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Invisible Contracts The Armen Condo
Letter

by George Mercier August, 1984

[ [ndex ]

I n August, 1984, Arnen Condo, Founder of Your Heritage
Protection Agency ("YHPA") was bei ng prosecuted by the
Federal Governnent under nunerous tax related statutes, as
wel | as other collateral charges such as nmail fraud.

The YHPA is still (the record holds to this day), the

| ar gest organi zed tax protester group to ever have existed
in the United States (with respectful deference to our
Foundi ng Fat hers and i nnunerable fell ow unsung "t ax
protester" patriots living and laying their lives on the
line in the 1700s for our benefit today). In its heyday in
t he 1970s/1980s, the YHPA' s dues-payi ng nenbershi p reached
well into the 20,000 to 30,000 range, before it was
ultimately brought into a state of non-exi stence through
the intervention of strongly persuasive federal influences.

The YHPA published a fairly thick newspaper, and conti nued
on in their efforts for several years, with their primry
focus based upon the illegitinmcy of Federal Reserve

Not es, contendi ng thereon that receipt of said Federal
Reserve Notes did not constitute "incone," therefore, no
one receiving said notes was |iable under federal incone
tax statutes. Although additional proprietary "tax
protester" positions were routinely addressed, the YHPA' s
primary focus remai ned centered around Federal Reserve

Not es.

Curiously, as a side note, individuals choosing to join
the YHPA (usually in the context of a dinner/sem nar
setting), were guided through a "joining process" at the
concl usion of the sem nar, where dual |ID photos were taken
(the YHPA kept one photo, and you received the other,
using a dual -photo canera simlar to the dual -photo
caneras used at your |ocal Departnent of Mtor Vehicles or
| ocal passport photo vendor) and slick, professional

| ooking "I D cards" were processed on the spot and given to
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each new nenber at that tine.

I n hindsight, the stated reasons given at these dinner/
semnars with respect to the "necessity" of having/
creating a photo ID card were rather specious at best, and
in fact, there was sone additional hindsight tal k that

per haps the YHPA was a Federal "Tax Protester"™ Sting
Qperation all along, designed to attract and then

i dentify. [For exanple, in the US S R, the KE&B is known
to have secretly "created" (sponsored is nore like it) --
various protester groups for the sole purpose of throw ng
out sone attractive philosophy designed to attract a
certain type of individual, and then having "extracted"

t hose individuals fromsociety, and having thus identified
them -- then shutting down the organization and arresting
the nenbers. This practice is a utilization of the

princi ple known as the "Doctrine of False Qpposition."]

After all, it is rather suspicious, if not ironic, that an
organi zation purporting to be highly critical of
“governnent,"” and taking a relatively "radical" approach
to sane (non-filing tax protesters "sign up here..."), and
havi ng an orientation favoring the individual over
governnent in general, would in fact so closely enul ate
“"Big Brother" tactics such as requiring a photo ID card
for all of its new nenbers, and for reasons that woul d not
normally hold up to intellectual scrutiny or inspection
except for the fact that within the context of the actual

j oi ning process, those people were not concerning

t hensel ves at the tine with such incongruities, but were

i nstead swept up in the excitenent and inpetus of the "I'm
Mad As Hell and I'm Not Going To Take Anynore" senti nent
generated at typical YHPA recruitnment sem nars.

Agai nst this backdrop, George Mercier wote a thoughtful
advisory letter to Armen Condo in August of 1984, seeking
to correctively alter the course Condo was then pursuing
vis-a-vis his federal case, wth the objective of the

| etter being oriented towards keeping Arnen Condo out of a
federal cage. And with respect to Arnen Condo, the letter
was a wash, as Arnen Condo was highly unreceptive to its
contents (being in an unteachable state of mnd, and so he
rejected it "in toto"); however, the letter did not stop
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there wwth Arnen Condo. In fact, it sonehow "expl oded"
into the general patriot pipeline/netwrk, and was w dely
copied and circul ated all across the country. (Although
Arnmen Condo reacted adversely to the letter, it found a
very receptive and appreciative audi ence anongst patriots
across the nation).

One such copy of the letter found its way into the hands

of Frank May, who subsequently wote an intelligent and

t houghtful letter to George Mercier, seeking an expansi on
of the enticing data contained in the Arnen Condo Letter.
Expansi on he wanted -- expansion he got, because Ceorge
Mercier in turn wote a reply letter to Frank May -- a 745-
page letter, which then becane a privately published book
entitled "Invisible Contracts - The Frank May

Letter" (dated Decenber 31, 1985).

So, without further commentary, what follows is the
original letter to Armen Condo, the letter which started
it all...

August, 1984
Dear M. Condo:

| just received your periodical "YHPA" for March, 1984,
whi ch | had requested from your organization for the
pur pose of contenplating subscribing to it.

In analyzing the contents of your magazine, | found that
the United States is apparently trying to:

1. Get a restraining order to shut down your
oper ati on;

2. Trying to get sone incarceration out of you
as wel | .

In trying to get a feel for your sentinents towards the
United States for doing these things to you, | detected
underlying feelings of anxiety and sone resentnent on your
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part. Therefore, what | have to say wll only be of val ue
to you to the extent that you are in a teachable attitude.
| know that | amtaking a shot in the dark by telling you

t hings which follow, but | think it is inportant that
soneone informyou why you are on the "left side" of the

| ssues and why and how the United States is on the "right
side" of the issues -- and that the Federal Judge is
nerely enforcing private agreenents that you continue to
maintain in effect with the U S. Secretary of the Treasury.

By the tine you receive this letter in August, the Judge
may al ready have taken sone action on the governnent's

petition for a restraining order against you -- | do not
know t he present status of that action, but the

I nformati on you need to know will be inportant to you
either way the Judge rules. If the restraining order has
been granted, | can show you how to get it reversed next
January.

Before | identify the private agreenent you continue to

maintain with the Secretary of the Treasury (which
agreenent places you into a witten, equity relationship
with the United States), there is a fundanental principle
underlying Anerican jurisprudence you nust be aware of as
background material to understand what follows. This
principle is a hybrid corollary and consi stent extension
of the evidentiary doctrine that specificity in evidence
wi |l always overrule generalities in evidence, even when
they are in direct conflict wth each other. For exanpl e,
the statenent by one witness to a crine that...

"I saw a worman run around the corner, it wasn't
a man..." (and therefore the defendant, who is a
man, isn't the crimnal).

That statenent would be overruled by this statenent from
anot her w tness...

"The person | saw run around the corner had | ong
hair, a beard, and sonething like a tatoo on his
neck..."
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Hence, conflicts in testinony are al ways resol ved by
giving the greater weight to the nost specific statenents.
This is also the way equity grievances in contract

di sputes are settled -- the nost specific, detailed clause
governing the disputed circunstance is construed to be the
statenment neant to govern the disputed circunstances --
even though broader, nore general statenments can be found
In the contract and may favor the other party.

The principle that applies to your relationship with the
King (the King being the United States -- the Constitution
bei ng essentially a renaned enactnent of English Conmon
Law as it was at that time, with only additional

restrai nnments being placed on the King) is the principle

that private agreenents will always overrule the
Constitution and the Bill of R ghts. Thus, specific
agreenents governing individual circunstances wll always

overrul e broad general clauses found in the

Constitution. O expressed in other words, it is
irrational to allow soneone to enter into a private
agreenment with soneone, and then allow himto take a

cl ause out of the Constitution -- off point and out of
context -- and allow himto take that clause and use it to
weasel, twi st and squirmhis way out of the agreenent, all
while retaining the financial gain the agreenent gave him
in the first place. This is irrational, and judges won't
allowit.

For exanple, let's say that | hired you to cone work for
me as a conputer design engineer for ny conputer conpany.
When you started work for ne you signed an agreenent
agreeing that all conpany information that you were
exposed to while enployed here, and all know edge you
acqui red regardi ng i npendi ng new products and technol ogi es
bei ng worked on here -- you had agreed not to disclose,
rel ease or dissem nate any such confidential information
to any ot her person for a five year period after you | eft
ny enploy for any reason. So let's say that you have now
| eft my conpany, and you start publishing and

di ssem nating information you | earned while here to ny
conpetitors. Your excuse for violating the agreenent you
signed earlier wwth ne is that...
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“Well, the First Amendnent says | got freedom of
speech and press..."

So now | take you in front of a judge and ask for a
restraining order. Question: Does the First Anendnent
apply? The answer is no, it doesn't. Restraining order
granted. Reason: Private agreenents overrule the Bill of
Rights. In other words, one does not get to use the Bil
of Rights to weasel out of private agreenents, while
retaining the gain that the agreenment gave himin the
first place. In the back of the judge's mnd is the
foll ow ng | ogic:

“"Well, M. Condo... you entered into an
agreenment with M. Mercier to be an engi neer for
him and under which you experienced financi al
gain or profit. Now that you don't feel |ike
honori ng the agreenent any |onger, you want to
take a clause out of the Bill of R ghts to work
your way out of your agreenent with M. Mercier,
all while keeping the noney he gave you under
the agreenment by working for him This is
irrational. Restraining order will have to be
granted.”

