
Lexicon

It’s now J█nuary and the apostate system manifestly con�nues transgressing
against Divinely-conferred rights systema�cally and rou�nely, pu�ng into effect
overt con�nuances of its various campaigns to increase subversion, while
remaining on a counter-Divine Will, counter-True Nature basis.  It has not yet
come into compliance with Divine Will principles and par�cularly with My
interpreta�on of them, either in the present �me nor yet retroac�vely throughout
the last f█ve-plus tho█sand years of its organiza�onal existence.  It has not yet
atoned for the encroachments it has manifestly commi'ed, either against Myself
or indeed humanity as a whole.  It has not yet even appro█ched Me openly,
honestly and overtly to resolve these ma'ers, op�ng instead for apparently
seeking to maintain a needlessly-delayed and protr█cted non-overt conversa�on
with Me, even as it remains on a counter-Divine Will basis which even it has
recognized is inherently untrustworthy, unreliable, and unworthy to which to
respond.

As such, My first public release of the Lexicon of Babylonian Kabbalist non-overt
organizing symbolism has been made available, and readers should find it
accessible via a new b█'on at the top of the site.  In the absence of a retroac�ve
correc�on by the apostate system bringing it back into alignment with Divine Will
and True Nature I suppose I will have to con�nue adding to it as �me availability
reasonably allows, with addi�onal Lexicons to foll█w on for the various major
franchise opera�ons.  By defini�on one cannot ‘bank on’ the implied claims of
those on a counter-Divine Will, counter-True Nature basis, and as such I would be
derelict in My own Divine Will-aligned Duty to passively enable the manifestly
lawless behavior of the apostate system wai�ng for them to come back into
compliance with the Absolute Law at their convenience; I have to maintain and
uphold My own alignment with Divine Will for everyones’ sake, including theirs.

I first openly addressed the apostate system about their rou�ne and systemic
transgressions against Divine Will, True Nature and Divinely-conferred rights back
in [tw█nty-fo█rt██n].  It would surely have been derelict of Me indeed to
indefinitely con�nue accep�ng non-overt filibusters from those manifestly on a
counter-Divine Will basis rather than strive to bring the situa�on back into
compliance with Divine Will and True Nature, either with them or without them.
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I would have preferred a more amicable resolu�on.  It appears we could s�ll have
the makings of that.  If they do intend to sort things out retroac�vely, what
happens from here on out in the �mel█ne would appear to be of compara�vely
li'le significance other than the self-evident.  The con�nued, er, ‘success’ of the
organiza�on from the present on into the literal fut█re in this revision of the
�mel█ne should therefore be an incidental ma'er to it while it has not yet done
so.  Meanwhile I’d s�ll like to assist them in ge�ng that sorted out, in any fair and
reasonable capacity which involves My s�ll retaining alignment with Divine Will
and True Nature of course.  Given the circumstances, par�cularly their own
manifest basis, My op�ons in that regard have been narrowed and rather limited.
But where there are manifest errors, there is an opportunity for diagnos�cs and
correc�on through construc�ve, ‘g██d fa█th’ discussion and reasoned discourse,
which is just consistent with our Divinely-conferred True Nature.

And with that, let us consider and very carefully evaluate something they’ve made
as an informal, non-overt presentment to Me recently.
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‘Shlomo
on’

In My last I’d briefly men�oned a recent s�nt in which the apostate system
presented a counterfeit parody version of ‘their’ own Zionist franchise, now
established as a supposed ‘villain’ figure ostensibly countering, within the
apostate system, loyalty to My Divine Will-aligned Authority.  The men�on I’d
made of it was how inherently non-credible I’d found it, with perhaps siden█tes
of disappointment at how the apostate system were manifestly s�ll at it,
dispensing spurious non-overt narra�ves which were all inherently non-credible
due to the counter-Divine Will, counter-True Nature basis they were on.  Since
then, they’d apparently sought to clarify, or at least embellish, what they were
striving to do with it.  Readers should keep firmly in mind as a proviso here, this is
all coming as it does from them on a counter-Divine Will, counter-True Nature
basis, and as such its inherent, guaranteed-reliable credibility level starts at zilch.
A rough transla�on of what I got was, ‘Satori, we’re a�emp�ng to implement your
suggested policy revisions with regard to not [f█xbl█gh�ng] people.  So we’re
subs�tu�ng for that a spurious non-overt narra�ve about some Zionists
supposedly ‘taking over’ the situa�on as a ‘villain’ figure instead.  As you know, by
now that franchise is par�cularly degraded enough that one of its primary
characteris�cs is how flagrantly its personnel will typically not only throw counter-
Divine Will symbolism, but horrendously vi█lent, grotesque, abusive imagery and
so on, making the franchise a great illustra�on of the idea.  Because you see,
[f█xbl█ght] served a valid need: we needed some means to show the targ█t when
they were assessed to have Chosen a counter-Divine Will, counter-True Nature
basis and to respond by decremen�ng our level of support for them.  It was all a
propor�onal response to their own dist█r�on of alignment with Divine Will and
True Nature.  As such it was a teaching tool, and enabled us to ra�onalize keeping
our support for them and our loyalty to them ‘at a dist█nce’’ by gen█ra�ng a non-
overt pretext explaining it all away.  So we’ve got no subs�tute tool to use for this
in the schema that you’ve suggested; can you help us with that?’

I mean sure, I… waitasec.  This presentment is itself s�ll being made on a counter-
Divine Will basis, while they’re s�ll out there even in the present implemen�ng
more counter-Divine Will stuff and r█bbing the People and ru█ning lives with
various sociopoli�cal maneuverings.  So it sets off par�cular concerns given their
implied, and s�ll unconvincing, ‘sincere misread’ of Me for dec█des; if I were to
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implied, and s�ll unconvincing, ‘sincere misread’ of Me for dec█des; if I were to

respond construc�vely to it, would they register that too as My ‘buying into a
counter-Divine Will basis, expressed non-overtly’ and symbolically “just spending a
lot of �me on the [ph█ne]”?  What are they going to ‘read’, or claim to ‘read’, as
‘doing the right thing’ here?  I can hardly assist them or anyone else, at least
amicable with them rather than ‘over’ them, if I’m s�ll ge�ng misconstrued.
Alright, let’s suppose I disregard it, this latest counter-Divine Will non-overt
implied message.  Just release the Lexicon and con�nue to try to sort the
situa�on without them, since they s�ll haven’t ‘go�en with the program’.  Would
that be miscategorized as ‘needlessly sav█ge and w█rlike’ by them?  In truth, just
about anything I do or don’t do could be sp█n as being one thing or being
another; I’ve been manifestly vict█mized by that precise situa�on for dec█des
and have come to the conclusion that they’re going to do what they’re going to
do regardless, whatever My Choices.  As such, I should quit worrying about the
non-overt equivalent of tabloid journalism and just strive to do the right thing
regardless.

I’m not “on the [ph█ne]”, I’m speaking perfectly openly and publicly and dis�nctly,
and all from a Divine Will- and True Nature-aligned basis.  They’re not.  Isn’t that
absurd?  All this empire-building, technology, personnel, clout and influence,
money in the coffers and they’re s�ll reduced to trying to have the equivalent of
summ█t m██�ngs through the non-overt equivalent of interpre�ve d█nce, with
mutual comprehension happening on a ‘c█tch-as-c█tch-can’ basis.  Do I deserve
be'er?  Openness and honesty on a sincere and overt basis?  You know it.  That
what I get has been less than that for years only serves to be'er-illustrate the
disparity of manifest posi�ons between Mine and theirs.  Fine.  But among the
things I’m le@ without in this situa�on is the capability to determine whether they
are, indeed, le@ ‘st█ck’ without a means to get sorted out internally, and leaving
anyone to that would be a pre'y cheap and tawdry thing for anyone to do.  So to
My knowledge there’s nothing - other than perhaps “the Ennead” - who’d argue
that I shouldn’t to My best to equip people to get back into OSHA-compliance
with Divine Will and True Nature if indeed they’re Willing to do so… and “the
Ennead” can presumably only assess and evaluate from the basis they’re
manifestly on and the interpreta�on of Divine Will principles-compliance they
already have.  From the organiza�on’s manifest behavior that appears to need
some upgrades and error-c█tching, and that’s exactly what I can present.  So if I
deign to entertain the occasional less-than-worthy basis in order to make sure
that people aren’t ‘st█ck’ on a counter-Divine Will basis merely for lack of be'er

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Osiris_myth#Conflict_of_Horus_and_Set


5

that people aren’t ‘st█ck’ on a counter-Divine Will basis merely for lack of be'er

op�ons (and incidentally making My case relat█ve to the apostate system all the
more sol█d in the process), so much the be'er.

Readers should no�ce though how careful one must be with anything presented
from a counter-Divine Will, counter-True Nature basis.  In a perfect w█rld of
course, we wouldn’t be presented with those things, those kinds of situa�ons.
There oughta be a Law.  (’Ah wait, there is.’)

In addi�on to presen�ng things on a non-overt basis which is ‘void’ for reason of
being on a counter-Divine Will basis, now it appears the apostate system have
manifestly added another wrongity: an addi�onal ‘void for vagueness’ problem.
That is, the ‘talking out of both sides of their m█uth’ thing where they imply in
one sense that they’re keeping all the rank-and-file personnel who are supposedly
opposed to recognizing the transi�on of apostate system authority over to Me by
inven�ng up a ‘villain’ Zionist self-parody and ci�ng that it’s due to My supposedly
having been assessed as having an insufficiently Divine Will-aligned basis Myself,
and where they imply in another sense that it’s all just du�fully striving to
implement My suggested policy correc�ons and upgrades.  For one thing, the
whole ‘have to keep the insufficiently loyal rank-and-file personnel in a holding
pa�ern’ is just as inherently non-credible a narra�ve as the faux-Zionism-as-
a-’villain’ narra�ve is, and for another if they intend to sort things out
retroac�vely the idea of having to wait around and sort things including the rank-
and-file personnel out here and now in the present doesn’t exactly add up either.
So what I’m seeing is just a sort of compounding of errors and invalid Choices
here, even as they imply that they’re striving to bring the situa�on into ever-
greater alignment with Divine Will principles.  That’s pre'y hinky, and
discouraging to encounter.  What’s more, it appears to be what the organiza�on’s
geopoli�cal and journalism crowd have been organizing quite deliberately via the
recently-trended term “inflec
on po█nt”.

Their manifest compounding is that of star�ng with a counter-Divine Will basis,
and then adding on a sort of prevarica�on within that context.  Literal Chris�anity
knows of it as ‘the Laodicean error’ which literal Jesus condemned as being even
worse than a mere counter-Divine Will basis plainly Chosen, and the Babylonian
Kabbalists’ organizing symbolism depicts it as a common and prevalent strategy
referenced by their symbol “pal█ndrome”.  It’s a h█stle the organiza�on has been
manifestly working for tho█sands of years and it’s no more correct, appropriate,

https://www.google.com/search?q=%22inflection+point%22+politics+-market&biw=1920&bih=975&tbm=nws
https://www.google.com/search?q=%22inflection+point%22+politics+-market&biw=1920&bih=975&tbm=nws
https://www.google.com/search?q=%22inflection+point%22+politics+-market&biw=1920&bih=975&tbm=nws
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manifestly working for tho█sands of years and it’s no more correct, appropriate,

valid nor appropriate now than it was when they’d started using it.  As such
they’re manifestly not only in default now but con�nuing to ‘pl█y coy’,
accumula�ng errors of Divine Will principles in an apparent effort to see just how
many of them I’ll accept in their implied process of ‘sor�ng things out’.  It’s
beyond wrong, I’ve told them and the public as much plenty of �mes, and it
directly contravenes My ‘start as you mean to go on’ policy.  The qu█s�on now
becomes not whether it’s even remotely acceptable, but rather how much grace
and construc�veness I can s�ll manage to provide from My side given the posi�on
they’ve manifestly been Choosing and con�nuing to Choose.  That’s voluntary and
completely op�onal on My part, certainly not required by the situa�on by this
po█nt.  It’s an extra, a bonus, as is even making the effort to try to ‘hear them
out’ by now.  But that extra ‘give’ cannot and should not come at the expense of
the fair opportunity of the People themselves to get this thing sorted out
regardless of what the apostate system eventually decide to do or not do: there
are too many Divinely-conferred rights being manifestly, knowingly, Willfully,
avoidably and systema�cally violated in the interim.  So, Lexicon.

