction from holiness and mission. A believer can 
spend thousands of hours following symbols, conferences, leaked documents, and 
rumors while neglecting prayer, marriage, children, the local church, generosity, 
repentance, evangelism, and love of neighbor.  Knowledge that produces pride 
rather than obedience has become another snare. Christian discernment is tested 
not merely by whether we detect deception but by whether the detection makes 
us more truthful, holy, courageous, prayerful, and ready to bear witness to Christ.

The proper  response is  therefore neither naivety  nor obsession.  It  is  sober 
discernment under the lordship of Jesus.  1 Peter 5:8-9 calls believers to vigilance 
and  resistance  in  faith,  not  to  fascination  with  the  enemy.  The  purpose  of  
studying darkness is to walk more faithfully in the light.

10. From Discernment to the Blessed Hope
This investigation is eschatological, but it will not force every current event into 
a  prophetic  verse.  The  detailed  biblical  case  for  the  pre-tribulation  rapture 
belongs later in this book. Chapter 1 establishes the spiritual posture in which 
that doctrine should be approached. The New Testament presents Christ's return 
as hope, comfort, purification, and a summons to readiness.  Jesus promised to 
receive His own to Himself (John 14:1-3). Paul taught the resurrection of believers 
who  have  died  and  the  catching  up  of  living  believers  to  meet  the  Lord  (1 
Thessalonians 4:13-18). Believers are taught to await the appearing of the glory of 
“our great God and Savior, Jesus Christ,” the blessed hope (Titus 2:13).

From a pre-tribulation perspective,  this  hope carries  a  strong emphasis  on 
expectancy. The church is called to live ready for Christ rather than to wait for 
the  completion  of  a  human  timetable  before  holiness  becomes  urgent.  That 
expectancy must never be converted into date-setting. Prophetic readiness is not 
a  competition  to  identify  the  next  headline,  and  the  church  has  repeatedly 
harmed its witness when confident predictions outran Scripture. The imminent 
hope of Christ should produce fidelity, not speculation.

Later chapters will examine the growth of transnational governance, digital 
identity,  surveillance,  programmable  forms  of  finance,  artificial  intelligence, 
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information  control,  religious  convergence,  and  capacities  for  economic 
exclusion. The purpose will not be to declare that every new technology is the 
mark of the beast, every international institution is the final world government, 
or  every  political  leader  is  the  Antichrist.  Capability  is  not  fulfillment.  
Resemblance  is  not  identity.  A  technical  capacity  may  become  relevant  to  a 
prophetic  system  without  being  that  system.  Historical  and  technological 
analysis must therefore distinguish what exists, what is possible, what is proposed, 
what is implemented, and what Scripture explicitly predicts.

At the same time,  Christians  are  not called to sleep.  Scripture describes  a  
climactic  period  involving  extraordinary  deception,  coercive  allegiance, 
concentrated political authority, false worship, persecution, economic exclusion, 
and divine judgment.  If  modern systems create capacities  that make forms of 
coordination  or  control  once  difficult  to  imagine  technically  feasible,  that 
development is a legitimate subject of sober study. It does not prove fulfillment. 
It does make vigilance reasonable.

Rapture readiness is therefore not panic readiness.  It is  Christ readiness. It 
begins with reconciliation to God through the gospel, continues in holiness and 
truth, and expresses itself in worship, courage, love, faithful work, gospel witness,  
and refusal of idolatry. Titus 2:11-14 joins the blessed hope to godly living in the 
present age.  1 John 3:2-3 connects the hope of seeing Christ with purification. A 
church that knows every conspiracy but is unready to meet Christ has failed. A 
church that refuses to examine deception because prophecy has sometimes been 
sensationalized has also failed.

The Blessed Hope should make believers difficult to manipulate because those 
whose  citizenship  is  in  heaven  do  not  need  political  utopias  to  save  them. 
Philippians 3:20-21 locates the believer's ultimate citizenship and transformation 
in Christ.  Such people can obey lawful authority without worshiping it, suffer 
exclusion without despair, lose status without losing identity, and resist both fear 
and seduction.  They can investigate darkness  without becoming dark because 
their hope is not in defeating every earthly network before Christ returns. Their 
hope is Christ Himself.

11. A Covenant of Evidentiary and Spiritual Integrity
Because  the subject  matter  is  vulnerable  to exaggeration,  stigma,  propaganda, 
fear, and prejudice, this book requires a covenant between author and reader. The 
first  commitment  is  that  evidence  will  come  before  excitement.  A  dramatic 
allegation will  not  receive  a  higher rating because  it  fits  the book's  thesis  or 
because it seems to confirm prophecy. Whenever possible, consequential claims 
will be traced to original documents, archives, official records, financial filings, 
contemporaneous  correspondence,  court  records,  authenticated  institutional 
materials, or high-quality scholarship. Repetition among exposé writers will not 
be treated as independent corroboration when they share the same source.