Anot her exanple is this: Say that you are a convi ct
sitting in a prison. The warden calls you upstairs and
offers to let you go free if you sign an agreenent. That
agreenent calls for parole checking, warrantless entry of
your residence at any tinme, and you agree not to carry any
guns. You sign the agreenent and clear out of prison. A
nonth | ater your car is stopped for speeding and a gun is
seen half covered in the back seat. The officer charges
you W th possession of a

conceal ed weapon. You argue Second Amendnent rights during
pretrial notions. The trial judge ignores your notions and
sets a trial date. Question: |Is the judge a fifth col um
comm e pinko? No, he isn't; he is nerely enforcing private
agreenents. Here you signed an agreenent and you
experienced a gain (premature freedom. Now you want to

t ake the Second Anendnent, and use that to weasel and
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tw st your way out of an agreenent, all while retaining
the gain (freedon) that the agreenent gave you. This is
irrational, and judges will not allowit, properly so.

You probably have heard it said that Federal Judges w ||
tell defendants and counsel in Section 7203 -- WI I ful
Failure To File crimnal trials that...

“...the Constitution does not apply here."

That statenent shocks nost people up a wall -- but it is
an accurate and correct statenent. The Judge w || never
tell you why, though. O all of the different Judges that
| know who have blurted out that statenment, none of the
crimnal defendants have ever pressed the Judge for an
explanation as to why the Constitution does not apply. The
reason why the Constitution does not apply is because the
Judge is nerely enforcing private agreenents the defendant
signed with the Secretary of the Treasury. The Judge is
not a fifth colum conm e pinko. The agreenent the Judge
has in front of himis not the defendant's 1040 or the
defendant's W2/4; those are nerely declarations of facts
and no profit or gain is experienced by them The real
reason is as foll ows:

When new Federal Judges are hired (nom nated by the
President and | ater confirmed by the Senate) after
hearings by the Senate Judiciary Committee -- after they
go through that hiring procedure in Washington -- they are
t aken back to Washington and are taken into private

sem nars that are sponsored by the United States
Departnent of Justice. It is in these semnars that new
Federal Judges are taught and trained "how to" nmnage
their crimnal proceedings so as to avoid reversible
error, i.e., absence of counsel and trial procedure, etc.
They are taught and trained what the Suprenme Court of the
United States wants for perfecting due process. They are
gi ven Suprenme Court cases to study --and sitting next to

t hat new Judge in these semnars is their Appeals Court
Justice (who will be auditing appeals conm ng out of their
trial court), confirmng that the information being taught
and presented by Justice Departnent |awers is true and
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correct and that "Things will be done this way."

They are given a "Bench Book" to take with them givVving

t he new Judge gui dance on handling problens as they arise
on the bench. Finally, the interesting part cones: They
are taught how to manage "Tax Protester” trials --
violations of Title 26. Federal Judges have been

i nstructed that the Suprene Court ruled in 1896 in a case
called Davis vs. Elmra Savings, 161 U S. 275 that banks
are instrunentalities of the Congress.

In other words, the interstate system of banks is the
private property of the King. This nmeans that any profit
or gain anyone experienced by a bank/thrift and | oan/
enpl oyee credit union -- any regul ated financi al
institution carries wwth it -- as an operation of |aw --
the identical sanme full force and effect as if the King
hi nsel f created the gain. So as an operation of |aw,
anyone who has a depository relationship, or a credit
rel ati onship, wth a bank, such as checking, savings,
CD s, charge cards, car |oans, real estate nortgages,
etc., are experiencing profit and gain created by the King
-- so says the Suprene Court.

At the present tine, M. Condo, you have bank accounts
(because you accept checks as paynent for books and

subscriptions), and you are very nuch in an Equity
Rel ati onship with the King.

In the words of Suprene Court Justice Felix Frankfurter:

"Equity is brutal, but we are nerely enforcing
agreenents. "

O in other words, Judges don't |like the idea of being

t hought upon as bei ng nean gestapo agents -- doing the
dirty work for the King. They consi der thensel ves as being
struck between a rock and a hard spot -- being asked to
enforce agreenents and w thout being given any valid
reason as to why you should be let out of it -- other than
you just don't feel |ike being incarcerated.
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So what happens during these Wllful Failure to File
trials is that:

1. The Intelligence Dvision of the I RS surveys
the local banks in the vicinity of the tax
protester, and obtains copies of the protester's
signature card and financial transactions
statenents fromthe bank.

2. At the time the U S. Attorney requests the
Judge to sign the Summons, the Judge has been
presented with your bank account information. So
now during the prosecution the Federal Judge is
sitting up there on the bench wth your
agreement with the King in front of hi mwhile
the tax protester argues:

"Wel |, Judge, the Fourth Anmendnent
says..."

"Judge, the Fifth Anmendnent says |
don't gotta..."

Are you beginning to see why the Judge is prone to
experience frustration and blurt out "the Constitution
does not apply here!"?

Meanwhi | e, the Judge is ignoring all Constitutionally
rel ated argunents and denying all notions.

If you would go back to your bank and ask the manager to
show you your signature card again, in small print you
w il see the words:

“"The undersi gned hereby agrees to abi de by al
of the Rules of this Bank."

Have you ever asked to see a copy of the bank rules? If
you have, you will read and find out that you agreed to
abide by all of the admnistrative rulings of the
Secretary of the Treasury, anong many ot her things.

What is really happening in these WIllful Failure to File
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prosecutions is that the Judge is operating on the penal
clause to a civil contract. And since you have agreed to
be bound by Title 26, what difference does it nake whet her
or not Title 26 was ever enacted by the Congress? A
contract does not have to be enacted by Congress -- in
whole or in part -- in order to nmake it enforceable.

As for the actual taxation itself, what happens is that
the King creates a "juristic personality" at the tinme you
open your bank account. And it is that juristic
personality (its incone and assets) that the King's Agents
are "excising" back to the King. But in any event, the

t axi ng power of the Congress attaches by contract or use
of the King's property. The Congress does not have the
jurisdiction to use the police powers to raise revenue.

That is the proper way (the ideal Alice in Wnderland way
actually) to collect taxes, and that is the procedure by
whi ch Federal Judges are enforcing the |law -- not by
ruling over gestapo Star Chanbers.

(I have sone reservations on the nodus operandi of Federal
Judges to the extent that the Suprenme Court nentions over
and over again that:

"Justice nmust satisfy the appearance of justice."” [Ofutt
vs. U S, 348 U S 11] and that when a man is thoroughly
convinced that he is on the right side of an issue -- a
man like Irwin Schiff -- that justice has not satisfied

t he appearance of justice unless the crimnal defendant is
aware that he did wong. And on these tax protester
trials, that requires a sentencing hearing |ecture by the
judge to the defendant on why and where the defendant did
err. So | disagree with the nodus operandi of Federal
Judges to this extent).

| am not going to spend any nore tine on this subject just

right now -- other than you should be cognizant by this
point in the letter that you are on the left side of the
I ssue -- and that the King's Agents are not working a

great evil by going around the countrysi de asking people
to stop defiling thensel ves by di shonoring their own

http://famguardian.org/PublishedAuthors/Indiv/M ercierGeorge/ArmenCondoL etter.htm (10 of 12) [3/30/2009 8:18:38 AM]



The Armen Condo L etter by George Mercier

agreenents with the King.

So, in conclusion on this issue, if the 16th Amendnent
wer e sonehow repeal ed tonorrow norning at 9:00am-- it
woul d not change a single thing (other than the I RS would
have to start giving people a correct presentation of the
|law to justify the taxes). The I RS and the excise tax on
juristic persons would continue on as usual.

As it pertains to the proposed restraining order the
King's Agents are trying to get against you and your alter
ego, please get a copy of the Conplaint filed by U. S.
Attorney Charles Magnuson dated January 31, 1984 -- and
turn to page 9. Examne the last five words in paragraph

B o

“...under the Court's equity powers."

This petition by the United States for a restraining order
against you is legitimate to the extent that you are in
witten contractual equity with the King.

When you trace back the geneal ogy of your signature on
your bank card, you wll find that you agreed to be bound
by Title 26, and under Section 7202 you agreed not to
di ssem nate any fraudul ent tax advice. And the concept
t hat Federal Reserve Notes are not taxable instrunents of

commerce -- for any reason -- when the person has a
witten agreenent with the King saying that FRN' s are
taxable -- this concept is in fact fraudul ent.

| woul d encourage you, M. Condo, to prove ne wong. You
can prove ne wong by asking the Judge:

“"Pl ease identify the instrunent | signed, Judge,
whi ch creates an attachnment of equity
jurisdiction between the United States and ne."

The Federal Judge probably is not going to want to

di scl ose what docunent it is that you executed which
created the attachnment of equity jurisdiction. They have
been asked not to |let the cat out of the bag. The IRS
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handl es this "bank account = equity relationship" on a
mlitary style "need-to-know' only type basis. You can
file a Mandanmus in the Grcuit Court of Appeals or
petition for a Subpoena Duces Tecum returnabl e agai nst the
U S. Attorney to conpel discovery of what it is that you
signed that created the attachnent of equity jurisdiction
the King's Agents are now acting under in trying to get a
restrai ning order against you. This type of equity
jurisdiction always attaches by witten consent.