But at My op�on, I can use the situa�on as a teaching opportunity to show the
errors and engineer correc�ons of the apostate system’s posi�ons with regard to
Divine Will principles.  It would assist the Peoples’ comprehension, which they’ll
need, and ensure that I’ve le@ the apostate system a legi�mate “out” if ever they
decide to stop ‘pl█ying coy’ and make use of it.  We’re supposed to be in the
business of promo�ng Divine Will principles and interpre�ng those and applying it
to the situa�on is My job and ostensibly theirs; even if it were not My job it would
s�ll be My Duty, just as it is each of ours.  That ought to just come stand█rd.

For clarity, I’ll reiterate that while they remain on a counter-Divine Will, counter-
True Nature basis they’re represen�ng neither Divine Will nor My interests.

Doesn’t mean I can’t very ac�vely look for w█ys to assist everyone involved, if
only they’ll accept and apply it.

And for those curious, yes.  In large part My effort to provide this ‘extra’ is a
deliberate Choice on My part to counter the tremendous intensity of righteous
outr█ge I’ve acquired as a direct result of what the apostate system has
manifestly put Me through already.  I have a Duty to Divine Will to apply ‘due
diligence’ to making sure that My personal f██lings don’t obstr█ct the
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diligence’ to making sure that My personal f██lings don’t obstr█ct the

opportunity for everyone to get back into alignment with Divine Will and True
Nature, if they will.  Something our modern People have prevalently yet to learn
is that when trying to sort out a situa�on, a great place to start is making sure
you’re neither causing nor perpetua�ng the problem.

Diagnos
cs

With the use of [f█xbl█ght] as with everything else, when we can see that
something’s wrong we should evaluate it thoroughly, and then compare and
contrast it against Divine Will principles to see whether what’s being done is valid.
This is similar to the process the judiciary in the literal States used to do in pu�ng
some legisla�on up against the Cons�tu�on in order to determine whether the
legisla�on was either valid or instead ‘void ab ini�o’.  Here we can see the [Asian]
franchises, which purport to uphold Divine Will, making a systema�c policy of
collec�vely manifes�ng ‘disharm█nies’, or in other words very tangible
imperfec�ons, against individuals of interest with an intensity which o@en dr█ves
them to literal su█cide as their only accessible respite.  This is explained away as
an ostensible ‘teaching method’ for impar�ng an understanding of Divine Will
principles, a very tangible counter-example illustra�ng what happens when
they’re not upheld (or some�mes, what happens when the organiza�on[s]
interpret or claim to interpret the individual as having not upheld them), and the
method is non-overtly ra�onalized by sl█pping a [f█x] symbol which means
‘dece█t’ (as its main connota�on) over an [animal] symbol which means, ‘Just
disregard all this!  We don’t actually mean anything by it!’ and appears to call it
sorted.

Hmm.  That Divine Will for perfec�on, rights and quality of life seems pre'y
inviolate, doesn’t it?  A un█versal constant, an Absolute without which everything
becomes meaningless?  If this were a Sudoku problem it would have to be one of
the pre-given numbers you have to start off with.  We’re not free to shi@ it
around, not without Divine Will Itself applying its Authority to tell us so.  As
humans we just plainly lack the Authority necessary to do it.  Without that, when
it’s just top-down human authoritarian oppression of a group of people against a
lone individual, viola�ng their Divinely-conferred rights and knowingly, willfully,
avoidably and systema�cally diminishing their Divinely-conferred quality of life,
it’s just non-overt gang tac�cs.  A modern comparison would be the organized

http://DivineWillAssembly.com/2019/02/16/divine-will-principles-version-1-0/
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it’s just non-overt gang tac�cs.  A modern comparison would be the organized

crime franchise-controlled hyperlib█rals or the Knights of Malta franchise-
controlled pseudo-’conserva�ves’ being deliberately awful and unple█sant en
masse in order to promote its desired agendas.  Nothing par�cularly Divine Will
about that, and indeed a direct transgression against it.

Does adding a ‘dece█t’ symbol help?  Does it suddenly give us the wherewithal to
transgress the Authority of Divine Will and the Divinely-conferred rights of
others?  Only if you want a society in which everyone can r█n around r█bbing
banks at gunpo█nt and ge�ng away with it because while they were doing so
they loudly proclaimed, ‘We’re only doing this ir█nically!  We don’t actually mean
it!’, I suppose.  Heck, in that kind of a situa�on even if you later return all the
money you’ve s�ll commi'ed a crime and you’re s�ll liable for it.  It’s Lawlessness.

Does trus�ng a top-down human organiza�on which is ostensibly purpose-built to
uphold Divine Will help?  I’m not sure that successfully indemnified the
Inquisi�ons.  We can’t place our confidence and trust in some human office and
use that to outsource our Duty to Divine Will to assess the morality of our
behavior, as ul�mately it’s we ourselves who remain accountable for our
par�cipa�on in it.  We’ve become so used to outsourcing and trus�ng doct█rs to
tell us how to be healthy, judges, a'orneys and legislators to tell us what the laws
are and what Divinely-conferred rights we do or don’t have, and state enforcers to
uphold it all with our tax money, and the apostate system has de@ly illustrated for
us what happens when we try to pass that individual and collec�ve Duty off onto
others: they inevitably l██t the fam█ly s█lver.  If you trust your doct█r and he
scr█ws up, it’s s�ll you who are tangibly liable for it.  He’s not the one in the
coff█n.  The apostate system has been great at propaga�ng the mentality that we
not only can but should pass along our trust, our Duty to Divine Will, to other
humans in established offices, that ‘we have people for that’.  And as we’ve
increasingly encountered, they’ll incrementally do all our thinking, living and
spending for us too.  So when you’ve an organiza�on which purports to have been
purpose-built to uphold Divine Will and True Nature and is prevalently, blatantly
transgressing against either or both, it takes quite a lot of shirking of our Duty to
Divine Will and even to ourselves and each other not to have a rethink about that.
And with shirking, as with all of our Choices, it’s we who are ul�mately liable.
They’re the principals organizing a counter-Divine Will basis, yet the average
moral shirker makes themselves a very liable accomplice to all they enable.
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An aside: [Japan]

I have to make a minor digr█ssion here that will help clarify this whole thing.  As
an organiza�on or franchise, the non-overt group tradi�onally working out of
[Asia] and par�cularly [Japan] have demonstrated via their system of organizing
symbolism and their generally be'er stand█rds of behavior a superior alignment
with Divine Will in prac�ce compared to the Babylonian Kabbalists proper and
‘their’ various franchises, in many respects.  [Japan]’s personnel have exhibited a
be'er understanding, comprehension and applica�on of Divine Will principles in
their da█ly lives and prac�ces.  Between them both, [Japan]’s is the superior
posi�on with regard to Divine Will alignment and exemplifica�on, and there is
much to like, respect and even admire with regard to its system.

This doesn’t come easily for Me, but there do appear to be Divine Will principles
errors built into the [Asian] and even the [Japanese] systems also.  The non-overt
prevarica�on between personnel and even the organiza�on’s primary human
authority figure being Divine Will-aligned or having a counter-Divine Will basis.
The systema�c deployment of [f█xbl█ght] which transgresses against Divinely-
conferred rights.  Some of the grotesque imagery and symbolism, deployed with
apparent disregard to Divine Will.  Worship of the [de█d].  The applica�on of
quite a bit of ps█onic and literal mag█ckal capabili�es whose p█wer source is of
by now rather suspicious origins as is its Divine Will alignment.  And some of its
founda�onal symbolism, which I’ll get to in a moment.

The Babylonian Kabbalists appear to have been using [Japan] specifically as a
non-overt depic�on of their ‘con�ngency’ with regard to Divine Will and Myself.
The cyberp█nk imagery of a techno-oriented future with adver�sing in [Japanese]
seemingly omnipresent, and the organizing symbolism established in the
‘vaporw█ve’ aesth█�c make the easiest examples of this.  And for its part, [Japan]
appears to be a subset of the [Asian] category of symbolism which has made quite
a number of structural improvements to the thing; their renova�ons and
upgrades have not escaped My no�ce.  But it appears from analysis of the [Asian]
organizing symbolism that it and the Babylonian Kabbalists are what might be
reasonably described as ‘dist█nt cousins’ in terms of origin and basis.  And as the
best working theory I have from what I’ve managed to glean is that the
Babylonian Kabbalist organiza�on was purpose-built as a sort of human amplifier

https://www.google.com/search?q=vaporwave&tbm=isch&chips=q:vaporwave,g_1:japanese:fqHf4wbLq8o%3D&hl=en&sa=X
https://www.google.com/search?q=vaporwave&tbm=isch&chips=q:vaporwave,g_1:japanese:fqHf4wbLq8o%3D&hl=en&sa=X
https://www.google.com/search?q=vaporwave&tbm=isch&chips=q:vaporwave,g_1:japanese:fqHf4wbLq8o%3D&hl=en&sa=X
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Babylonian Kabbalist organiza�on was purpose-built as a sort of human amplifier

for non-corporeal en��es op█ra�ng on a counter-Divine Will, counter-True
Nature basis, that’s manifestly a problem we must recognize and which we’re
Duty-bo█nd per Divine Will to address.  For example, what is their [s█nsh█ne]
non-overt symbol if not [B██l] in yet another presenta�on?  What’s up with the
ancient Babylonian-esque [pyr█mid] structures and L█vecra@ian-looking ru█ns
just off the co█st of Yonag█ni?  Looks to have been some counter-Divine Will
idolatry going on there before the place was s█nk.  That and the careful
evalua�on of their basis for symbolism does suggest that they’re derived from the
same original effort, sep█rated, each developed and permuted in their own
dis�nc�ve w█ys, and then re-encountered each other again.

When tw█ variants of the same thing re-encounter one another, they presumably
have to have some method for establishing which one has the ‘right of w█y’.  Best
guess, this is what the apostate system’s ostensible ‘con�ngency’ scheme was, if
anything, about.  Tangible material widespread gains versus superior alignment
with Divine Will.  If I were the human principals involved, I might establish a
method like that for establishing who had the ‘right of w█y’ in order to avoid a
figura�ve c█llision between them, similar to a mythological ‘fri█ndly wag█r
between the gods’ decided by the ac�ons of m█rtals.  Select a m█rtal, equip
them with an understanding of Divine Will principles, and let their Choices and
ac�ons determine the outcome of the event.  Just a surmise, consistent with the
pa'ern of behavior I’ve been seeing.  Ul�mately of course there’s no making
sense of a counter-Divine Will basis in any event; all meaning there is ul�mately
arbitrary because the posi�onality is arbitrary by its very nature.

Diagnos
cs con
nued

I recently had cause to do some literal diagnos�cs on My literal comp█ter’s
op█ra�ng system, and went through the various system l█gfiles for the first �me
in a while scanning for specific problems.  I was mildly surpr█sed to find quite a
number of various system events l█gged, mostly w█rnings, some definite errors,
which had been going on for quite some while and which the system hadn’t seen
fit to no�fy Me as a user about.  When a process is off or in error, we of course
need to know about them because the system eventually de-stabilizes if they’re
not ca█ght and corrected.  It’s this legi�mate need which [f█xbl█ght] purports to
answer, and the need itself is valid.  We’ve already established that the need

https://www.google.com/search?q=yonaguni+monument
https://www.google.com/search?q=yonaguni+monument
https://www.google.com/search?q=yonaguni+monument
https://www.google.com/search?q=yonaguni+monument
https://www.google.com/search?q=yonaguni+monument


11

answer, and the need itself is valid.  We’ve already established that the need

itself, however valid, doesn’t grant license to contravene against Divine Will nor to
encroach against Divinely-conferred rights.  But how effec�vely does it address
and serve the need and, given the dubious origins of the [Asian] systems as with
the Babylonian Kabbalist system, has it merely been a pretext to ra�onalize away
the implementa�on of a counter-Divine Will basis?