The  second  commitment  is  that  association  will  never  be  treated  as 
command.  Shared  membership,  family  connection,  conference  attendance, 
friendship,  funding,  ideological  similarity,  or  professional  proximity  may 
establish a network and may justify further inquiry. They do not by themselves 
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establish  operational  control.  Counter-evidence  will  be  heard  rather  than 
hidden,  and  serious  alternative  explanations  will  be  evaluated.  When  the 
evidence  is  incomplete,  the  book  will  say  so.  When  a  claim  is  plausible  but 
unproven, it will be labeled accordingly. When a favored allegation fails, it will 
be rejected.

The third commitment is that no ethnic, religious, professional, or national 
population  will  be  assigned  collective  guilt.  Jews,  Christians,  Muslims, 
Freemasons, bankers, academics, journalists, technologists, civil servants, or any 
other broad category cannot be treated as a morally homogeneous bloc. Specific 
claims  require  specific  actors,  documents,  decisions,  institutions,  and 
mechanisms.  A  forged  or  demonstrably  misattributed  document  will  not  be 
rehabilitated because it is rhetorically useful. A weaker claim resting on authentic 
evidence is more valuable than a dramatic claim resting on fraud.

The final commitment is theological. Scripture governs doctrine, and Christ 
remains the center. Historical documents can illuminate human conduct; they 
cannot  create  prophecy.  Contemporary  events  can  resemble  biblical  patterns; 
resemblance alone cannot establish fulfillment. The purpose of exposure is not to 
create an elite class of readers who possess secret knowledge. It is to call people to  
repentance, truth, discernment, holiness, courage, gospel witness, and readiness 
for the return of Jesus Christ. These commitments are not restraints imposed by 
hostile gatekeepers. They are safeguards against becoming what we oppose.

12. Foundational Evidence Verdict
The  book  will  use  six  evidentiary  labels  throughout:  ESTABLISHED, 
STRONGLY  SUPPORTED,  PLAUSIBLE,  CONTESTED,  WEAKLY 
SUPPORTED, and UNSUPPORTED. These labels are not rhetorical decorations. 
They are promises about the relationship between claim and evidence.  At the 
opening of  the investigation,  the following conclusions can already be stated 
with appropriate confidence.

Claim Evidence verdict and basis

Political  power  extends  beyond  the  legal 
powers of elected office.

ESTABLISHED. Political  theory  and 
empirical research document agenda-setting, 
lobbying, bureaucratic, expert, financial, and 
network mechanisms that operate beyond the 
final formal decision.

Organized  wealth,  expertise,  access, 
information,  reputation,  and  institutional 
position can create asymmetric influence.

ESTABLISHED. Supported  by  research  on 
lobbying, epistemic communities, regulation, 
elite  power,  and institutional  networks.  The 
degree and effect vary by context.

Power can operate by shaping agendas and the 
range  of  options  considered  legitimate,  not 
only by winning visible decisions.

STRONGLY  SUPPORTED. Classic  and 
subsequent  power  scholarship  provides  a 
substantial theoretical and empirical basis for 
agenda-setting and preference-shaping effects.



PAWNS, POWERS, AND PRINCIPALITIES  ·  CHAPTER 1

18

Claim Evidence verdict and basis

Corporate  and  financial  control  can  be 
structurally concentrated.

ESTABLISHED. Network studies demonstrate 
concentration,  although  later  work  shows 
that  the  identity  and  relative  weight  of 
controlling actors are method-dependent and 
can include substantial state ownership.

Private  and  secret  coordination  can  be 
legitimate  in  some  circumstances  and  can 
conceal abuse in others.

ESTABLISHED. Confidential diplomacy and 
security practices provide legitimate examples, 
while official investigations document covert 
abuses. Each case requires its own evidence.

Genuine  conspiracies  and  covert  operations 
occur in history.

ESTABLISHED. Criminal  records, 
declassified  documents,  archival  materials, 
and  official  investigations  demonstrate  the 
category. This does not validate any particular 
allegation.

Membership  overlap,  conference  attendance, 
common  ideology,  shared  funding,  or 
personal  association  by  themselves  prove 
centralized command.

UNSUPPORTED. Such evidence can establish 
connection,  access,  and opportunity  but  not 
agreement,  direction,  or  command  without 
additional mechanism evidence.

One hidden committee can be assumed at the 
outset to direct all major world events.

UNSUPPORTED. No such prior assumption is 
methodologically  warranted.  Centralized-
command claims must be demonstrated event 
by event and institution by institution.