If this restraining order has al ready been granted by now
-- then get rid of your bank accounts and file a petition
for reversal next January -- your argunents being then
that you are not in an equity relationship with the King
anynore. Then the First Anendnent would apply then, but it
does not apply to you now since you are in an equity
relationship with the King -- and private agreenents
overrule the Bill of R ghts.

| nvi si bl e Contracts
by George Mercier
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Invisible Contracts Introduction

by George Mercier [Pages 1-88]
[ Index | Next ]

Dear M. Muy:

| was intrigued to see that you have retained an interest
in ny Letter to Arnen Condo, even if that Letter was

i ntended to be the isolated private correspondence between
two people. After receiving nunmerous inquiries about that

Letter, | have been quite surprised at the extent to which
that Letter has been so wdely dissemnated. At the tine |
wote it, | was under the assunption that nost folks

al ready knew of the underlying evidentiary Commerci al
contract factual settings that Title 26, Section 7203

WIllful Failure to File prosecutions are built on top of.

In your Letter you state that you have sonme questions
about the bank account contract as being the exclusive
Equity instrunent that initiates the attachnent of
liability for the positive adm nistrative mandates of
Title 26.

Pl ease be advi sed that your reservations are well founded
and quite accurate, that is, if you did read such an

el ement of exclusivity out of the Letter. The reason why
your reservations are accurate is because | did not nean
to state or infer any such thing; however, that is not the
probl em here. Arnmen Condo's bank accounts were sitting in
front of the Judge during his arraignnent and all pre-
Trial hearings, and those Commercial contracts are nore

t han strong enough to warrant incarceration on nere
default therein. Since the nature of bank accounts

Il nvol ves the evidentiary presence of witten adm ssions,
together with the acceptance of Federal Commerci al
benefits therefrom the presence of reciprocity
expectations contained therein,[1l] and other factors, bank

account instrunents are concl usive evidence of Taxpayer
Status by virtue of participation in the closed private

domain of Interstate Commerce. And by these concl usive
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evidence fellows entering into the Armen Condo factual
setting the way they did, those bank accounts were the
only evidentiary itens that | tal ked about.[ 2]

The ot her "evidence" the local situ United States Attorney
presented to the Jury was distraction evidence for public
and Jury consunption purposes only, and neans absol utely
nothing to appellate forunms (for purposes of ascertaining
Taxpayer Status). Bank accounts are the hi ghest and best
evidence "Cards" the King has to deal with, even better
than ol d 1040's, and so that bank account evidence shoul d
be the very first slice of evidence to go when an

| ndi vi dual has concluded within hinself that a change in
Status is now desired.[ 3]

Like Irwn Schiff here in |ate 1985, Arnen Condo's
reluctance in 1984 to get rid of his bank accounts
forecl oses a teachable state of m nd one nust have to
understand nultiple other invisible contracts that our
King is dealing with, and that are nore difficult to
di scern and appreciate the significance of. So if a

person, seeking a shift in relational Status to

individual, is unwilling to first get rid of his bank
accounts, then talking to himabout anything else is an
| nprovi dent waste of tine. [4]

That Letter was intended to be the private correspondence
bet ween two persons, or so | thought. Since no further

di ssem nation of the Letter was expected, no detail ed

expl anation of the factual setting otherwi se relevant to
the subject matter content of the Letter was nmade, nor was
any detailed discussion of other limting factors or

peri pheral elenments of jural influence nade. Both parties
al ready knew key el enents of the factual setting that gave
rise to the Letter, and the subject matter | addressed was
I ntended to be a narrow one, tal king about bank accounts
only as a point of beginning. For that reason, now the
expansi ve factual application of that Letter to nean that
a Person's contractual relationship wwth a Federally

regul ated financial institution was exclusively the only

acceptable Prim Facie Evidence [5] -- or even Concl usive
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Evi dence -- of that Person's entry into the juristic

hi ghways of Interstate Comrerce, is an erroneous and
overly enlarged interpretation, and falls outside the
contours of the two narrow questions that | thought | had
addressed in that Letter:

1. What right does the King have to crimnalize
a conversation two peopl e have, just because the
content discussed in that conversati on does not
meet with the King's approval ? (Relating to M.
Condo's civilly denom nated prosecution where
the United States sought a Restraining O der
silencing his YHPA ["Your Heritage Protection
Associ ation"];

2. What rights does the King have to incarcerate
a Person for a nere circunstantial om ssion that

Is in want of both a nens rea[6] and a corpus

delecti...[7] the crimnalization of a non-event
t hat never happened? (Relating to M. Condo's
7203 Wl Ilful Failure to File prosecution).

You have ne in such a position, M. My, that witing this
response to you nmakes ne feel like | amthe United States
Suprenme Court, reaffirmng a prior Opinion, yet turning

around and witing volum nous explanative text discussing
the inplications to a slight twst to the factual setting.

[ 8]

The narrow answers explaining why M. Condo was just plain
wrong in both of those questions were discussed in that

| etter -- because in both questions, the United States had
witten Coonmercial contracts Arnen Condo had entered into
wherein M. Condo agreed not to di ssem nate any erroneous
tax information, and additionally, where M. Condo agreed
not to withhold or fail to file any information the
Secretary of Treasury deened necessary to determ ne M.
Condo's Excise Tax Liability (with the anobunt of tax being
measured by net taxable incone). Those contracts the
United States was operating on were M. Condo's bank
accounts.
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Furthernore, to aggravate the just plain "wongness" of

M. Condo's position, those contracts were entered into by
M. Condo in the circunstantial context of M. Condo's
attenpting to experience nonetary profit or gain through

t he operation of those contracts. In other words, there
had been an exchange of financial Consideration (benefits)
i nvol ved, and in Contract Law, the exchange of val uable
Consi deration (benefits) is of particular significance.[9]

This Consideration requirenent is a correct Principle of
Nat ure, [ 10] because it is inmmoral and unethical to hold a

contract against a Person under circunstances in which
t hat Person never received any benefits fromout of it.
[11]

It has to be this way, otherw se the Judicature of the
United States would be working a Tort (danage) on soneone
el se. So sinply giving the other party sone up front

Consi deration, which is generally $10 in cash, separately
and in addition to any other benefit the contract nay call
for, will vitiate and deflect any attack agai nst the
future enforcenent of that contract on the grounds the

ot her party never experienced any benefit fromit (the

attack is called Failure of Consideration).[12]

Thi s Consi deration [neani ng sone practical benefit being
exchanged or sone operation of Nature taking place] can
al so originate fromthird persons not a party to the
contract.[13]

The word Consideration has so many different neanings that
anyone trying to use the word instructionally finds

t hensel ves starting over fromscratch in the presentation
of a definition.[14]

Under sone circunstances, successive Prom ses cascadi ng
down from existing contracts can be deened to be good and
val uabl e Consi deration.[15] Harnessing the el enent of

fraud to inure to your benefit is powerful stuff in that
It vitiates contracts whenever it nmakes an appearance in a
factual setting predicated upon contract;[16] and
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| i kew se, when contracts are up for review and judgnent,

the el enment of Consideration is also so inportant that the
mere absence of it nullifies the judicial enforceability
of any factual setting alleging the existence of

contractual liabilities. As the presence of fraud vitiates

contracts, so in a simlar manner does the absence of
Consi deration nullify contracts.[17]

In general ternms, both American Jurisprudence and Nature
that it is nodeled after are divided into actions that
fall generally under Tort Law and Contract Law. [ 18]

Numer ous references will be made throughout this Letter to
the two great divisions in Amrerican Jurisprudence: Tort

Law and Contract Law. Very sinply, Contract Law applies to
govern a settlenent of a grievance whenever a contract is
in effect. This nmeans that only certain types of very
narrow argunents are allowed to be plead in Contract Law
grievances, since only the content of the contract is of
any rel evance in the grievance settlenent. The reason why
statutes are sonetines brought into a Contract Law
judgnent setting, statutes that do not appear anywhere
within the body proper of the contract, is because the
contract was witten under the supervisory Commerce
Jurisdiction of the State, and that therefore those
statutes forma superseding part of the contract.[19]

There are many subdivisions within Contract Law, such as
Securities Law, Estate I|Inheritance, Quasi-Contract,[20]

Statutory Contract, Taxes, Copyright and Tradenark

I nfringenent Law, Commercial Business Practice under

ei ther the Law Merchant or the Uniform Comercial Code,

| nsurance, Admralty and Maritinme Contracts, etc.
Operating a business under a regulated statutory juristic
environnent is very nuch a contract, since a nunerous
array of Governnent benefits are being accepted by Gane
pl ayers in Commerce, as | wll discuss |ater.