Let’s suppose a situa�on in which someone is not only rejec�ng the professed
authority of the Establishment system, but is also interpreted by it as
contravening against Divine Will principles.  It could be inten�onal, or inadvertent
due to a lack of some understanding.  It could even be a misread by the
Establishment personnel, a misinterpreta�on of what they’re about and on what
basis of principles they’re ac�ng, or just poss█bly an expedient determina�on by
that Establishment to categorically marginalize and persecute someone for
rejec�ng it for what are actually legi�mate reasons, even Divine Will principles-
oriented reasons.

It’s a basic maxim of commercial law that, ‘A ma�er must be expressed to be
resolved.’  Does [f█xbl█ght] accomplish this effec�vely?  It certainly complains of
a perceived error or offense, and in viola�ng Divinely-conferred rights and
diminishing quality of life through persecu�on and lost opportuni�es for fair and
worthwhile interac�on, produces offenses of its own regardless of whether the
Establishment’s assessment is correct or not.  This is commonly termed
‘esc█la�on’.  It intensifies the problem and disharm█nies, while providing very
li'le in the w█y of aler�ng the individual to what, specifically, they’re deemed to
have done wrong or erred in.  It effec�vely h█lts their ability to meaningfully live
their life without giving them the ability to recognize and correct the specific
perceived error or even speak in the def█nse of their own posi�on.  It’s about as
relevant and construc�ve as, in the middle of a mutually-respecJul, reasoned
debate for one of the par�cipants to suddenly respond with some rather rude
interpre�ve d█nce.  It does not appear to successfully address the need, and it
also seems to je�son the Establishment organiza�on’s purported cause for
ac�on: if the supposed problem is that the individual’s behavior or their basis
transgresses against Divine Will, the Establishment shows itself to be
disinterested in that by transgressing against it itself.  A modern prevalent
equivalent is the ‘social jus�ce w█rriors’ who purport to be out to achieve what
they call ‘jus�ce’, and using that stated basis to ra�onalize some very blatantly
unjust ‘direct ac�on’.  Or perhaps the ‘w█ke’ crowd purpor�ng to be mo�vated by

https://freedom-school.com/redemption/quick-study-of-commercial-law.html
https://freedom-school.com/redemption/quick-study-of-commercial-law.html
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Blue_screen_of_death
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Blue_screen_of_death
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Blue_screen_of_death
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unjust ‘direct ac�on’.  Or perhaps the ‘w█ke’ crowd purpor�ng to be mo�vated by

‘#Tolerance’ and ‘#Diversity’ and then gainsaying their own claim to it via their
own behavior; it’s a self-indictment of their own stated posi�on.  That surely isn’t
what any Divine Will-aligned system genuinely wants, and I think we can and
must do be'er than that.

In being denied the opportunity to recognize and either explain or self-correct
their apparent error, the individual is addi�onally denied their Divinely-conferred
right to ‘due process’, which is just what is ‘due and owing’ to them per Divine
Will.  Injus�ce is effec�vely just one category of manifested imperfec�on, and
Divine Will of course is for perfec�on and a worthwhile experience for all
consciousness.  [Asian] systems are in general pre'y great at recognizing and
priori�zing Divine Will at least in theory, but its tr█ck record of acknowledging,
recognizing and upholding the Divinely-conferred rights of the individual are
evidently lacking and could be improved.  For an exaggerated illustra�on of what
happens when it’s not, we need look no further than the human ins█ct h█ve
which mainland China has manifestly become; there is some definite room for
improvement there with regard to upholding Divine Will principles, not that what
the apostate system has degraded the formerly Common Law (or ‘Natural Law’)
countries throughout Europe and the States is necessarily any be'er; each has
been dilap█dated and subverted in its own special w█y.

What that means however is that by examining the fr█gments of what’s le@ in
each of these systems, and by striving to research how they operated prior to
much of the degrada�on and doing so using Divine Will principles as our means of
assessing func�onality, we can apply systems theory and usually extrapolate from
each of them to help us correct for the errors in any one of them.  We can
figura�vely synth█size a compound which is a combina�on of elements of these
systems where they’re func�onal, and use them to replace and deprecate the
por�ons that aren’t, resul�ng in a compound which is a superior implementa�on
to any one of them.  Extrapola�ng for Divine Will func�onality there becomes like
trying to assemble a whole, complete file from torr█nt chunks in which each
sharing user only has some of them individually, and in which some of those have
been corr█pted.  Scanning the incomplete chunks for corr█p�on becomes
essen�al of course, but provided they’re fa█thful and accurate it hardly ma'ers
par�cularly from which individual user the chunk is shared.  Together what they
each s�ll retain can be used effec�vely to reassemble the whole.  And what is
more, as the original complete file is shared and propagated the system becomes
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more, as the original complete file is shared and propagated the system becomes

more resilient to loss on the part of any single user due to data redundancy.  This
is the inherent advantage to having a par█llel system of ground-level users rather
than one consolidated top-down authority or distribu�on system.  When
something is important a single po█nt of failure is hardly desirable, unless of
course control over the system is what’s deemed more important than the
purpose which it purports to serve.

Having iden�fied needs which the current [f█xbl█ght] method as manifestly
implemented for the past however-many tho█sands of years does not address
and serve, and where it transgresses against Divine Will, do we have any other
system present which fulfills those needs?  Yes, we do indeed.  European
Common Law (alias ‘Natural Law’), and par�cularly the variant implemented in
the literal States prior to its degrada�on into Roman Civil ‘law’, answers and
serves them.  It expresses ma'ers to resolve them, through a method termed
‘No�ce and Demand’.  The individual is given no�ce of what the apparent
problem, transgression, debt or whatever is, along with cites of the relevant law
regarding the ma'er involved.  Demand is made for them to either correct their
ac�on (and if applicable, make compensa�on for inj█ries they’ve caused) or to
explain its legi�macy.  Reasonable t█me is allowed for them to do either, and if
they respond with counters or queries that t█me is extended as the debate over
the principles involved goes back and f█rth between the involved p█r�es.  This
debate over the principles is effec�vely the essence of the trial itself, and
eventually achieves either a mutually-acceptable resolu�on or gets thrown to a
jury who decide the ma'er by applica�on of Natural Law principles (Divine Will
principles, in our situa�on).

Of course finding a jury living in accordance with Divine Will principles in the first
place now takes some doing in our modern, subverted w█rld in which the
apostate system has manifestly incrementally shi@ed the People from their
familiarity with them let alone their alignment with them.  Again, the importance
of ground-level par█llel processing rather than a consolidated top-down
authoritarian schema becomes vital.  In fact this process used to be common
knowledge among the People of Europe and the literal States before the apostate
system managed to ideologically flumm█x them about how it was all supposed to
work.  That we can hardly manage to form a valid jury p██l anymore is the direct
result of the campaigns manifestly implemented by the apostate system, and
itself becomes a self-evident indictment of its own ac�vi�es and basis: ‘No man

https://famguardian.org/Publications/BouvierMaximsOfLaw/BouviersMaxims.htm
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itself becomes a self-evident indictment of its own ac�vi�es and basis: ‘No man

ought to derive any benefit of his own wrong,’ nor does prevalent non-overtly
organized subversion alt█r in the slightest what is and is not jus�ce or ‘due
process’.  It merely hinders prevalent recogni�on of those things, to our collec�ve
human detriment.

This formula deliberately refrains from viola�ng the Divinely-conferred rights and
quality of life of the accused individual, and makes sure he’s equipped to be able
to speak on his own b█half and meaningfully, as well as affording him plenty of
opportunity to self-correct voluntarily.  As we’d established at the onset, either
he’s doing whatever he’s doing inten�onally or transgressing inadvertently.  If it’s
inten�onal, either he has a case or he doesn’t.  (Come to that, if he’s deliberately
just being lawless the same applies, he just plainly doesn’t, and this becomes
obvious).  Unless he (or indeed the whole of society) is currently on a con�nued
crime spr██ in the interim, the ma'er can be evaluated at length.  If they are on a
crime spr██, as is manifestly the case on the part of the apostate system here,
they only manage to accomplish their own rather blatant self-indictment and the
result of a jury trial is ‘an open and shut c█se’; the ma'er can be decided pre'y
much summarily as the facts of the ma'er are self-evident.  For that not to occur
becomes plain jural m█lfeasance and collusion, which is effec�vely the situa�on
we’ve manifestly been encountering here.  Result: An appeal to a court of greater
authority, ul�mately Divine Will and penul�mately the People overtly as the
jurors of ‘the court of public opinion’.

Applica
on

When founda�onal principles are regarded as having been violated, how does
‘No�ce and Demand’ work?  Is it always implemented by some official legal
no�ce?  It is not.  Here we have one public example of ‘No�ce and Demand’ being
presented, before the apostate system had managed to thoroughly subvert the
People.  We can see the apparent errors being made plain, the hypocrisies and
inconsistencies being figura�vely ‘c█lled out’, and an implicit appeal for those
contribu�ng to the injus�ce to self-correct voluntarily. 

https://famguardian.org/Publications/BouvierMaximsOfLaw/BouviersMaxims.htm
https://famguardian.org/Publications/BouvierMaximsOfLaw/BouviersMaxims.htm
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These founda�onal principles-based arguments make quite a dis�nc�on with the
sort of ‘mass b█llying’ collec�vism into which the apostate system has degraded
the effort in our era.  Campaigns like these present a plain and public no�ce of the
inconsistencies and injus�ce.  Those adop�ng the offending posi�on are relegated
to a few op�ons: they can respond with principles-based counterarguments and
refuta�ons, if any.  They can voluntarily self-correct their own posi�on, becoming
adopters and supporters of the campaign’s efforts and objec�ves.  Or they can
recognize their hypocrisies and part in the injus�ce, shr█g and retain their
erroneous basis, and disqualify themselves from legi�mate adherents to the
founda�onal principles and values upon which the societal organiza�on has been
predicated.  In that, it’s a bit of a ‘default process’.

Respondents either present principles-based counterarguments and refuta�ons,
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Respondents either present principles-based counterarguments and refuta�ons,

self-correct, or disqualify themselves as having a publicly-recognized legi�mate
basis.  Whenever it becomes prevalent, the la'er is what Chris�anity refers to as
Egyp�an or Babylonian c█p�vity; a situa�on in which the prevalent ‘body poli�c’
has just been degraded into being fundamentally disinterested in jus�ce, fairness,
Divinely-conferred rights or indeed Divine Will principles.  That comes about as
the result of the apostate system’s manifest subversion on a counter-Divine Will
basis using non-overt methods in abject viola�on of Divine Will, and not only
does, ‘No man ought to derive benefit from his own wrong,’ it becomes a self-
indictment of the validity of the apostate system’s manifest basis plainly
recognizable for even “the Ennead”.  An organiza�on knowingly, Willfully,
avoidably and systema�cally transgressing against Divine Will, True Nature,
Divinely-conferred rights and so on through the methodologies of brute force or
non-overtly organized tre█chery is hardly the look which it seeks.

More recently in public history, it has added an addi�onal general response
op�on to the above: prop█ganda, sophistry, rhetoric and delaying tac�cs.  Those
equate to dece█t and to ‘the Laodicean error’, and typically represent a Chosen
posi�on to a'empt to illegi�mately gain the support of having adopted a
legi�mate basis without actually doing so.  While some amount of rhetoric makes
it unclear whether it was perpetrated knowingly and Willfully or rather as the
result of genuine ignorance or incompetence, allowing those la'er to be used as a
convenient alibi, the result is the same and when the supposed ignorance or
incompetence became prevalent as the result of its own subversion and
miseduca�on campaign, we’re back to, ‘No man ought to derive benefit from his
own wrong’ and another self-indictment from the apostate system.