Concentrated  networks  can  coordinate  or 
converge  in  policy  without  a  single 
omnipotent controller.

STRONGLY  SUPPORTED. Research  on 
policy  networks,  lobbying,  expertise, 
organizations, and structural power identifies 
multiple  mechanisms  of  coordinated  or 
convergent influence.

Scripture  teaches  a  real  spiritual  conflict 
behind  human  rebellion  while  holding 
human beings morally responsible.

ESTABLISHED. Ephesians  6:12,  Daniel  10, 
and related passages establish the theological 
category  without  identifying  modern 
organizations by name.

Current  global  political,  financial, 
technological,  or  informational  systems  are 
established  in  this  chapter  as  direct 
fulfillments of specific end-time prophecies.

UNSUPPORTED. Chapter 1 makes no direct-
fulfillment  claim.  Later  chapters  will 
distinguish  explicit  biblical  teaching, 
historical  fact,  enabling  capacity,  plausible 
correspondence, and speculation.

The  verdict  is  deliberately  asymmetrical.  It  establishes  enough  to  make  the 
investigation necessary and rejects enough to keep the investigation honest. The 
existence of hidden power is not the conclusion of the book. It is the beginning 
of a question that must be answered with evidence.

13. The Investigation We Are About to Begin
The  chapters  ahead  will  move  from  method  to  history,  from  history  to 
contemporary systems, and finally from those systems to biblical prophecy and 

https://www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=Ephesians%206%3A12&version=CSB
https://www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=Daniel%2010&version=CSB
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Christian  response.  We  will  examine  the  biblical  background  of  spiritual 
rebellion, the historical development of secret and oath-bound organizations, 
the Bavarian Illuminati, revolutionary networks, banking and debt, the Rhodes-
Milner  milieu,  policy  institutions,  Bilderberg and the Trilateral  Commission, 
contested claims surrounding the Committee of 300, foundations and education, 
propaganda  and  cultural  influence,  documented  intelligence  operations, 
population  and  environmental  planning,  transnational  governance,  digital 
identity,  programmable  finance,  artificial  intelligence,  surveillance,  and  the 
information  battlefield  in  which  competing  institutions  struggle  to  define 
reality.

None of those subjects will be permitted to answer the question in advance.  
We will not begin with the slogan that everything is connected. We will ask what 
is  connected,  how, when,  by whom, through which institution,  according to 
which document, with what financing, toward what stated or inferred objective, 
and with what demonstrable result. We will distinguish a network from a chain 
of command, ideological  similarity from operational control,  precedent from 
present  fact,  capability  from  intention,  intention  from implementation,  and 
theological interpretation from historical proof.

The  investigative  authors  who  inspired  many  of  these  questions  will  be 
treated  with  the  same  discipline.  Carr,  Coleman,  Sutton,  Webster,  Skousen, 
Allen,  Robison,  Barruel,  Quigley,  governments,  corporations,  churches, 
intelligence agencies, historians, journalists, fact-checkers, and dissidents are all 
human sources. None will be granted the status that belongs to Scripture alone. 
The  Christian  investigator  must  be  prepared  to  discover  that  a  respected 
institution concealed wrongdoing, that a marginalized witness told the truth, 
that a celebrated exposé repeated a falsehood, or that a dramatic theory collapsed 
under better evidence. Loyalty belongs to truth, not to a preferred camp.

The  Christian  therefore  enters  this  investigation  with  neither  fear  nor 
illusion. Human beings can plot, institutions can deceive, money can corrupt, 
secrecy  can  shelter  wrongdoing,  propaganda  can  manufacture  consent,  and 
power can gather  behind respectable  names.  Human beings are  also prone to 
panic,  prejudice,  pride,  confirmation  bias,  scapegoating,  and  false  accusation. 
Above  both  realities  stands  the  God  of  truth,  and  above  every  throne, 
principality,  network,  market,  intelligence  apparatus,  technological  platform, 
and final antichristian power stands Jesus Christ.

The end of the biblical story is not the triumph of a secret society or the 
permanent victory of a global system. It is the public triumph of the Lamb. This 
is  why the church can investigate darkness  without surrendering to darkness,  
receive warning without being terrorized, and take evidence seriously without 
making hidden knowledge an idol. The purpose of the pages that follow is not 
merely to help readers  see what powerful  people may be doing behind closed 
doors.  It  is  to  help  the  church  remain  awake,  truthful,  holy,  courageous,  
evangelistic, and ready for the Lord who has promised to return.

The  next  chapter  will  establish  the  methodological  constitution  for  the 
investigation: how to examine hidden power without losing the truth.
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