And in contrast to that, we have Tort Law. Think of Tort
Law as being a Judgnent Law to settle grievances between
persons where there are damages, but w thout any contract
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In effect between the parties.[21]

A good contrasting way to define a Tort is by enunerating
on the things that it is not: It is not a breach of
contract. Included under the heading of Torts are such

m scel | aneous civil wongs, ranging fromsinple and direct
I nterferences against a person |like assault, battery, and
fal se inprisonnent; or with sone property rights, |ike
trespass or conversion; and various fornms of negligence
are Torts ("judge, the defendant was negligent in

mai ntai ning his parking lot by not fixing a dangerous and
obscure crevice that was in it") -- but the final
definition is a sinple one: Any wong that has been worked
by soneone, where there is no contract in effect, falls
under Tort Law when the damaged person brings the
grievance into Court and tries to seek a judicial renedy.
[ 22]

Such an easy concept to understand as that, wth parall el
easy to understand rules and judgnent reasoning -- and

| awers are actually baffled by it.[23] Simlarly,

ort hodox nedi cal doctors here in the United States are

al so blind, by replicating the advisory suggestions of
drug conpani es pursuing Comrercial Enrichnent, to exclude
the identification of sinple nourishnment deficiency as the
true sem nal point of mammalian di sease origin. Against

t hat sad background (of professionals not even know ng
their own profession),[24] the actual identification of
Tort Law as an actual branch of the Majestic Cak is a
relatively recent recognition by Anerican | awers. Up
until about 1859, Tort Law was not understood as a
separate and distinct branch of Law. [25]

The first treatise in English on Torts was published in
1859 by Francis Hilliard of Canbridge, Massachusetts, who
was followed a year later by an English author naned

Addi son. [ 26]

Even as late as 1871, the | eading Anerican | egal
peri odi cal remarked that:

"W are inclined to think that Torts is not a
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proper subject for a | aw book."[ 27]

In 1853, when M. Joel Bishop proposed to wite a book on
the Law of Torts, he was assured then by all publishers he
surveyed that there was no such call for such a work on

t hat subj ect.[ 28]

Yet, the distinction in effect between Tort Law and
Contract Law was in effect during the Roman Enpire.[29]

But in addressing Tort Lawitself, if I were to hit you
over the head with a baseball bat or burn down your house,
there is no contract in effect governing the grievance, so
Tort Law rul es, reasoning, and argunents govern the
settlenent of this type of grievance. In addition to
damages, judges always want to exam ne the factual record
presented to anal yze the Defendant's character, and nake
sure that the intent to danage was there (as consent and
acci dental danmages can vitiate liability).[30]

And so hitting soneone over the head wth a basebal |l bat
Is called an "assault," and there lies a Tort; however,
there are many types of Torts that do not have any nanes
assigned to them [ 31]

Some witers have attenpted to uncover certain
characteristics that lie in conmon to all Torts as a
starting point to identify sone Principles (yes, there nmay
be sonme hope for a few of you | awers after all).[32]

One of the reasons why |awers try and rai se nunerous
subcl assifications of Tort up to the main |evel of Tort
and Contract (as they grope and search in the dark the way
they do), is because they do not see the invisible
contracts that are often quietly in effect, correctly
overruling Tort Law intervention, since an exam nation of
the factual setting seens void of any contract. By the end
of this Letter, you will see many invisible contracts for
what they really are, and you wll see howto identify the
indicia that create invisible contracts.

You may not understand the deeper significance of the
distinction in effect between Tort and Contract right now,
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but after reading this Letter through a few tines, the
semantic differential in neaning should becone very
apparent to you, as | wll give many exanpl es of Contract
Law and Tort Law reasonings and argunents, as applied
across many different factual settings; as whenever there
s a judgnent of sone type, there is always in effect sone
rul es and an excl usion of sone evidence in the mnd of the
judge as to what argunents will and will not be allowed to
be heard -- (even though this process goes on unnentioned
orally by the judge); and the real reason why there is an
| nportant significance here that you m ght be interested

i n taking Personal Notice of [just |ike Judges take

Judicial Notice of special itens], in Tort and Contract
rule differentials in judgnent settings, is because we all
have an i npendi ng Judgnent with Heavenly Father -- where
argunents then presented wll be judged under simlar Tort
and Contract rules; a judgnent setting where the pure
magni t ude of the consequences renders unprepared incorrect
reasoni ng i njudicious and | acking in foresight.

Li ke in Contract Law, there are nunerous subdivisions
within Tort Law to place a specific grievance into, such
as: Cvil R ghts, Wongful Death, Product Liability,

Avi ation Law, Personal Injury, Accident Recovery,

Prof essi onal Ml practice, Unfair Conpetition, Admralty
and Maritine Torts, and certain Fraud and Anti-Trust
actions, etc.[33]

Based on the Status of the person involved and certain
el ements in the factual setting, and certain types of
damages asked for, then what grievance normally woul d be
under Contract Law, could be changed to fall under Tort
Law.

So there is the general distinction in effect between Tort
and Contract. Question: What if a grievance falls into an
area of grey where it could fall under rules applicable to
either Tort or Contract? Although ny introductory renarks
in this Letter are necessarily sinplified, nunerous
comrent ators have nentioned that defining the |ine between
Tort and Contract is sonetinmes difficult.][34]
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However, what is inportant is the reason why a sinple

di stinction becane difficult: Because the parties to what
started out as a Contract Law grievance did not fully
anticipate all future events that could have occurred

bet ween the parties in contract.[ 35]

Typically, all blurry factual settings that involve an
area between Tort and Contract have their sem nal point of
originin a Contract that did not conpletely define what
woul d and woul d not happen under all possible scenari os;

and this is called Inconplete Contracting.[36]

Once a determ nation has been nmade that Tort or Contract
governs the question presented, very inportant differences
and rules then apply to settling clains and grievances
based on the factual setting falling under Principles
governing Tort Law, or under Principles governing Contract
Law, and as you can surm se, the question as to whether or
not a grievance bel ongs under Tort or under Contract is
often a disputed and hotly argued question between
adversaries in a courtroombattle, as the question as to
whi ch Law governs can spell total success or total failure

for the parties involved. For exanple, see Butler vs
Pittway Corporation,[37] where two adversaries argued Tort

Law or Contract Law governance in a pre-Trial appeal,
whi ch was a product liability/warranty case.[ 38]

I n deciding whether to allow Tort or Contract Law to
govern, the Second Circuit nentioned that:

"This case falls into a grey area between tort
and contract |aw that has never been fully
resol ved. "[ 39]

So, for the introductory purposes of this Letter, | wll
only be discussing the differences between Tort Law and
Contract Law in general.[40]

This stratification of the Lawinto two separate
jurisdictions of Tort and Contract is quite necessary, and
in so doing, the Judiciary is no nore than conform ng the
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contours of Anerican Jurisprudence to nore tightly
replicate the profile of Nature; and as you will soon see
there will be very profound consequences experienced by
folks who try to outfox Nature by using Tort Law reasoni ng
in a Contract Law judgnent setting. You should al so be
aware that very often, we all occasionally get ourselves
Into contracts that becone invisible for any nunber of
reasons, and then erroneously use the logic of Tort Law
reasoning to try and weasel our way out of the contract we
forgot about.

Experientially well seasoned contractualists know that the
desires and wants of people routinely change with the
passage of tine, and that it is quite comon that
contracts that are entered into today are often
unattractive and unappealing in the hindsight of the
future. So this Consideration rule is of particular

| nportance in those types of marginal contracts where the
benefit a Person experiences fromthe contract depends
upon sone future efforts that sane Person nust nake, or
where the benefits are qualified or otherw se conditional.
For our purposes, correctly understood, Consideration is a
benefit. Conprehension of the significance of
Consideration is fundanental to one's understanding as to

why the Judiciary is largely ignoring the In Rem Contract

Recessions many fol ks are filing on their Birth
Certificates; and understandi ng Consideration (the
acceptance of benefits) is the Gand Key to unl ocking the
nystery as to why sone of the King's Equity hooks are so
difficult to pull out of you, as | will discuss |later.

There havi ng been an exchange of val uabl e Consi derati on,
when M. Condo entered into his bank account contracts,
M. Condo was in an extrenely weak position -- he was just
plain wong with his bank accounts and other invisible
contracts (having experienced hard cash benefits

[ Consideration] as a result of the contract, as well as

giving the King Conclusive Evidence that he was a
participant in Interstate Comerce and the acceptant of
federal benefits) and so as a result, there was not a | ot
of substance |eft over for M. Condo to argue about...
like trying to argue that the Earth's rotation about its
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own axis is sone type of an elliptical illusion, just
sonehow. Yes Virginia, there are absolutes in both Nature
and in Contract Law, and Defendants in prosecutions can be
pl ain and sinple wong. Wien one is inside of a King's
cage, one begins to appreciate just how strong contracts
can be. Additionally, M. Condo was trying to argue the
basi ¢ unfairness of the proceedi ngs agai nst him but that
unfairness argunent as well was non-applicable to his
Contract Judgnent.[41]

Unfairness is a concept that is related to noral Tort Law.
[42]

Questions of danmages, and | ack of damages, of the nens rea
crimnal intent, of fairness, of risk assunption, of
equity, and equality are all reasoning and argunents
reserved for a Tort Law judgnent setting. Renenber that
Tort Law doctrine governs the settlenent of grievances
that arise between parties wthout any contract being in
effect. Tort Law is generally a free-wheeling
jurisdiction, and anythi ng goes. The decision by the New
Jersey State Suprene Court to hold sponsors of parties
responsi ble for the acts of persons who drank in their
honmes is a Tort Law grievance. [ 43]