Rhetoric aside, we must consider the broad capabili�es of the Babylonian
Kabbalists in assessing whether they are in fact u�lizing and applying them to self-
correct.  Literal tel█phony, the literal intern█t, e-ma█l, instant messengers and
chats of all kinds, even Sk█pe video conferencing has now become ‘a thing’ and
yet they remain symbolically [clo█ked] in a non-overt basis, leaving symbolic
messages in the interna�onal ‘n█ws’, allowing the situa�on (and the wrongdoing)
to manifestly pl█d along d█y by d█y while con�nuing to implement more
counter-Divine Will strategies in addi�on to not correc�ng the ones they’ve
already enacted, even right here and now in the present.  This isn’t even fact█ring
in the capabili�es of the telepaths and propheciers.  With such extensive and
prevalent control over the closed-system apparatus of overt media, poli�cs, courts
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prevalent control over the closed-system apparatus of overt media, poli�cs, courts

and so on, if they were to directly and overtly interact with Me, just what specific
thre█t would that represent to the organiza�on?  None that I can determine.  I
could hardly use the Establishment apparatus to effect overt jus�ce; they’ve co-
opted it already.  So we manifestly have what plainly appear to be delaying tac�cs
perpetua�ng a Divinely-conferred rights-viola�ng ‘status quo’, while they
con�nue to try this and that.  Disappoin�ng, unworthy, and de-legi�ma�zing on
their own part.  (’Va█nly does he who offends against the law, seek the help of the
law.’, Bouvier’s, referring to the result of knowingly, Willfully and avoidably de-
legi�ma�zing ones’ own basis.)

By contrast I make a clear and open public overt presenta�on of the ma'er to
provide maximal clarity and the opportunity for voluntary correc�on, if they will.
Devising various fraudulent narra�ves as the apostate system have manifestly
been doing would merely be fraud which would de-legi�ma�ze My own posi�on
just as it compounds the de-legi�ma�za�on of their own.  And it would hardly
serve the purpose of construc�vely resolving manifest Divine Will principles errors
and transgressions.  I even uphold the maxim that, ‘Ma�ers must be expressed to
be resolved’, despite the con�nued encroachment upon My person by the
telepaths and propheciers (in ever-compounding transgression against Divine Will
principles), because not only the apostate system but the People themselves
deserve the opportunity to witness the trial, learn from the founda�onal
principles the apostate system have removed from them, and determine their
own posi�on.

Par█llel processing

Despite knowing full well what the apostate system has been saying has been
manifestly presented on an illegi�mate basis, I’ve been nevertheless striving to
while s�ll firmly recognizing that, provide what might overtly be termed ‘tech
support’, to make sure (and to make it very plain to even the ‘sl█west’ among the
rank-and-file) that if they remain on that basis, they’re making the Choice
knowingly, Willfully and avoidably.  (’No one is bo█nd to do what is imposs█ble’,
Bouvier’s)  The more they manifestly con�nue with their overt systema�c
viola�ons of Divinely-conferred rights, and with their non-overtly organized
schemes and agendas which do so, and with their abusive ‘disrespect’ quasi-
messaging to or regarding Myself non-overtly, the more they shun that proffered
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messaging to or regarding Myself non-overtly, the more they shun that proffered

‘tech support’: I’m under no obliga�on beyond ‘g██d fa█th’ to provide it, I
certainly don’t have to do so under abusive circumstances, and the whole po█nt
here is to ensure that their Choice is done knowingly, Willfully and avoidably.
When they con�nue to do those things, let alone not to correct the things they
already can, they manifestly establish that for all to see themselves.

So I was mildly s█rprised to hear them infer what they had regarding a
replacement for [f█xbl█ght].  For the sake of clarity I should elaborate so we’re all
familiar with the same context here.  If a process or policy serves Divine Will and
True Nature without transgressing it, what that specific policy is hardly ma'ers;
it’s incidental and largely a ma'er of individual, organiza�onal or regional
preference.  When however it (or indeed its replacement) is found to transgress
against it, it needs to be replaced or revised because it’s not ‘f█t for purpose’.
When it’s a Choice between something which transgresses against Divine Will and
True Nature and something which doesn’t, that is not a ma'er of personal,
organiza�onal or regional preference.  It becomes a Divine Will impera�ve to
replace the erroneous thing with the one that isn’t.  Not to do so, or not to apply
full capabili�es to doing so, is of course the Choice for a counter-Divine Will basis.
That for instance is why I’ve been not finding it easy to reconcile the con�nued
manifest pa'ern of apostate system behavior, as it s�ll doesn’t comport with
Divine Will principles and in many cases they’re quite well aware of that and have
been for dec█des at least.

Since as long as a policy etc. comports with Divine Will principles, True Nature,
Divinely-conferred rights and so on it’s merely an incidental ma'er of preference
what specific policy is adopted, which provides for quite a lot of lat█tude when it
comes to policy implementa�on.  And where there’s that lat█�de, there’s plenty
of room for genuine diversity.  A system with many regional franchises needn’t
adopt one lone totalitarian set of policy implementa�ons; it can establish the
recogni�on of Divine Will principles and Divinely-conferred rights, and leave the
regional franchises to uphold them via their own policies which are fine so long as
they’re within those larger terms.  It’s sort of the legi�mate version of the
‘Un█ted Na�ons’’ ‘Human Rights’ quasi-legal fraud which counterfeits Divinely-
conferred rights for organiza�on-provided benefits and privileges (frequently
established by removing chunks from the Divinely-conferred rights of others, and
‘giving’ them back in the form of benefits and privileges which are subject to
being ‘revised away’ at whim or selec�vely-enforced).  Or like how the overt
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being ‘revised away’ at whim or selec�vely-enforced).  Or like how the overt

Un█ted States was ostensibly supposed to behave: the various States had
deriva�ve sovereignty under the People, who themselves had deriva�ve
sovereignty under God.  Each State was like unto its own t█ny na�on.  They
conf█derated into a ‘un█on’, and the general (now ‘federal’) government would
keep to within its limited sc█pe of delegated authori�es, but it would recognize
Divinely-conferred rights officially, and establish the basel█ne stand█rd with
which the rest of the States’ individual systems would have to conform.  Can’t
have one State recognizing the Divinely-conferred right not to be ensl█ved or
m█rdered, and another not recognizing it.  Any individual State doesn’t want to
recognize and uphold a Divinely-conferred right, they can just leave the Un█on
with all the disadvantages that brings along with it.

This obviously hasn’t been how it’s manifestly, overtly con�nued due to the
interference by the apostate system, but it s�ll presents the conceptual mod█l.  If
people don’t like how things are done in one State they can establish themselves
in another whose policies are more to their liking, but they all consistently uphold
Divinely-conferred rights.  In addi�on to individual freedom of Choice and
increased lat█�de on a regional basis, the formula also provides another
improvement: what comp█�ng refers to as ‘par█llel processing’.  Each regional
na�on-state complies with the larger recogni�on of Divinely-conferred rights, but
where broader policy hasn’t been established it has likely no�ced some
compara�vely minor g█ps ‘where the r█bber m██ts the ro█d’ and must find a
local policy solu�on which sa�sfies the need, by extrapola�ng from already-
established understanding and applica�on of Divine Will principles.  This not only
keeps a steady working familiarity with Divine Will principles firmly and
con�nually in the minds of the People at a regional and local level, it results in a
situa�on in which each na�on-state is likely to ‘try out’ its own unique variant of
policy-solu�on.  Some will likely work be'er than others, and in their various
implementa�ons their compara�ve effec�veness or ineffec�veness can be ‘proven
out’, and their vulnerabili�es exposed and likely corrected.  What the general (or
‘federal’) system then has is a plethora of alterna�ve op�ons which, if necessary,
it can adopt as the general policy.  It becomes ‘necessary’ if some of the solu�ons
aren’t consistently sa�sfying the need for alignment with Divine Will principles
and Divinely-conferred rights.  This also provides the regional policy-makers with
the incen�ve and sense of urgency to correct their policies to make sure they’re
as func�onal as they can be, lest their preroga�ve and lat█�de be overr█dden by
the official imposi�on of general policy.  ‘Use it or lose it’, as they say.
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It’s also very likely that regions origina�ng the superior policies which are later
adopted more generally will receive more direct and indirect rewards for so doing.
If nothing else, people are more eager to reside in a system which is more
proac�ve and diligent in upholding func�onality and Divinely-conferred rights, the
major recent ex█dus from California being a convenient counter-example.

With this proffered formula the whole system is str█ctured in a sort of ‘fri█ndly
compet█�on’ to be'er-uphold Divinely-conferred rights and comport with Divine
Will.  Humanity becomes like a sort of ‘par█llel processor’ for con�nually
improving its alignment with it, and what’s more the ‘top-level’ regulatory agency
has access to not only plenty of working alterna�ves whose viability or lack
thereof has been ‘proven out’ through actual prac�ce, but also isn’t subjec�ng
everyone to dysfunc�onal, agenda-mo�vated or just plain ‘off-the-c█ff’ policy
decrees whenever.  If we were to fact█r in the retroac�ve capabili�es of the
telepaths and propheciers, equipping the system to ‘throw found solu�ons back to
be implemented in the past’, there would appear to be li'le to no reason to have
anything significantly less than a literally perfect system.  That we currently
manifestly do have significantly less than that becomes a rather blatant self-
indictment of the posi�on, and perhaps the counter-Divine Will basis, of the
apostate system.

That we manifestly have less than that is plainly evidenced by the brunt of human
history and even current events.  Every �me the officials of a region, or even the
franchise prac�ces of non-overt franchises, transgress against Divinely-conferred
rights it’s a self-indictment of the apostate system.  (’An access[o]ry foll█ws the
nature of his principal’; ‘He who does not prevent what he can, seems to commit
the thing’, Bouvier’s)  That kind of thing manifestly abounds: sociopoli�cal
problems in the Middle E█st, oppression by Russia, mainland China, literal North
K█rea, unconscionable intensi�es of poli�cal corr█p�on in Afr█can countries, and
an abandonment of founda�onal Common Law (’Natural Law’) principles both
among the public officials and the People themselves among the Common Law
countries, with the usual injus�ces which inevitably result.  That’s to say nothing
of the interna�onal economic pilf█ring, incarc█ra�on for vict█mless non-’crimes’
and so on.  When the regional agents do these things and the apostate system
principal allow it to con�nue and allow those agents to keep represen�ng them,
that’s evidence of a plain and rather public Choice on the part of the principal
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that’s evidence of a plain and rather public Choice on the part of the principal

regardless of how many ‘layers deep’ in the cryptocracy they’ve [clo█ked]
themselves.

I’ve sought to make the disparity of Divine Will alignment of posi�ons as clear as
poss█ble here, for the People, “the Ennead” and so on, because support ought to
be commensurate.  That’s a perfectly reasonable, common sense exp█cta�on.  It
would seem that when it’s not, that’s the knowing, Willful and avoidable Choice
for a counter-Divine Will basis.  Last �me I ch█cked, I wasn’t doing anything like
the kinds of unconscionable things we see even presented rou�nely by the
Establishment’s own he█dl█nes.  I strive to keep what overt law refers to as
‘cle█n h█nds’ precisely to make recogni�on of the disparity of posi�ons as clear
as I can manage for all concerned.  When the full support on a legi�mate basis
manifestly remains lacking, that’s on those refusing to provide it and illustrates
the Choice for a counter-Divine Will, counter-True Nature basis.  I can’t do much
about that, and the resul�ng compounding liability, other than to strive to ensure
that their Choice is done knowingly, Willfully and avoidably.  In the meanwhile I
have a Duty per Divine Will to assist the ordinary People, to provide them the
opportunity to get free of the organiza�on’s viola�ons of their Divinely-conferred
rights and to show them how to uphold those.  (’He who spares the guilty,
punishes the innocent,’ Bouvier’s)  Divine Will principles, as the Objec�ve Law, do
not suspend themselves and pa�ently await the ple█sure and convenience of
those within its jurisdic�on while they place other priori�es first.