In contrast to the elastic and expansive nature of Tort
Law, when Contracts are in effect, only the content of the
Contract is of any significance when the grievance is up
for review and judgnent. [ 44]

Tort Law neans that for every damage soneone wor ks on you,
corrective damages will be applied back to that person as
the renmedy (call the retort). For exanple, in Tort Law, if
you burned down a nei ghbor's house out of a grudge and

Wi t hout the owner's consent (since no Contracts are in
effect, Tort Law governs the courtroom gri evance), pure
natural noral Tort Law requires that you be damaged in
return, i.e., that a retort be worked on you in order to
satisfy the demands of Justice. As the Sheriff or other
neutral disinterested third party that adm nisters the
retort (to perfect the ends of Justice), by stuffing you

I n one of his cages, that encagenent retort itself is
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| argely exenpt from experiencing further retorts for his
damages on you. [ 45]

So the cycle of Tort and retort ends there by the Sheriff
jailing you for damagi ng your nei ghbor the way you did by
burning down his house. This is Tort Law, and this is a
key concept to understand, because nunerous people

t hroughout the world have so deliberately and very
carefully arranged their affairs as to have all their

mur ders and Magnum Torts executed on their behal f under
the liability vitiating and recourse free operating

environnent of pure natural Tort Law, as | will explain
| ater. Think about this Tort and Retort Doctrine for a
while, as it is very powerful -- with it damages can be

justified in a judgnent setting, if your danmages occurred
to acconplish the ends of Justice.

These people, taking counsel from Genlins, by arranging
their damages to be justified as a retort, believe quite
strongly that they are norally correct and that Heavenly
Father[46] is required to support themand their

abom nations at the Last Day, as their murders have in
fact been executed under the vitiating retort cycle of
pure noral Tort Law, and therefore inmune from further
recourse, just like the Sheriff is inmmune fromfurther
recourse for the damages he worked on you when he stuffed
you into one of his cages for burning down that house.

And t hose people arranging their behavior to conform

t henselves into a Tort Law judgnent profile wi th danages

| mruni zati on reasoning are correct, because Tort Lawis a
correct and pure operation of Nature, and their danmages
can very nuch be justified before Father at the Last Day;
but the question of justification of danages is not going
to be relevant at the Last Day, and for the identical sane
reason as to why the question of no damages bei ng present
in H ghway traffic code prosecutions and | ncone Tax
enforcenent actions is also not relevant. Because just one
tiny little problemfor these Tort Law justification inps
surfaces, based upon an obscure, renote, and little known
Doctri ne uncovered fromthe archives of the Mornon Church
in Salt Lake Cty. I'll explain all that later, but
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understanding the original Tort and recourse free
"Justice" retort concept, and its appreciation as a true

Principle of Nature, is necessary before we probe deeper
into Lucifer's extrenely clever Illum nati reasoning and
Father's little known "Ace" that he has up his sleeve; and
then into the deeper neaning of this Life, which involves
(as you could guess by now), a Contract. But Contracts, of
and by thensel ves, are never the end objective, they are
only a nechani cal and procedural tool used to acconplish a
| ar ger obj ective: An objective to soneday have all of the
rights, power, donmain, keys, status, and authority as our
Heavenly Fat her now has. [ 47]

The Grand Meaning of this Life is quite a story, and
sinply focusing in on the relevant material is difficult

by virtue of the large volune of distraction material that
Is floating around out there. Neverthel ess, as strange as
it may initially seem people correctly tal king about it
generally find thensel ves having to tone things down a bit.
[ 48]

Tax Protestors, like their brothers in contract
defilenment, Draft Protestors (as | will explain later),
denounce the basic illegitimacy of the United States --
our fat King -- silencing speech, and of crimnalizing
sonething that just didn't happen ("How could not filing a
pi ece of paper be a crine? Wy, the Fifth Amendnent says |
don't gotta be a witness against ny self. Common Law says
there can be no Constructive O fenses..."; and on and on).
But unappreciated by M. Condo was the Contract Law
jurisdictional environnment he was being prosecuted in: A
summary Commerci al contract enforcenent proceeding, up for
revi ew and enforcenent based on adm nistrative findings of

fact.[49]

In these Equity contract enforcenent proceedi ngs,
guestions of norality, of Torts,[50] of basic

reasonabl eness, of pure natural justice, of fairness, of
mental intent, of the presence of a corpus delecti, of
privacy rights, of equality between this instant Defendant
and ot her previous Defendants and the |ike, are all
irrelevant. And the only thing that is relevant is the
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content of the contract that was entered into sone tine
earlier, in general, and the exact technical infraction
the United States, as your Adversary in a 7203 Acti on,
want s addressed as the grievance, in particular. Under
sone limted circunstances, Federal Judges w |l annul
contract enforcenent actions where unreasonabl e and over-
zeal ous statute enforcenent Tortfeasance has taken pl ace
-- what appears to be "fairness" -- but such annulnent is
really only to preenptively restrain such Tortfeasance
fromrecurring in the future, and not to benefit you at
all. So whether in a driver's license contract grievance
setting of a highway speeding infraction, or in a
Commercial contract WIIlful Failure To File grievance
setting with the King through a bank account and ot her
contracts, the only thing that is relevant is you and your
contract. Al other previous persons, their cases of
defilenment, and their grievances, and what argunents they
made or did not nmake, is irrelevant. Translated into the
practical setting where a poor Defendant is presenting a
defense line, this neans that all notions that are nade
for dism ssal, based on grounds relating to anyone el se's
previ ous prosecution, are automatically denied, as being
irrelevant to the instant factual setting. Equality and
fairness are not relevant in settling contract grievances.
Equality and fairness are Tort Law argunents; they are
definable only along the infinite; and if the Judiciary
all onwed equality or fairness to enter into the contract
arena, then the effect of allowing equality and fairness
on one side is to work a Tort on the other side -- so the
Judiciary sinply rules, very properly, that when contracts
are in effect, only the content of the contract is

rel evant. Although this policy has the unconfortable
secondary effect of nmking Federal Judges appear to be
carefully selected Comm e pinkos when dealing with a Tax
Protestor (as Federal Judges go about their work enforcing
I nvisible contracts), restraining the subject matter that
wi Il be discussed in a Contract Judgnent setting to

i ncl ude only the content of the contract, is a correct
attribute of Nature, and does correctly replicate the
mnd, wll, and intention of Heavenly Father (as | wll

di scuss later on) in the area of laying down rules for
settling contract grievances. The very common belief that
fol ks have, that since 100 other persons prosecuted for
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the sane contract infraction got suspended sentences, and
therefore in equality you too should get a suspended
sentence, is in error. What other people do or don't do,

or what happens to or does not happen to themin their
contract judgnent, is not relevant to you and your
contracts. This equality and fairness applicability is an
| nportant principle to understand, because we all have an
| nportant Judgnent inpending at the Last Day. Here is
where Heavenly Father is going to judge us at the Last Day
al ong very simlar |ines; because Father is operating on
nunmerous invisible Contracts | will discuss later. You

H ghway Contract Protestors and |Incone Tax Protestors out
t here now have such a marvel ous advantage, if you woul d
but use your val uabl e know edge acquired through such
prosecutions and your study of the Law, to avoid making
the sanme Tort Law argunent m stakes at the Last Day before
Fat her -- where unlike now, there will be no nore going
back and trying sone argunent |ine out again. Today, you
can go back into a courtroom over and over again, throw ng
one successive argunent after another at the Judge as nany
times as you feel like, until you finally figure out what

| egal reasoning is correct, what is incorrect, and why.
Such a repetitive presentation of error is not going to be
possible at the Last Day -- there will be no going back to
Heavenly Father a second and successive tines and throw ng
anot her round of defensive argunents at Hm Your Tort Law
reasoni ng of equality, fairness, and of no danages and no

mens rea, when presented before Father at the Last Day to
justify your behavior down here will fall apart and
col | apse, and for very good reasons that | will explain

| ater. This judicial enforcenent, separating Tort from

Contract in WIllful Failure To File prosecutions, is but
one mani festation of the extent to which rare gifted
genius rules in the Federal Judiciary.[51]

Yes, contractual equity is a hard line to abide by, and
peopl e who operate their lives wwth that snooth and

envi ous savior faire always avoid entering into such tight
bi nding regulatory restrainnents in their affairs that

t hey know that their mnds just cannot handle in the
future.[52]
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Yes, experienced people will forego sone i medi ate
benefits all contracts initially offer, just to avoid the
| arger liability and cost picture later on. Yes, it is
better to forego experiencing inpressive glossy benefits
and accept nom nal benefits that acconplish the sane
thing, and avoid a contract altogether. For exanple, this
coul d nean buying a used car for cash w thout an

I nstal |l nrent contract, rather than a new one on install nent
paynments, unless the structure of your livelihood is such
that enrichnent is experienced as a result of the gl oss
benefits, such as real estate sal esnen, who need the gl oss

to make a sub silento statenent: That they are a very

| nportant person; soneone you should better start paying
sone attention to; soneone you had better start doing sone
busi ness w t h.

There are fol ks out there, marvel ous, bright, and

ot herw se just great all around, but who are weak in sone
adm ni strative di nension; these types should generally shy
away fromdifficult and marginally feasible contracts they
can't handle. In a donestic famly setting, marriage
counsel ors report back identical observations: That it was
househol d m smanagenent or unnmanagenent originating from

I nfracted contracts previously entered into under a

rel axed | evel of interest or inappropriate budgetary

envi ronnent that caused unnecessary secondary grief
sonetinme later on. (In other words, |ike Arnen Condo, they
entered into contracts unknow ngly inconpatible wth their
phi | osophy, and not appreciating the significance of the
contract's terns thereof. So the recourse significant
becane invisible to them Those are the contracts and
Equity Rel ati onshi ps they shoul d have avoi ded all al ong

fromthe beginning, ab inito.)[53]

So, from a counseling perspective, a general attitude
m ght be to have a spirit of reluctance about your nodus

operandi before entering into recourse contracts. Entering
i nto Comrercial contracts with anyone w t hout careful
respect to the terns that the contract calls for is an

i nvitation for nothing but headaches and aggravati ons you
don't need, and could have, and should have, avoided at a
| ower, pre-contract chronol ogical |evel.
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In order to appreciate just how wong M. Condo really
was, and just how stupid and not very well thought out his
sophonori ¢ badnout hi ng was of the presiding Federal Judge,
[ 54] one needs to study and be brought to a know edge of

Contract Law -- its majestic origins and history, and of
recourse Conmercial contracts -- their enforcenent and
life in the contenporary American judicial setting. Wat |
am about to say nay very well surprise you, but the
reality is that those seem ngly unnatural and artificial

i nstrunents we call Contracts are actually highly and
tightly interwoven into Nature and Natural Law. [55]

And it is very rare that | have found any contract
enforcenent or grievance proceeding to have been

| nappropri ately adjudged, based upon the factual setting
presented, the issues raised for settlenent and the
guestion addressed by the presiding adm nistrative or
judicial nagistrate.

Such strong enforcenent of contracts inproperly concerns
sone people, who don't give too nuch thought to the
consequences of being able to have any Commercial contract
sinply tossed aside and annulled judicially, just because
one of the parties no longer feels |ike honoring the terns
of the contract. [56]

That's right, under that |[ine of reasoning, contracts
shoul d be tossed aside and annull ed just because one of
the parties doesn't feel like it anynore: Like Arnmen Condo
no |l onger feeling like sending in a 1040 anynore. H's self
declarations of |lofty Status are initially inpressive ("I
am not a slave anynore"); but unilateral self declarations
do not now, and never have, annulled contract liability.
By the end of this Letter, you will know how to get out of
a contract, but such a term nation does not involve self
decl arations of status. The reason why there is such a
tight adhesive rel ationship going on in Anerican

Juri sprudence between contract enforcenent and Nature/

Nat ural Law is because Contracts are very nuch on the m nd
of the G eat Creator who nade Nature.[57]

http://famguardian.org/PublishedAuthors/I ndiv/MercierGeorge/InvContrcts--01-I ntroduction.htm (17 of 136) [3/30/2009 8:04:24 AM]



Invisible Contracts by George Mercier -- Introduction

And so when Anerican Jurisprudence so strongly enforces
contracts, then the Judiciary, as an agent of Nature, is
nerely replicating the mnd of our Creator who wants to

have people learn to honor their contracts -- and yes,
even nore so when those contracts contain philosophically
bitter terns, |ike the Bol shevik Incone Tax. Learning the

deeper neaning of that Principle is a bit nore inportant
than sone fol ks realize: Because Contracts are very

| nportant to Heavenly Father. And the design of Nature to
so strongly enforce contracts is inverse evidence to

I ndi cate that Father deals extensively with Contracts,
wants people to learn to respect Contracts, and will honor
his Contracts with you (if you can get a Contract out of
Fat her). Heavenly Father is simlar to the King in the
limted sense that both of them want sonething from us,
and both of themuse the sane tools to get what they want.
Fat her wants our bodies, and the King wants our noney, and
both use Contracts extensively to acconplish their end

obj ectives. | conjecture that the King is far nore
successful in gross aggregate percentage terns by his
mani pul ati ve adhesi ve use of invisible contracts to get
what he wants than Father is with H's invisible Contracts,
as Father does not force hinself on unwilling

partici pants. The King deals with people out of the barrel
of a gun and acconplishes through clever admnistrative
armtw sting and adhesi on contract wi ngi ng what ot herw se
cannot be sustained in front of the Suprenme Court in
freely negotiated contract terns; whereas in contrast
Heavenly Father deals with people very conservatively on
the basis of their wants, and where no Contract is wanted,
| can assure you none wll be forced on you. The King has

copi ed the nodus operandi of Father to deal extensively in
Contracts, and then has added his own Royal enrichnent
twst toit: Unlike Father's altruism (legitimte concern
for the interests of others), our King is only interested
in hinself, his owmn welfare, and in that Gol den Money Pot
he passes out to Special Interest G oups who nmake their
descent on Washi ngton when Congress is in Session, in

vul ture formation. [ 58]

There are nunerous reasons why Heavenly Father wants our
bodies -- one is so, for our benefit, we can be GQorified
sone day and have a continuing association with H m again.
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Such a statenent is inplicitly a status statenent, since
In order to associate with Father, one's stature nust be
on a simlar calibre to Father.[59]

But Father first wants to patiently see who Hs friends
really are, under circunstances where his very existence
is difficult to see. Yes, these are Adversary proceedi ngs
we are in down here (and when you take out a new Contract
with Father, you will know what | nean, as Lucifer the
Great Adversary ("Geat" in terns of ability), wll
suddenly start to take you very seriously). |If Heavenly
Fat her has the Celestial Jurisdiction it takes to Gorify
a person into such an indescribable state simlar to his
own Status, as people entering into Father's highly
advanced Contracts down here have been explicitly and
bluntly prom sed, then Father ought to be very carefully
| i stened to.[60]

There are a few people who have |lived upon this Earth
bef ore us, who now have such dorified bodi es under

advanced tim ng schedul es, and First Person Evi dence of
that nature (an eye witness) is difficult for Heathens to
reverse or countermand under attack, so they have no
choice but to ignore it and tal k about sonething else.[61]

Al t hough that retortional statenent, of and by itself, is
not strong enough to irritate a hardened Atheist, this
statenent m ght:

"No human has had the power to organize his own
exi stence. That there is one greater than we,
the Father, actually begat the Spirits, and they
were brought forth and lived with Hm.. | want
to tell you... that you are well acquainted with
God our Father... For there is not a soul of you
but what has lived in his house and dwelt wth
hi myear after year... W are the children of
our Father in Heaven... W are Sons and
Daughters of Cel estial Beings, and the germ of
Deity dwells within us."[62]

Yes, both the m nd of Heavenly Father and the m nd of the
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Savior are swirling in a vortex of Contracts. [63]

For a brief sizing glinpse at the extent to which
Contracts are constantly and endl essly on the m nd of

Fat her and the Savior, open up either the A d or the New
Testanents to any place at random and see how many pages
can be turned before the word "Covenant" [Contract]
reappears. [ 64]

Here in the United States, in a Commercial contract

factual setting, the word "covenant"” is of an A d English
Law Merchant origin, and now neans only a few cl auses
within a larger contract;[65] |ike when entrepreneurs sell
t heir businesses, the continuing restriction they take
upon thenselves within the | arger Purchase and Sal e
Contract, not to turn right around and build up the sane
dupl i cate business all over again until some 5 to 10 years

or so has first |lapsed, is called a Covenant not to
conpl ete. [ 66]

But in an ecclesiastical setting, what all ancient and
contenporary Prophets and Patriarchs call Covenants, are
really Contracts:

“"As all of us know, a covenant is a contract and
an agreenment between at |east two parties. In

t he case of gospel covenants, the parties are
the Lord and nen on Earth. Men agree to keep the
commandnents and the Lord prom ses to reward

t hem accordi ngly. The gospel itself is the new
and everlasting covenant and enbraces all the
agreenents, prom ses, and rewards which the Lord
offers his people."[67]

In anal yzing the Law conparatively with Father's Plan for
us, there are nunerous facial changes in descriptive nanes
for things that are commonly known and under st ood by
everyone under other nanes. For exanple, what we call a
Contract in our everyday Life, Heavenly Father calls
Covenants. And the financial enrichnent one party receives
under a contract here in the United States (such as the
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financial conpensation a Landlord receives out of a Lease
Contract froma Tenant), is called a Benefit; and what is
called a Benefit arising under contract in a Comrerci al

setting is known as a Bl essing arising under Covenant in
an ecclesiastical setting with Heavenly Father.[68]

Com ng down into this Life, this "Second Estate" we are
now in (as the ancient Prophets originated its
characterization),[69] our nenories were deflected off to

the side and tenporarily | ocked away. [ 70]