As for specifically which policies ought, in My assessment, to be used to replace
exis�ng policies, so long as the basics of Divine Will, True Nature, Divinely-
conferred rights and so on are figura�vely ‘cov█red’, the rest is just preference.  I’d
typically prefer the opportunity to evaluate the op�ons more thoroughly, have
dedicated overt ‘focus groups’ etc. on ma'ers of importance and so on, but under
the circumstances in which I s�ll can’t [to█ch] the system that remains
unavailable to Me.  As a construc�ve sugges�on, the apostate system might
indeed find it worthwhile to have personnel on-site and readily accessible who are
familiar with the heritage Common Law precepts it has manifestly ‘subverted
away’ from the modern People in order to be able to apply them to interim
solu�ons at need.  The content presented by a man called Brent Allan W█nters
can provide the basics of a familiarity with Common Law and consonance with
the Bible, with a few areas of excep�on.  Most notably, he appears to have
‘bought into’ the rhetoric propagated by the apostate system misinterpre�ng the

https://dictionary.law.com/Default.aspx?selected=211
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‘bought into’ the rhetoric propagated by the apostate system misinterpre�ng the

Bible as condemning homos█xuality for example, and a few other similar areas of
modern pseudo-’conserva�ve’ ideological rhetoric.  With the excep�on of those
areas, we can learn quite a lot from what he presents and par�cularly with regard
to a system of Natural Law which the apostate system manifestly has made
prevalently unfamiliar to the modern majority; it’s become something of an
‘underd█g’ system of Natural Law, but as we’ve established, ‘No man [or system]
ought to profit from its own wrongdoing.’

Default

Throughout this there have been a number of things which haven’t ‘added up’ to
Me, things which are cri�cal to fairly assessing the genuine limita�ons of the
apostate system’s manifest posi�on and capabili�es, and providing some amount
of ‘grace’ on the basis that ‘No one is bo█nd to do what is imp█ssible.’  The
seemingly needless delays, the lack of direct and more-immediate overt
communica�on, the con�nuance of the apostate system on a counter-Divine Will
basis which even they clearly-state, their implied ‘misread’ of My posi�on despite
apparently con�nually monitoring My slightest thoughts via the telepaths and
propheciers, their apparent insistence first on a years-long peri█d of ‘assessing
Me’ and only then sor�ng things out ‘in the present’ at least for now.  I haven’t
presented these items which don’t appear to ‘add up’ idly; I have what their own
systems refer to as ‘a need to know’.  Without that informa�on, and without the
ability to confirm it, I’m relegated to interpre�ng them as evidence of the
con�nued knowing, Willful and avoidable Choice on the part of the apostate
system for an illegi�mate, counter-Divine Will basis and must respond to the
situa�on, per Duty, as such.

Sil█nce, when one has a Duty to speak, is synonymous with fraud and interpreted
as such.  In at least purpor�ng to exist for the purpose of upholding Divine Will
principles, the apostate system has accepted that as its Duty.  When it does not
do so, it must therefore be responsible for accoun�ng for its lapses so the ma'er
can be resolved.  Unless of course it would prefer to abandon its claim to exist for
the purpose of upholding Divine Will.  To rou�nely and systema�cally transgress
against Divinely-conferred rights yet not make a clear public accoun�ng of its
behavior, par�cularly when publicly confr█nted about it, is necessarily
m█lfeasance.  (’He who does not willingly speak the truth, is a b█trayer of the
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m█lfeasance.  (’He who does not willingly speak the truth, is a b█trayer of the

truth,’ Bouvier’s, applies to when there’s a Duty to do so.)  We see the same kind
of error overtly when literal Un█ted States poli�cians recently began a trend of
‘taking the FiAh’ when confr█nted regarding their own apparent lawlessness; the
Divinely-conferred right referenced by the Fi@h Amendment exists for the People
in their private capacity, not for officeh█lders who have commi'ed to oper█�ng
in a public capacity and to fulfill certain Du�es.  It’s a misapplica�on of the Fi@h to
apply it to that context as a means of evading accountability, just as it’s a
misapplica�on of a cryptocra�c basis to use it to evade accountability for
upholding Divine Will.  To not meaningfully respond doesn’t alleviate the dispute,
it merely (as with reasoned debates) ‘defaults’ on the posi�on by refusing to
def█nd it.  Yet the apostate system have been ‘defaul�ng’ on their posi�on while
s�ll retaining it, the behavior of someone evading accountability to reasoned
resolu�on.  ‘A ma�er must be expressed to be resolved,’ but if it’s evaded even
when it’s been expressed that’s usually indica�ve of ‘b█d fa█th’ and of Willful
m█lfeasance.  It’s what the rest of us are le@ to conclude from the evidence made
available.  That’s how a ‘default’ process works, and the nice part is that it doesn’t
require any centr█lized human authority beyond common sense moral reckoning,
neatly avoiding the problem of ‘c█mpe�ng’ perceived authority figures and
loyal�es by subs�tu�ng basic fairness and common sense intrinsic to us all.

Applica
on: jury verdicts

Con�nuing with our evalua�on of a proffered replacement for [f█xbl█ght], we
encounter and must consider what at least superf█cially appears to be the same
lapse with regard to Divine Will principles that we’re trying to alleviate.
Specifically, the concept that the Divine Will impera�ve for perfec�on, rights and
quality of life is a constant we lack the authority to override at whim ‘because
reasons’.  [F█xbl█ght] as a policy tends to systema�cally confl█ct with that, but
then by contrast a Common Law-consistent alterna�ve eventually seems to itself
whenever a jural verdict is eventually imposed and enforced; an extreme example
of this to illustrate the concept would be capital punishment which would appear
to violate the Divinely-conferred right to life for instance.  We’ve got a Duty to
assess what exactly is going on there.  At a glance there’d seem to be li'le if any
meaningful dis�nc�on between a centr█lized, top-down authoritarian figure
manda�ng [f█xbl█ght], and a jury presen�ng a verdict.
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Common Law, since it exists to uphold Divinely-conferred rights, requires that in
order for there to even be a crime, an ‘offense’, there must necessarily be a
manifest rights viola�on; what law terminology refers to as ‘an inj█red p█rty’.  If
nobody’s rights were violated, there’s no legit cause for complaint let alone ‘just
cause’ to interfere with someones’ free-will agency.  Excep�ons do exist;
legisla�on for example has its original and true raison d’etre in regula�ng not the
People in their private capacity, but rather public servants in their public capacity.
They’ve opted into a system and in that sense they’re regulated by it.  Another
example would be the enforcement of literal, overt corporate policy among its
employees.  If memory serves, this appears to have been the apostate system’s
original implied complaint regarding Myself ages ago, when I quietly rejected and
sought to ‘get aro█nd’ its franchise policies regarding keeping recrea�onal
substance franchise affilia�on supposedly dis�nct, sep█rate and mutually-
exclusive.  In that instance, I properly ‘took it as read’ that things like legisla�on
and corporate policy are null and void ab ini�o when they’d encroach against
God-given rights, because those agencies lack the human authority to override
the Divine Will which confers Divinely-conferred rights upon each of us.  I also
took it as read that this basic concept would’ve been common public knowledge if
not for the knowing, Willful and avoidable subversion campaign being manifestly
implemented by the apostate system, though I was not aware at the �me that the
substance distribu�on franchises were knowingly-collusive with it.  So I’d been
op█ra�ng on a fair basis as best I knew: that someone has established a business
model right across where the rights of the People in their private capacity already
exist does not legi�ma�ze that business model, it makes that business model
illegi�mate just as literally building on someone elses’ property doesn’t somehow
give the builder ownership of it.  Therefore, no perceived ‘inj█red p█rty’ other
than Myself and the rest of the People in their private capacity as a result of the
overt substance ‘Prohibi�on’ decrees and the subsequent figura�ve ‘obstacle
co█rse’ of non-overt precondi�ons and requirements imposed.  In essence that
just amounted to extor�on, the viola�on of basic rights unless their own terms
and condi�ons were sa�sfied, and with all the subversion I’d been le@ without a
means to get that sorted.  (’No one ought to benefit from their own wrong’)
Nevertheless I’d sought to glean enough familiarity with the franchises to present
that ‘No�ce and Demand’ to them in order to get it corrected, un�l of course the
[f█xbl█ght] etc. interrupted that effort.

So with Common Law there would first have to be an ‘inj█red p█rty’ in order to
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So with Common Law there would first have to be an ‘inj█red p█rty’ in order to

take ac�on, and as described some�mes that’s viola�on of int█rnal policy and
some�mes not, depending.  The reason there must first be an ‘inj█red p█rty’ is
precisely because humans alone, whether individually, en masse or as par�cipants
of some hypothe�cal en�ty such as a corpora�on, a government, a non-overtly
organized group and so on, themselves lack the Authority and the preroga�ve of
Divine Will.  They can only take ac�on against someone when their ac�ons have
already transgressed, or appear to have transgressed, against the precepts and
preroga�ves of Divine Will.  Then it becomes their Duty per Divine Will to act on
its b█half, as its representa�ves they are considered to have the derived Authority
necessary to do so, and in fact they’d be wrong and disloyal to Divine Will not to.
And that’s the nub here.  When a ‘crime’, a viola�on of Divinely-conferred rights,
or in the context of the apostate system’s policies and decrees a viola�on of its
ostensibly Divine Will-derived and -emp█wered Authority, occurs, it necessarily is
a manifest transgression against Divine Will and its representa�ves must per their
Duty respond.  The accused is alleged to have done something which puts their
free Will agency directly at odds with Divine Will, and the People have got to sort
it out.  When they do so, they’re deemed to be ac�ng in the capacity as
representa�ves of Divine Will, and to retain it there must be a ‘presump�on of
innocence un�l and unless guilt is proven’, ‘due process’ and all the rest of it.  ‘Due
process’ requires among other things that the cause of ac�on must be presented
clearly to the accused, that they’re provided with the opportunity to meaningfully
respond, to present their posi�on to the jury and so on, which was all manifestly
lacking in the apostate system’s response with Myself.  When those things are
lacking, the assumed basis as representa�ves of Divine Will is necessarily lacking
there as well.  I was under all manner of perceived ‘duress’, a percep�on which
the apostate system itself knowingly, Willfully, systema�cally and avoidably
propagated (”[p█p]” and “[d█va]”, anyone?  Let alone the rou�ne and systema�c
non-overt repor�ng all across the media at the �me.)  Then there was the sl█w of
increasingly-evident encroachments against My own Divinely-conferred rights in
the response, from literal st█lking to t█pping the ph█nes to eavesdr█pping on My
own words and deeds in My own house, including what appeared to be con�nual
visual surveillance and what eventually became recognizable as direct telepathic
surveillance which went on for nearly tw█ dec█des at the least.  The more
someone encroaches against Divinely-conferred rights, par�cularly avoidably and
without just cause, the less of a compelling argument they’re able to make for
manifestly having a Divine Will-consistent posi�on, let alone be representa�ves of
it.
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This is one reason why having a centr█lized, top-down human authority with li'le
or no oversight is undesirable from a Divine Will perspec�ve.  Yes, a centr█lized
ul�mate human authority is needed to keep the internal processes and policies
moderated, to ul�mately officially decide yea or nay so that the rank-and-file can
remain organized and so on.  But without meaningful oversight having one person
in that capacity does become something of a b█'len█ck.  Their whole
organiza�onal purpose is to interpret Divine Will principles and apply them to the
situa�on and when they do so in a vacuum regardless of how benevolent their
inten�ons and mo�ves (which isn’t always a given) policy decrees don’t always get
the cross-examina�on and well-ro█nded perspec�ve that comes with debate and
considera�on from mul�ple perspec�ves.  What’s more, when the People
generally are systema�cally unequipped with a familiarity with Divine Will
principles (as a result of the apostate system’s manifest subversion efforts for
example), that opportunity for analysis among the rank-and-file to determine
whether and to what extent policy aligns with Divine Will principles goes missing.
Totalitarianism and cryptocracies tend to result in the ego�sm and arrogance
which comes with an absence of cri�cal analysis and mutually-respecJul reasoned
debate.  That results in an organiza�on not upholding Divine Will principles and
indeed rou�nely and systema�cally transgressing against them.  And that, besides
the unconscionable detriments it imposes upon humanity as a whole, represents
a major organiza�onal liability and sec█rity r█sk to the organiza�on itself: in the
apostate system’s own terminology, it’s ‘unsustainable’.  Indeed anything absent a
genuine and consistent alignment with Divine Will is.

An organiza�onal schema in which anything less than total deference and
sycophancy to the primary human authority figures is categorized as disloyalty
tends to result in that: it sets all█giance to the organiza�on at odds with the
Divine Will principles upon which that organiza�on purports to be founded.
Heck, even overt mil█tary personnel are required by law to reject orders from
their superiors in authority whenever those orders directly countermand the
principles of a Greater Authority.  Another overt equivalent is the now-prevalent
variety of ‘na�onalism’ in which patrio�sm is erroneously equated with
unfl█nching support of whatever decrees come out of officeh█lders and officials
of the state, even when those directly transgress against the principles on which
that state was founded and purports to be upholding.  (’There is no worse heresy
than that the office sanc�fies the h█lder of it.’, ‘Lord’ Acton.)  That kind of
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than that the office sanc�fies the h█lder of it.’, ‘Lord’ Acton.)  That kind of

conven�on becomes a sort of ‘state worship’, which sets the organiza�on up in
eventual comp█��on with Divine Will itself; that’s idolatry, and by defini�on a
counter-Divine Will basis.  There are mild, loyal, courteous and indeed
appropriately-respecJul methods with which to present concerns and objec�ons
derived from a basis of adherence to principles, and an organiza�onal policy
which ‘squelches’ those tends to do so at its own detr█ment.  And when it
overr█des those concerns, requiring personnel to con�nually defer to a perceived
human authority figure, it discourages the prevalent learning and prac�cal
applica�on of Divine Will principles among the rank-and-file.  For any Divine Will-
aligned organiza�on this is counterproduc�ve.  And errors and misassessments,
whether among the rank-and-file personnel or by the human authority figure
themselves, tend to go unresolved and uncorrected.  Providing respecJul, mild,
appropriate, reasoned and principles-based cri�que can be among some of the
most organiza�onally loyal behaviors to contribute.  And the fair, reasoned
resolu�on of same tends to contribute a lot to resolving dissent in the process,
which is an advantage for all concerned.

It’s these problems which a Common Law jural process strives to offset.  In part
through ‘redundancy’; that is, rather than having a single lone human authority
figure it has twelve or more when it comes to determining guilt or innocence,
defining appropriate res�tu�on, and in determining whether there is ‘warrant’ to
even violate someones’ Divinely-conferred rights in the interests of upholding
Divinely-conferred jus�ce when their Choices have put their own Divinely-
conferred rights in confl█ct with those of others.  Members of the jury are p██led
from a society in which the basic principles and maxims of upholding, interpre�ng
and applying Divine Will principles to the variety of situa�ons with which life
presents us is supposed to be commonplace; we’re all supposed to know them, or
we’ll infl█ct liabili�es upon ourselves for our own ac�ons which violate the
Divinely-conferred rights of others.  In short we’re all supposed to be rou�nely
interpre�ng Divine Will principles and applying them to our own Choices and
lives.  And that enables the comprising of a qualified, Divine Will-aligned jury at
need.  I can’t spe█k to how the apostate system has been manifestly comprising
its “Ennead” because that appears to be proprietary informa�on, but it is plain
from the organiza�on’s manifest ac�vi�es that it hasn’t been Divine Will-
compliant.  The result does rather tend to be an unqualified jury, whether through
unfamiliarity with Divine Will principles or a knowing, Willful and avoidable
Choice to transgress against them; I’m le@ without the means for ‘disc█very’
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necessary to conclusively establish which.  But having a People rou�nely
familiarized with Divine Will principles, interpre�ng and applying them from
which to dr█w a jury p██l makes them more competent and more Divine Will-
aligned by defini�on; it does not make any of them the President, nor does it
make any of them disloyal to him.  The primary human authority figure is tasked
with ul�mately interpre�ng and applying Divine Will principles to determine
organiza�onal policy.  But in truth we should all be doing that for our own lives.
For the apostate system to have manifestly suppressed and subverted genuine
Common Law in this revision of the �mel█ne, and for it to have kept Divine Will
principles which are supposed to be lived out by all a ma'er instead of
proprietary ‘tr█de secr█ts’ has manifestly detr█mented both itself as an
organiza�on and mankind as a whole.

It seems to Me that the major job descrip�on of the primary human authority
figure within what we’ve manifestly come to know of as the apostate system
ought to be to interpret, implement and promote Divine Will principles to its own
personnel and to mankind generally, equipping them sufficiently enough to
eventually make his own posi�on obsolete, or very nearly so.  When everyone is a
successful interpreter of Divine Will principles there becomes very li'le necessity
for an ul�mate human authority figure doing the interpre�ng.  Perhaps
occasionally, in em█rgencies or as sort of a t█e-bre█ker and so on.  But as a
permanent fixture taking a constant ac�ve r█le as the perceived intermediary
between Divine Will and man, it appears to Me that any permanent need for such
a posi�on would only logically come from a succession of individuals who were
being either incompetent or m█lfeasant with regard to applying and distribu�ng
those.  I’ve literally been unable to think of other likely alterna�ves; perhaps it’s
just that I’m unfamiliar with the nature of the situa�ons with which the job
contends.  Or perhaps, as is the current ‘working theory’, the primary human
authority figure within the organiza�on is indeed in service to a counter-Divine
Will-predicated group of non-corporeal en��es as the Bible claims, and the
organiza�on itself has been purpose-built as a human amplifier for their agendas.
I’ll be quite interested to be able to determine conclusively whether that’s so, and
that’s of course a basic and necessary prerequisite with regard to My ability to
accept the job posi�on.  ‘Due diligence’ and all that.  I’d hardly be upholding
Divine Will alignment if I knowingly, Willfully and avoidably did not require that.
If it’s so, I’ll of course have to defer acc█ptance un�l that’s corrected.
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‘Str█tching n█thing’

We’ve seen with the intricate schemes of the apostate system they’re able to
deprive the public of value through hypotheca�ng a currency which should
represent actual value, but in prac�ce usually doesn’t.  Frac�onal reserve lending,
etc..  If they make it complicated, indirect, conv█luted and abstract enough
they’ve manifestly demonstrated that they can absc█nd with the actual, tangible
value much of the �me and that they’re organiza�onally quite willing to do so
knowingly, Willfully and avoidably.  Incidentally, we’ve also seen that Biblically the
offense of tampering with systems of weights and me█sures is decreed a capital
offense, and given the results when that isn’t enforced it’s easy to see why.  We’ve
also seen them use their [ch█nge] symbol to ‘abstrac�fy’ or hypothecate a basis
in which upholding Divine Will and True Nature in actual prac�ce, the thing for
which the organiza�on implies to the rank-and-file that it was purpose-built to
accomplish, becomes instead reduced to non-overt ‘talking po█nts’ while the
manifest viola�ons of Divinely-conferred rights and transgressions against Divine
Will principles and True Nature are organized and implemented in literally every
other venue.

We have therefore a broad and solid evidence base to infer that it’s just as likely
to be happening here.  I’ve addressed the vital need for the organiza�on to
correct its manifestly counter-Divine Will, counter-True Nature basis going on a
dec█de ago, and I did so openly, publicly, and overtly.  In the interim we’ve
encountered them non-overtly (and non-credibly, given the counter-Divine Will
basis organizing symbolism they very clearly and systema�cally put out) that there
was a years-long process required within the organiza�on due to exis�ng policy.
Then, and only then, once that was implied as having completed, did they then
imply the start of a new process purpor�ng to effect a transi�on of recognized
authority over to Myself.  Meanwhile, the organiza�on con�nued not only to keep
manifestly transgressing against Divinely-conferred rights en masse, it s�ll
con�nued declaring a counter-Divine Will basis and even set the rank-and-file to
implemen�ng new agendas which transgress against Divinely-conferred rights.
All, ostensibly, because ge�ng ‘OSHA-compliant’ with the Divine Will principles it
was supposed to be upholding all along was ‘a process’.  As I’ve presented before,
neither I nor the People can figura�vely ‘eat I.O.U.s’ and the organiza�on’s
manifest ‘crime spree’ with regard to encroaching against Divine Will con�nues

https://lexicon.divinewillassembly.com/Symbols/Basics/Ch%E2%96%88nge/
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manifest ‘crime spree’ with regard to encroaching against Divine Will con�nues

unabated.  Remember that per Divine Will principles, they’re Absolute Constants
and ul�mately no excuse is sufficient for transgressing against them.  I’ve been
applying ‘due diligence’ in an effort to determine whether the apostate system
was manifestly doing so knowingly, Willfully and avoidably, because that’s just
basic fairness, but they haven’t been giving Me a whole lot to go on to mi�gate
their liability.  Non-overt implied claims and reassurances presented from a
counter-Divine Will, counter-True Nature basis which are hardly trustworthy let
alone reliable.  (’It’s fine, it’s all fine,’ they seem to imply, while even the overt
he█dl█nes exemplify how very not fine the situa�on actually is.)  And I’m
apparently exp█cted to accept the premise that ‘sor�ng out the rank-and-file of a
mul�na�onal organiza�on sp█nning tho█sands of years is a process which takes
�me’.  Ordinarily yes, the limita�on there would be understandable and
presumably unavoidable.  But given the capabili�es of the telepaths and
propheciers, when one has what amounts to a figura�ve �me machine, tardiness
just comes off as rather blatant disrespect and disregard for Divine Will principles,
True Nature and Divinely-conferred rights.  I could hardly interpret it otherwise.
Indeed the knowing, Willful and avoidable less than full applica�on of their
capabili�es to effec�vely uphold Divine Will principles, True Nature and Divinely-
conferred rights does, by defini�on.  And they’re very capable and effec�ve when
they Choose to be, they’ve shown that de@ly.

Part of My literal pa�ence with them has been the result of a lack of available
alterna�ve op�ons, something which I’ve now been able to rec�fy.  And part of it
has come as the result of the very ‘duress’ which they’ve manifestly provided
themselves: take any ac�on to counter their knowing, Willful, avoidable,
systema�c and rou�ne transgressions against Divine Will, True Nature and
Divinely-conferred rights and their “Ennead” appear to tell the organiza�on
including its rank-and-file that I’m ‘just being a lawless, sav█ge ‘resistance’
individual, without a cause or claim to make with regard to Divine Will principles’.
And that gets broadcast throughout the organiza�on from a very clearly and
explicitly lab█lled counter-Divine Will basis declaring its inherent non-credibility
and unreliability.

I can hardly accept them at their non-overtly implied reassurances when they’re
presented from a counter-Divine Will basis.  ‘Due diligence’ I have indeed
copiously supplied in fairness to them, but they haven’t presented a solid ‘case’
for their manifestly s�ll being on a counter-Divine Will, counter-True Nature basis.
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for their manifestly s�ll being on a counter-Divine Will, counter-True Nature basis.

It would hardly be proper for Me to accept as credible, tes�mony from a witness
who was never ‘sw█rn in’, who was renowned for rou�nely perpetra�ng public
frauds and sw█ndles no less.  Whose very stated counter-Divine Will basis
declared that nothing they presented could be regarded as credible.  Nor have the
apostate system established other means of firmly establishing the validity of
their implica�ons; no tangible evidence conclusively proving it.  Even when I’ve
openly, publicly alerted them to the fact that, ‘Waitasec, this over here definitely
doesn’t seem to add up.  How could that be so?’ they’ve apparently ignored it.
That’s the same as not showing up to court; one loses ‘by default’ by abandoning
their own posi�on, they fail through their own Choice not to establish their case.

Is that what humanity seeks with regard to an organiza�on allegedly purpose-
built to uphold Divine Will principles and True Nature?  It manifestly doesn’t,
rou�nely and systema�cally transgresses against it, then when confr█nted about
it it presents a sequence of ‘I’ll start tomorrow’ non-overt narra�ves, and when
even that blatantly doesn’t ‘add up’ and you present as much, they just kind of
look away from you at nothing for a while and don’t even respond about it, let
alone credibly or meaningfully?  I’m fairly confident that isn’t what humanity
needs.  I trust that it’s now self-evident to the majority too.