Com ng down fromthe First Estate into this Wrld, we al
cane here by Contract, and sonetine in the third trinmester
of our nother's pregnancy, our spirits entered these

bodi es (called the "quickening" of the body). There cane a
point in time back during the First Estate, when after

Fat her revealed his Gand Plans for us all, as the Sons of
God we all shouted for joy in ecstatic response.[71]

Whet her this shouting for joy took place before or after
Fat her started extracting his Contracts out of us, | don't
know, talk in this area is [imted to generalities. [72]
But we do know that we are ones that Job referred to as

t he Sons of God. [ 73]

Later on, after we have been around down here for a while,
by the careful honoring of those other Contracts we can
enter into down here, we can enlarge our standing before
Fat her and be |ike himsone day, by ordered, planned, and
organi zed accretion. [74]

Sonme of those other Celestial Contracts that are avail able
to be entered into down here are the introductory Contract
of Baptism and the nore advanced Endowrent Contracts
[which are entered into in Tenples], in addition to

mul tiple other ecclesiastically related Contracts.[75]

Yes, these Covenants that we can now enter into are

Repl acenent Covenants, because Heavenly Fat her al ready has
I nvisible Contracts in effect on us all, as we all entered
Into Contracts wwth Father in the First Estate, all of us
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W t hout exception: Saint, sinner, Heathen, and Genlin:

"I'n our preexistence state, in the day of the
great Council, we nmade certain agreenents with
the Almghty..."[76]

And the content of those preexi stence [previous existence]
First Estate Covenants are designed to remain largely
wi thheld fromour present nenory for a reason. [77]

Back in the First Estate, not everyone entered into the
sane identical terns on their previous existence
Contracts. There was very nmuch Contract custom zation

I nvol ved, when Father deened it appropriate. For exanple,
the Noble and the Great Spirits, who excelled in valiance
back then above all others, had special addenduns attached
to their First Estate Contracts wth Father, just tailor
made for their m ssions down here:

“"Now the Lord had shown unto ne, Abraham the
Intelligences that were organi zed before the
wor|l d was; and anong these were many of the
Nobl e and Great ones; And God saw these soul s
that they were good, and [in a Conference] he
stood in the mdst of them and he said:

"These | will make ny rulers.’

For he stood anpong those that were spirits, and
he saw that they were good, and he said unto ne:

"Abraham thou art one of them thou was chosen
before thou wast born..."[78]

Al t hough that brief account by Abraham does not descri be
everything that went on in that Conference, what al so
transpired in that Conference, in addition to the lofty
St at us pronouncenents from On H gh, was the extraction of
addi tional Contract Addenduns out of the participants,
just tailor nade to fit the Noble and the Geat.

As we enter into and fulfill Father's Advanced Contracts
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down here, the significance of those Contracts that we
entered into in the First Estate fades away until they are
of no significance whatsoever. [79]

These Contracts that we enter into wth Father down here
supersede our previous Contracts, and if no Contract is
entered into with Father down here, then the governing
Contract at the Judgnent Day will be the First Estate
Contract. People playing the Contract avoi dance routine on
Father's Contracts are playing with fire and damagi ng

t hensel ves, because knowl edge of the content of those
Previ ous Exi stence Contracts is being wthheld fromus for
a reason. This then raises a noral question: Wat right
does Father have to hold us to Contracts, the content of
whi ch we have no know edge of ? Answer: Father has our
consent to do so as part of the gane plan. Yes, we are
placed in this world neasurably in the dark, necessarily
so. [80]

And when you understand the benefits of the gane pl an,
your initial reticence will also fade away.[81]

And if it initially appears to be unfair to penalize
soneone for their innocent ignorance by being judged under
I nvisible contracts they had no know edge of, then
remenber that in a Contract Law Judgnent setting such nice
things as fairness and relative |evels of know edge or

I gnorance of the Contract's terns are all irrelevant

factors; and this Tort Law argunent of unfairness, by
bei ng nade a party to such excessively one-sided and
unequal contract terns really falls apart when the
tenporary deflection of the previous nenory itself is made
such an integral and an inportant structural elenent in
those First Estate Contracts.|[82]

This neans that if there had been no nenory defl ection
t aki ng pl ace, then the objectives Father has for us in
this Life, tolive in a free-wheeling world for a little
while by "starting over"” in a sense, would be infeasible
to acconplish; and so without nmenory deflection there
woul d have been no reason for this Second Estate Life and
t he nunerous Contracts associated wth it -- Celestial
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Contracts that overrule our First Estate Covenants.|[83]

The unfairness aspect of this inpending state of affairs

t hat gnaws at us -- of people being adjudged under

I nvisible Contracts -- causes sone folks to want to shy
away from such a harsh Father; but such a reduced vi ew of
Father's Plans is defective. In this world, we are
conditioned to think that penalizing sonmeone neans
directly throw ng sonet hing negative at him i.e., docking
his pay, giving hima reprinmand, having himpicked up,
confining the fellow to barracks, giving the poor fellow a
spanki ng, or having himtaken out and shot, and the |ike.
To be penalized by Father carries no such negative

ci rcunst ances being applied against us at all; a penalty

| evied at us by Father is the nere absence of a possible
prospective Celestial Blessing that could have been ours
-- i f we had buckled down tight and gotten serious when
presented with information to the effect that Contracts
are governing at the Last Day. So when Father places a
Contract Law Judgenent environnent in effect for us on the
Judgnent Day, and people then start clai mng unfairness
for any one of several dozen different reasons (and each
argunent has nerit to it), their argunents sounding in the
Tort of unfairness will fall apart and col |l apse, and
properly so, as there is nothing inconsistent about

Fat her's sel ective wi thholding of any of his discretionary
Bl essings fromus that were wai ved by us, and the great

Cel estial Grant of El oha. [ 84]

Yes, the Third Estate we wll enter into after the Last
Judgnent Day is stratified into nultiple different strata,
and people wll go where they are nost confortable; yes,

Fat her has many mansions in his House. [ 85]

For exanple, if you sinply cannot handle a difficult
Contract or do not want the responsibility that such a
difficult Contract carries along wwth it -- then that is
fine, as Father has a Kingdomfor you; and if this idea of
spending Tinme and all Eternity in the mdst of clowns who
al so cannot handl e Contracts intrigues you, then |I would
suggest that you explore the possibility of term nating
further interest in this Letter. Maybe | am m ssing
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sonet hi ng sonewhere, but | think it is inconsistent for

Tax and Hi ghway Protestors to so freely and willingly be
crimnally prosecuted for no nore than defining a new
el evated Status relationship with Governnent -- but then

for those sane Protestors to turn around and say that yes,
t hey woul d sonehow enj oy spending the rest of Tine and all
Eternity on their knees |icking soneone else's feet as
sonme |low |l evel mnistering angels. Therefore, we w ||
settle for nothing but the top -- and if we err along the
way, then we erred while expendi ng maxi nrum effort.[86]

When Contracts are in effect, the only thing that is

rel evant in a Contract Law Judgnent setting is the content
of the contract, the Person whose behavior the contract
seeks to neasure conpliance with, and the behavior that
was being neasured; and as we traverse froma political
setting involving Tax Protestors to an eccl esiasti cal
setting involving us all at the Last Day, then nothing
changes. The fact that Irwin Schiff and Armen Condo never
bot hered to read the Conmmerci al bank account merchant
contracts that they were adjudged to be in default of, and
also their invisible Ctizenship Contracts, and then were
penal i zed under those contracts by being incarcerated in a
Federal cage, that ignorance of the contract's terns is
nei ther a rel evant question nor excusabl e behavi or under a
Contract Law judgnent setting. Literally, the only thing
that is relevant is: Did they honor the contract or not.
Peopl e who are unable to think along these precise and
very narrow ratiocinative[87] lines of Contract Law w |
find thensel ves being self-penalized for their ignorance
(penalized in the sense that prospective bl essings that
coul d have been their's wll be forfeited). |If that sounds
excessively harsh, then nonentarily picture yourself as
being in Father's position, and then consider what you
woul d do differently when confronted with a group of
peopl e who can and do think precisely, and another group
of people that do not think so precisely, and anot her
group who really could care | ess about anything.[88]

And it wll be on the Judgnent Day that we wll be judged
by Contracts, and under a Contract Law jurisprudenti al
setting -- and not under the rights, justice, relative
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col lective equality, and group fairness of pure natural
noral Tort Law. Interestingly enough, also known to those
Persons who have entered into Father's Advanced Contracts
down here is that the timng of the Judgnent Day can be
accelerated into this life, thus renoving any |ingering
vestige of uncertainty soneone may have about their

St andi ng before Father; there is no Last Day for these
speci al people to concern thenselves wth. Wen Fat her
approves of your Standing down here, you are going to know
It under rather strong circunstances.