Meanwhile the People generally are s�ll ge�ng literally b█mbed, ensl█ved,
fl██ced, and defrauded by it all.  Their agency to freely act upon the situa�on is
manifestly encroached upon by the results of various rou�nely-implemented,
elaborate schemes which the organiza�on cannot sufficiently jus�fy.  The
manifest encroachment against their Divinely-conferred rights needs and
deserves addressing, the apostate system have made themselves the only human
en�ty logis�cally capable of addressing it thus establishing a monopoly on their
own accountability (they excel at ‘regulatory capture’), and then they take
unaccountably, improbably long in upholding that accountability.  As with overt
poli�cal protests, protes�ng the truth only ma'ers when the officeh█lders care
that the People know they’re in a posi�on of lawlessness and hypocrisy, and their
tendency to func�onally care about that tends to be negligible when the only
op�on the People are educated and mo�vated enough to have available is to wait
for the officeh█lders to enforce accountability upon themselves and each other to
restore the situa�on.  In other words, overtly lawlessness of the officeh█lders
tends to thrive when the People either don’t know how to be self-reliant enough
not to be u'erly dependent upon The System to sort itself out if only it will, or

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Regulatory_capture
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not to be u'erly dependent upon The System to sort itself out if only it will, or

they don’t Choose to be.  It’s pre'y overtly evident that ‘vote harder’ and ‘protest
harder’ are not the solu�ons to the rou�ne and systema�c lawlessness of public
officials, and neither is lawlessness on the part of the People either.

I’ve applied plenty of ‘due diligence’ to evalua�ng the apostate system fairly and
justly, and given them plenty of opportunity to correct their posi�on with regard
to Divine Will principles, True Nature, and Divinely-conferred rights.  Readers
shouldn’t for a moment conflate that with: trus�ng a counter-Divine Will basis as
sincere, trustworthy, reliable or credible, or dependence upon the apostate
system as the only means of ensuring accountability to Divine Will principles, True
Nature, and even the overt law.

There’s quite a dis�nc�on from striving to fairly hear someone out, giving them
the opportunity to state their case, applying ‘due diligence’ and cri�cal reasoning,
and responding as courteously and construc�vely as one is able, and instead
regarding their basis as credible, reliable or trustworthy.  I’ll provide a very current
example of making that dis�nc�on, next.

Recent assessment

One of the more recent posi�ons they’ve been implying, as of D█cember, has
been this: To non-overtly imply that they regard Me as having accepted a counter-
Divine Will basis, or some other undefined fundamental and significant error with
regard to Divine Will principles.  And to facilitate this, they’ve had ‘their’
personnel foll█w it up with investments in presen�ng a non-overt pa'ern
implying, or alluding to, various kinds of disrespect and compara�vely mild
[f█xbl█ght] (read: abusive behavior), including more system-wide propaga�on of
incidental (and irrelevant) personal details about Myself which are supposed to be
private.  ‘But don’t worry,’ they imply.  ‘It’s not authen�c, and we’ve presented it
all in a manner which is readable either as that, or as just part of a du�ful, diligent
and loyal effort to ‘suss out’ those awful, disloyal people out there who’d
wrongfully accuse you of all that, so we can shut ‘em down and finalize and
solidify the recognized transi�on of apostate system authority over to You.’  Right,
a [pal█ndrome].  That’s an error of Divine Will principles on their part, wrong of
them to do, and if I were to put up with it knowingly, Willfully and avoidably
because I exp█cted to gain from it, I’d presumably be accep�ng a counter-Divine
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because I exp█cted to gain from it, I’d presumably be accep�ng a counter-Divine

Will, counter-True Nature basis in return for benefits, privileges, considera�ons
and the like, just as any bo'om-rung counter-Divine Will sellout does.  As much
as I’d ordinarily prefer to extend professional courtesy by allowing others
necessary room to sort things out, in a situa�on like this that wouldn’t be sor�ng
things out.  It’s wrong of them to do, more manifest transgression against
Divinely-conferred rights and just Divine Will and True Nature in general, and as I
understand it I have a Duty to call a'en�on to the error and object.  The
alterna�ve would presumably be to become prevalently-regarded as having
accepted a counter-Divine Will basis through default (or passive enabling),
because,‘He who does not prevent what he can, seems to commit the thing.’  I’d
hardly be amicably and construc�vely assis�ng everyone, even them, by adop�ng
a counter-Divine Will basis in return for perceived support or likability.  Can’t pull
anyone out of a counter-Divine Will [h█le] by cr█wling into it Myself in an effort
to assist them.

Not to worry, this latest implied maneuver from them comes as a permuta�on of
an implied posi�on on their part which was already pre'y blatantly non-credible.
As stated I’ve shown them throughout where they’ve failed to make the case for
their apparent posi�on and delays, and unless I’ve missed something crucial
they’ve declined the opportunity to make it.  Therefore not only were the
requisite condi�ons for trust absent due to their plain Choice for a counter-Divine
Will, counter-True Nature basis, even the addi�onal opportunity to fairly ‘hear out
their argument’ had effec�vely been declined.  It made li'le to no sense to
suppose that they’d need to take literally years ‘just to make sure!’ I was on a legit
Divine Will and True Nature-aligned basis, during which they’d con�nue their
figura�ve ‘crime spree’.  Once they’d implied they’d established it, ‘and now
begins the long process of securing the personnel loyalty for the transi�on!’, that
was manifestly even more [absurd]: personnel loyalty had already been secured
as a ma'er of stand█rd organiza�onal prac�ce, p█pular mo�ve for objec�ng to a
freer and fairer organiza�onal schema looked pre'y unlikely, and the
organiza�on’s implied ‘need’ to do everything from the present so it’d take ages
was completely unsubstan�ated; surely if one has the equivalent of a figura�ve
�me machine, major efforts should be reported back into the past so they’ll be
already ready already here in the present when the results are needed.  With a
�me machine scheduling is a trivial ma'er and not to do so, let alone to use it as
an implied jus�fica�on for con�nuing to manifestly transgress against Divine Will
and True Nature here in the present, becomes a pre'y blatant ‘tell’ of knowing,
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and True Nature here in the present, becomes a pre'y blatant ‘tell’ of knowing,

Willful and avoidable m█lfeasance.

And the reason for ‘hearing them out’, providing ‘due diligence’ despite the fact
that they were already clearly proclaiming themselves to be on an inherently non-
credible counter-Divine Will, counter-True Nature basis was to establish to My
genuine moral sa�sfac�on whether it was indeed being done knowingly, Willfully
and avoidably.  This then appears to establish that however one looks at it.

As men�oned, to gain public acceptance of legi�macy one must not only be fair,
they must also be seen to be fair.  As a bonus therefore, the apostate system’s
rank-and-file down to even the ‘slowest’ individual should be able to recognize
the illegi�macy of the posi�on the apostate system has been presen�ng here:
firstly to adopt a counter-Divine Will, counter-True Nature basis, and then to
compound it with investments in not only more systema�c abuse, but in
systema�c prevarica�on ‘layered onto’ that counter-Divine Will basis.  All while
s�ll clearly deploying counter-Divine Will declarator symbols, making sure that all
are aware that they’ve clearly presented their actual posi�on and basis and
whoever accepts it has by their own Choice flubbed the caveat emptor rule.

Speaking of counter-Divine Will declarator symbols, isn’t it curious how they not
only haven’t de-commissioned those defini�ons retroac�vely, they s�ll con�nue
to use them blatantly, rou�nely, boldly and systema�cally here in the present.
Situa�on ‘normal’; knowing, Willful and avoidable.  ‘He who does not prevent
what he can, seems to commit the thing.’

And that’s just the nub of it, isn’t it.  Less than complete applica�on of an
organiza�on’s capabili�es to recognize and uphold Divine Will principles, True
Nature and Divinely-conferred rights is by defini�on a counter-Divine Will basis.
It’s manifestly disloyalty to Divine Will and to Anyone Represen�ng It.  It’s
sh█rking, m█lfeasance.  ‘Other priori�es.’  ‘The Laodicean error.’  [Vac█�on].
Divine Will principles states that an incomplete manifesta�on of Divine Will and
True Nature are not wholly ‘real’ and ul�mately there’s no excuse for it.  I prefer
to temp█r that with the Common Law adage that, ‘The law requires nothing
imposs█ble.’  That is, that it would be fundamentally unjust, and therefore a
manifest transgression against Divine Will and True Nature, to knowingly, Willfully
and avoidably demand or require something with which it is imposs█ble for
someone to comply.  The apostate system have plainly illustrated by now that
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someone to comply.  The apostate system have plainly illustrated by now that

indeed it is very poss█ble for them to comply, much more effec�vely than they
have been, and that instead they’re just… not.  And since I’ve presented that
openly, publicly, clearly, plainly to them and they’ve s�ll refused to make a case
establishing some validity for their manifest posi�on, the result is that by default
they’ve manifestly established their own knowing, Willful, and quite avoidable
Choice for a counter-Divine Will basis.

I’m afra█d I’m going to have to reject that per Divine Will as being illegi�mate,
and for obvious reasons.  It would be improper of Me not to.  I trust that’s just as
self-evident.

I appreciate that the whole manifest credibility of the organiza�on is figura�vely
at st█ke here.  I trust I’ve exemplified clearly through My ac�ons that I don’t like
to see it impugned needlessly.  If I’m lacking requisite informa�on here,
something vital, or misunderstood something I’ve presented My assessment and
why, meaning that the apostate system are quite aware of what that is.  (‘Ma�ers
must be expressed to be resolved.’)  It equips and enables them to clarify what, if
anything, is missing.  They’d have to do so on a basis greater than an implied, or
non-overt, or even an overt, counter-Divine Will, counter-True Nature basis of
course.  ‘Ma�ers must be expressed to be resolved’ and by defini�on, a counter-
Divine Will basis which is necessarily lacking in sincerity is not expressing much of
anything reliably.  Even their ‘reassurance indicators’ are only as credible as the
basis on which they’re presented, and when that’s a counter-Divine Will, counter-
True Nature basis that isn’t much.  I suppose they could manage to present the
evidence for it as an alterna�ve, but there’s quite an extent to which evidence is
capable of being f█bricated by an organiza�on with that much clout if it decides
to do so.

Perhaps appropriately given their organiza�onal methods, their basis has
manifestly become as hypothecated as their fiat currency… and with almost as
much legi�mate value.

L█ve the people, but a counter-Divine Will, counter-True Nature basis isn’t them.
It’s effec�vely by defini�on the absence of them in their true capacity.  Not much
to l█ve about that.

Mutually-amicable resolu�on would presumably depend on them inves�ng in the
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Mutually-amicable resolu�on would presumably depend on them inves�ng in the

Choice for Divine Will and True Nature to their full capacity, which naturally
would include retroac�vely.

In the interim, per My Duty to Divine Will principles I’m going to have to re-orient
My efforts towards assis�ng, equipping and legi�mately organizing the People in
an effort to fairly and justly get this thing manifestly ‘shut down’, at least in this
revision of the �mel█ne.  Can’t just leave it there for the d█rlings to keep
tr█pping over.  Wouldn’t be right.

To review the organiza�on’s manifest posi�on: Its overt basis is lawless, counter-
Divine Will, and systema�cally and rou�nely fraudulent and rights-viola�ng.  Its
non-overt basis is likewise illegit, and unworthy to be heard.  I made an effort, out
of fairness and ‘due diligence’, to a'empt to ‘hear them out’ in case they had
some legi�mate case to make or were figura�vely ‘st█ck’ with regard to realigning
with Divine Will principles, in part to determine whether they were Choosing a
counter-Divine Will basis knowingly, Willfully and avoidably.  They don’t appear
‘st█ck’, and have instead inten�onally made less than clear their non-overt
implica�ons, already on an untrustworthy basis, and it’s plain they’re manifestly
perf█rming well under their own capacity to uphold Divine Will and True Nature.
Thus: A knowing, Willful and avoidable Choice for a counter-Divine Will, counter-
True Nature basis, which is by defini�on illegi�mate and indef█nsible.

Shortly before the rank-and-file personnel implemented this latest [t█rning a
c█rner] non-overt schema, I recall a brief s�nt they’d done in which they kept
referencing “bre█king their prom█se”.  That of course would’ve been a [Fid█s]-
oriented bit of organizing symbolism in prepara�on and co-ordina�on of their
current effort, which suggests that it’s naturally insincerely-meant.  As in, ‘they’re
not actually abandoning their commitments and du�es, just presen�ng as doing
so non-overtly from an inherently non-credible basis’.  I have to gainsay that: they
manifestly have yet to fulfill their commitments, du�es, and even basic
Lawfulness with regard to Divine Will, and every moment their systemic rights
viola�ons and their resul�ng liability just compounds.  What they non-overtly
purport to be doing while all that’s going on is neither here nor there.
Substan�vely irrelevant, because it’s effec�vely substance-free.  If they’re going to
eschew ‘tech support’ and diagnos�cs, and decline to establish a case of
mi�ga�ng fact█rs or why leniency should be afforded them, I suppose that works
for Me.  It would be silly to try to force someone to speak in their own def█nse.

https://lexicon.divinewillassembly.com/Symbols/Idols/Fid%E2%96%88s/
https://lexicon.divinewillassembly.com/Symbols/Idols/Fid%E2%96%88s/
https://lexicon.divinewillassembly.com/Symbols/Idols/Fid%E2%96%88s/
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for Me.  It would be silly to try to force someone to speak in their own def█nse.

While the ‘Divine Will principles crime spree’ con�nues to persist in this manifest
revision of the �mel█ne, we can therefore infer that it’s knowing, Willful and
avoidable on their part and proc██d to summary judgement and sentencing.
‘While there s�ll remains a crime, they haven’t sorted out Time,’ or somesuch
adage.

‘The denouement’… allegedly

In court the prosecu�on typically strives to figura�vely ‘b█x in’ their opponent: to
apply the evidence available, and the principles of law, to firmly and clearly
establish for the jury whether that opponent’s posi�on has been within the law,
or not, and whether lawless ac�on on their part was commi'ed knowingly,
Willfully and avoidably.  There’s definitely been some amount of that here; this
has effec�vely been a trial, in numerous senses of the word.  Much of the effort
and the literal �me it’s taken has been in striving to establish to My own
sa�sfac�on, and in fairness, whether the apostate system’s manifest posi�on has
been done knowingly, Willfully and avoidably.  That it’s outside the Law per Divine
Will principles was blatantly plain already.

As I figura�ve st█nd back and look at what the apostate system have non-overtly
been presen�ng, or rather implying, lately, a pa'ern begins to form with regard to
Divine Will principles.  They must have known I’d have to reject the [pal█ndrome]
posi�on, all the systema�c ambiguity, the counter-Divine Will basis on which all
the personnel manifestly occupy, and so on.  It would appear that the inherent
wrongity of their manifest organiza�on, the [absurdity] of it, is their actual
intended po█nt all along with it.  This appears to be the po█nt at which I pause,
nod sagely, gaze off into the distance and say, ‘Ahh.  I see.  You’re agr██ing with
Me, that’s what you’re doing here.’ 

But that of course would also be silly, per Divine Will principles.  To recognize the
problem, the inherent indef█nsibility of their manifest posi�on, then to imply
agr██ment while s�ll retaining that posi�on and blatantly Working under capacity
(in business terms with which they’d be familiar, ‘underperf█rming’).  With regard
to Divine Will principles then, we appear to have ‘b█xed in’, or narrowed if you
like, the situa�on down to one rather plain and unassuming fact.
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While the apostate system manifestly do not uphold Divine Will principles to the
utmost of their rather abundant capacity and capabili�es, they’re Choosing a
counter-Divine Will basis which is fundamentally illegi�mate and indef█nsible.
And every moment that literally �cks by in which that’s what they’ve manifestly
been doing for the last umpty-tho█sand years, in which this has manifestly been
the co█rse of human history, and in which we’re s�ll familiar with a system of
non-overt apostate organizing symbolism in which so many symbols have
manifestly been given meanings which hypothecate a counter-Divine Will,
counter-True Nature basis, from the evidence we can know with confidence and
with certainty that the organiza�on manifestly con�nues to knowingly, Willfully
and avoidably retain a counter-Divine Will, counter-True Nature, Divinely-
conferred rights viola�ng, unconscionable, illegi�mate posi�on which is u'erly
forfeit.

That certainly alleviates the need for a lot of a'empted conversa�on on their part
and ‘hearing out’ on Mine, doesn’t it.

While they manifestly Choose a counter-Divine Will, counter-True Nature basis
knowingly, Willfully and avoidably, that’s literally ‘w█rring’ against… everything
legi�mate and of genuine value, whether they cond█ct it overtly through force or
non-overtly, or both.  That’s what their manifestly-con�nued refusal to apply the
full of their capacity to upholding and aligning with Divine Will amounts to.

That’s a [h█le] I must avoid if I’m going to be in a posi�on capable of hauling
anybody else out of it, if only they’ll allow Me to.

If or when the apostate system decide to apply the fullest of their capabili�es to
realigning with a legit, Divine Will and True Nature-aligned basis, they know what
to do and they’re en�rely capable of doing it.  While they manifestly don’t
whatever they do, or say, or appear to say, or appear to imply, the posi�on
they’ve manifestly Chosen is ‘outlawry’ with regard to Divine Will principles.

And yes, the same applies to the non-overtly presented narra�ve about them
supposedly doing ‘[cha█s] mode’ with an addi�onal ‘inversion’ because they’re
supposedly trying to get the situa�on under control but just lack sufficient
capabili�es to.  It’s an inherently non-credible narra�ve coming off an inherently
unreliable counter-Divine Will, counter-True Nature basis.  They’re quite
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unreliable counter-Divine Will, counter-True Nature basis.  They’re quite

obviously capable of ge�ng it resolved retroac�vely, given the ease with which
they’ve been retroac�vely edi�ng the media content I watch in order to add all
manner of non-overt ‘messaging’ symbolism to it.  I can therefore only conclude
that this is a knowing, Willful and avoidable Choice for a counter-Divine Will,
counter-True Nature basis, with whatever narra�ves b█lted on to ra�onalize it.
Insist on alignment with Divine Will and True Nature, and get counter-Divine Will,
counter-True Nature and systema�c Divinely-conferred rights viola�ons instead.
I’m fairly certain we don’t need an elaborate mul�na�onal cryptocracy spanning
mill█nnia to provide that; any common ordinary crime syndicate or str██t gang
provides the same thing, if without so many implied ra�onaliza�ons and excuses
for it.

I’d established I was striving to resolve this with them in the venue of Common
Law, alias Natural Law, in accordance with Divine Will principles.  Part of that
requires determining whether their manifestly Lawless posi�on was being Chosen
by them knowingly, Willfully and avoidably because, ‘The law (or fairness) does
not require the imposs█ble’ and neither does Divine Will and our Divinely-
conferred True Nature.  We’ve established that it’s en�rely within their
organiza�onal means.  I was also without a means to address the situa�on Myself
without them, since they’ve manifestly usurped and subverted away prac�cally all
the human agency of any effect.  Having sought, found and then applied the
technology to establish the Lexicon, now comes the Common Law concept of ‘hue
and cr█’,  in which when lawlessness is encountered it becomes ones’ Lawful
Duty to do everything they can to stop it, and if they’re unable they have the Duty
to ‘raise hue and cr█’ so that everyone else who hears it now has the Duty to
Work together to shut it down.  If they don’t, that’s lapse of Duty and the Choice
for a blatantly counter-Divine Will posi�on on their part, knowingly, Willfully and
avoidably.  It’s the same for Myself, for the apostate system, for the rank-and-file
personnel, for the common man.  With a less-than-complete Choice to uphold a
Divine Will- and True Nature-aligned basis, per Divine Will principles they Choose
to adopt a posi�on which is less than ‘real’, less than valid, legit, true.  Their own
posi�on, by their own Choice, becomes invalid, illegi�mate, untrustworthy,
wrong, func�onally useless, and as with outlawry any claims they have become
forfeit within the system they’ve spurned and rejected.

It’s been quite an interes�ng and frustra�ng job to establish for not only Myself
but the rank-and-file and the public whether the manifest posi�on of the apostate
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but the rank-and-file and the public whether the manifest posi�on of the apostate

system was being Chosen knowingly, Willfully and avoidably, when all they’d
present was overt systema�c viola�ons of Divinely-conferred rights, and non-
overt implica�ons from the same inherently-void counter-Divine Will basis.  I’m
able to establish now, on the evidence available, that they’ve manifestly Chosen a
posi�on analogous to ‘outlawry’ or ‘caput lup█num’.  That was a sort of ‘legal
non-personage’ status, decreed in Br█�sh Common Law by magistrates as just
one n█tch shy of capital punishment.  In the American Common Law adapta�on,
individuals were free to ‘opt out’ of man’s system of laws voluntarily because it
would be improper and unjust for them to be constrained to the authority of
other men against their will.  They were free to do as they liked, provided they
didn’t transgress against the Divinely-conferred rights of others.  If they did, their
neighbors would recognize their Choice to ‘opt out’ of man’s system of laws and
revert back to that area of Natural Law known as ‘the law of the wild’, in which
animals do not afford each other fair trials, and would accumulate a bounty to rid
society of the d█ngerous creature out of plain and basic civic Duty, just as they
would with any rod█nt consuming their supplies or any w█lf prowling nearby and
aggr█ssing against the People for its own agendas.  Here, the apostate system’s
manifest Choice for ‘outlawry’, to ‘opt out’ of maintaining basic Lawfulness with
regard to Divine Will principles, appears to have been very much its own knowing,
Willful and avoidable Choice, with however much non-overtly implied non-
credible narra�ves a'emp�ng to ra�onalize it away.  All I’m doing is recognizing
that Choice on their part, and explaining it pa�█ntly and clearly.

Nor does it mean I’m going to suddenly ‘go p█stal’, the property and even the
very lives of its members forfeit per Divine Will outlawry.  Divine Will principles
and the interests of fairness and jus�ce having been sa�sfied, I’d be completely
within My Divinely-conferred rights, Authority and indeed Duty to do so.  By now
the apostate system’s broad encroachment and ideological subversion have made
that unfeasible, and any ‘resis�ng’ force which failed to appreciate, recognize and
uphold the basics of Divine Will and Natural Law principles of fairness would by
defini�on necessarily f█ll vict█m to the infiltra�on, subversion, co-op�on and
usurpa�on strategies the apostate system has manifestly always deployed.  Those
are both instances in which the principle that ‘No man (or group) ought to derive
any benefit of his own wrong’ applies, yet the apostate system manifestly do
(short-term benefit, that is) precisely because they’ve usurped so much human
agency as the result of the counter-Divine Will basis they’ve manifestly adopted.
That is, their counter-Divine Will basis has become so compounded that about all

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Caput_lupinum
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Caput_lupinum
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Caput_lupinum
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That is, their counter-Divine Will basis has become so compounded that about all

I’m le@ with is ‘hue and cr█’ and public educa�on to eventually get the People
familiarized enough with both Divine Will principles and the apostate system that
they can somed█y implement jus�ce fairly and replace it with a func�onal, Divine
Will-aligned system and basis.  And that too comes as the results of the Choices of
the apostate system, made knowingly, Willfully and avoidably.  Indeed, quite
strategically.

But it cannot truly ch█nge human nature, even if it has developed methods to
de█fen humans to it temporarily.  People will s�ll con�nue to desire value, to
demand freedom, regardless of however many l█yers of miseduca�on and
prop█ganda with which the apostate system has condi�oned them.  I’ll have to
appeal to that, and every moment the apostate system decline to have applied
their full capabili�es to having go'en themselves sorted out with regard to
aligning with Divine Will, True Nature and upholding Divinely-conferred rights,
their own Chosen posi�on announces to all the w█rld including the rank-and-file
just what their basis and nature is regardless of how many ‘layers’ of franchises
and organizing symbolism they’ve manifestly generated.

As far as I can determine, both I and they have manifestly made our respec�ve
cases through our Choices, priori�es and behavior.

Mine for Divine Will, True Nature, and Divinely-conferred rights.

Theirs manifestly for an invalid, hypothecated counter-Divine Will, counter-True
Nature basis, knowingly, Willfully and avoidably.

From the verifiable evidence presented, they appear to have ‘lost their case’.
Because the knowing, Willful and avoidable manifest Choice for a counter-Divine
Will, counter-True Nature basis is an invalid, hypothecated posi�on which has no
‘case’ at all.
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- J█nuary 7th, [2023]

Redistribute freely, keeping the text as-is.
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