Yes, Heavenly Father has contracts on us all goi ng back
into the First Estate.[89]

And just |ike Federal Judges in 7203 WIlIful Failure To

File prosecutions quietly taking Judicial Notice of
contracts in their Chanbers even before the Tax Protestor
gets arrested and the adversary crimnal proceedings
start, Father too already has all the Contracts he needs
in front of himawaiting the judgnent scene of Last Day --
First Estate Contracts that were solicited fromus before
we were born into this Wrld, and this Second Estate
proceeding started to collect and assenbl e the factual
setting the Last Day will issue out a Judgnent on. First

Estate Contracts are now in effect on everyone -- on

everyone -- down here w thout any exceptions, and Fat her
IS not interested in either any Tort or great thing we
acconplish -- except that if that action is enconpassed
within the content of a positive or restraining covenant
on one of the Contracts he has on us.[90]

By the wording of the Contracts Father has on us, a w de
rangi ng array of damages are not perm ssible -- but the
noral Tort question of damages itself is not rel evant

unl ess the damages fall into an area restricted by the
Contract. In a simlar way, sone of the Contract terns
call for both positive action and negative restrai nnent
under situations where there could be no danages created

regardl ess of what we do; so danmges are not rel evant when

contracts are in effect. Only concern yourself with the
terms of the contract. And even if we have carefully
avoi ded entering into any Contracts wwth himnowin this
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Life, he still has Contracts on us all fromthe First
Estate he will hold us to at the Judgnent Day: |n other
words, there is no such thing as outfoxing Father.[91]

Unli ke our King in Washi ngton who has nultiple technical
deficiencies existing within his own statutes, which when
i nvoked tinmely preclude himfromcollecting any Inland
Revenue tax noney under nany circunstances even when it is
rightfully due and payable, there are no deficiencies in
the Contracts Father wites; and for the incredible
benefits being offered by Father,[92] you should not even

probe for any inprovident technical noves. [93]

And this question of trying to outfox Father, is why the
IIlum natti, who otherwi se |ike to consider thenselves as
being very clever folks, will find their Torts, nurders,
revol utions, wars and environnental damages justifications
fall apart and col |l apse at the Last Day -- because pure
natural noral Tort Law will be irrelevant at the Judgnent
Day. They will regret having nmade their inprovident
techni cal noves down here: By trying to outfox Father wth
their clever Tort Law reasoning on justifying damages.

Fat her has a special treat planned, an Ace up his sl eeve,
just tailor nade for dealing with these Illumnatti and
Bol shevi k types of Gemins; it is the sane identical Ace
t hat Federal Judges have up their sleeves, just tailor
made to deal effectively with Constitutionalists: An

i nvisible Contract the poor fellow didn't even know about.
By the end of this Letter, you will know of the numerous

| ayers of invisible Contracts the King has on Tax
Protestors. But assum ng that you avoided entering into
new Contracts with Father in this Life, then when your
menory is restored to you, Father will solicit an
accounting of the terns of the Contract he extracted from
you in the First Estate.[94]

And so what was once an invisible Contract will then
becone a rather strongly known Contract, and then and
there the Genmins will crinkle in self-inflicted angui sh.
The Prophets have stated that there will be weeping,
wai | i ng and a gnashing of teeth at the Last Day;[95] those

are rather strong characterizations to use -- but now you
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know why -- for anong ot her reasons, the Genmins wll
have a perfect know edge that their clever justifications

to pull off and try and get away with world class m schi ef
were not worth it. And when, at the Last Day, the
I[lTumnatti and their Genlin brothers are confronted with
the terns of those First Estate Contracts that they
entered into before this Second Estate even started, and
when Fat her then asks for a sinple factual recital of

t heir Covenant conpliance, then will the Gemins realize
the irrelevancy of their excuses to justify and vitiate
their murder, war, and m scel | aneous abom nati on danages
(and all commtted, of course, to acconplish and perfect

Justice); and those Illumnatti types mght just find
t hensel ves, at that tinme, being a bit di sappointed:
Because their Tort Law justifications will not even be

addressed by Fat her.

Father will be asking a very sinple question then, to
which he will expect, very properly, a very sinple answer:
What was the extent to which you honored your Contracts?

Gremin defense argunents sounding in the Tort of damages
justification wll be tossed aside and ignored then at the
Last Day just |like State and Federal Judges now toss aside
and ignore Tort Law argunents of Constitutionalists and

other Protestors arguing |lack of corpus delecti danages to
try and get a dism ssal of Tax and H ghway Contract

enf orcenent prosecutions, when invisible contracts unknown
to the Constitutionalist were actually in effect. There is
actually nothing inaccurate or defective about the planned
G emin defense argunents, just |like there is nothing

| naccurate or factually defective about Patriot argunents
t hrown at Judges today; the question is not one of
accuracy or whether they are correct, but rather the
guestion is one of whether the defense |line addresses the
contract conpliance question asked -- and they don't, they
are not relevant. Sinple questions of Contract conpliance
by their nature exclude a | arge body of prospective
rebuttals that are distractive to the sinple question
asked; when contracts are up for review and judgnent, then
only the content of the Contract is of any rel evance. [ 96]
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| f Father was planning on using pure natural noral Tort
Law Justice at the Judgnent Day, then there could be no
such things as the third party liability absorption
feature such as the Atonenent (which is operation of
Contract); and additionally, for the tortious act of
swatting a fly, spanking our kids, drilling a railroad
tunnel through a nountain, or nowi ng our |awns, we would
be penalized forever -- if we are operating under the
rules of pure natural noral Tort Law (which neans that all
Torts get retorted as the renedy -- with an exception
bei ng only those excusable Torts necessary to perfect the
Ends of Justice). That inportant qualifying retort
exception reasoning is the line that Lucifer carefully
taught his [llumnatti followers to profile thensel ves
around to justify their actions before Father.[97]

Lucifer's clever inveiglenent to use danage argunents to
vitiate yourself at the Last Judgnent Day is facially very
attractive, and since Tort Lawitself is a correct

Principle of Nature, any scrutiny of Lucifer's reasoning
wi t hstands attack and chall enge fromany angle; it is not
until a renote, little known, and obscure doctrine is
uncovered fromthe archives of the Mornon Church in Salt
Lake City (regarding our lives as Spirits before with

Fat her, and Father's Previous Existence Contracts on us

all, and therefore our Judgnent will be under Contract
Law) does Lucifer's brilliant Tort Law justification
reasoning fall apart and collapse. In reading Illumnatti

literature, Lucifer again manifests his supergenius at
deception through conceal nent, as although there are
references to general Spiritual matters (certain strata of
Il lum natti are not atheists) as a distraction, however
there are no references to any Contracts with Father out
there that the Illumnatti need to concern thensel ves
with. An exenplary |line propagated by persons who
circulate in the genre of Wtches, Bol sheviks, and
Illumnists is that "You should do it in the name of
Justice, so you can justify it in the end.”

In the pop song One Tin Soldier, one finds the foll ow ng
| yrics:
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“...Do it in the nane of Heaven, you can justify

it in the end... There won't be any Trunpets
bl ow ng cone the Judgnent Day..." [98]

These lyrics al so appear in the Hollywood novie Billy
Jack. [99]

Wth a setting on an Indian Reservation in the Wstern

United States, the plot in Billy Jack told the tale of how
t he ever changing |laws of nen are frequently out of
harnony with true Justice, and so now nurder is necessary
to acconplish the true Ends of Justice where the | aws of
men fall short; sort of |like forcing a contenporary hybrid

variant of Robin Hood's grab as a neans of acconpli shing

justita omibus [justice for all]. Renenber that the
I[llTumnatti Grenmlins need to have people (their
prospective recruits in particular) think in terns of Tort
Law reasoni ng down here, and so they propagate the view
that nurders commtted to acconplish Justice (to
correctively retort the damages of others that the Law
does not reach) are excusable acts that Heavenly Father is
required to vitiate and ignore at the Last Day [just |ike
the Sheriff is excused from bearing the consequences for
wor ki ng t he damages you experienced when he incarcerated
you, after you had first burned your nei ghbor's house
down; what the Sheriff did, as a neutral and disinterested
third party, was to correctively retort the damages
created by others]. Once an Illumnatti initiate accepts
this reasoning, it takes little effort to have the
initiate accept the application of Tort Law reasoning to

| arger corrective retorts |ike wars, whol esal e nurders,
envi ronnent al danmages, use of the police powers of the
state to acconplish other damages, and assorted ot her

magnum opus abom nations that acconplish proprietary

Il lum natti objectives, and all very carefully docunented
and neatly arranged to renedy sone ot her danmages el se
where, and al so benefit the world by accelerating the
comencenent timng of the MIllennial Reign. This is
brilliant reasoning that Lucifer taught these little

Genmins; Tort Lawis a correct Principle of Nature and
cannot itself be attacked fromany angle. The use of Tort
Law reasoning to govern judgnents when no contracts are in
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effect is absolutely norally correct and in harnmony with
Nature in itself, and so are all of its retorts to perfect
Justice and the Ends of Justice. And so an esoteric[100]

factual elenent deficiency problemsurfaces that wll
absolutely nullify those expected benefits Wtches are

driving towards as they travel down that yellow brick road
of theirs: Heavenly Father extracted Contracts out of us
all in the First Estate before we cane down here, and so
Tort Law reasoning wll not be applicable at the Last Day.
Yes, those Trunpets will blow at the Last Day; sorry,

Gremins, but your days are nunbered. Yes, the handwiti ng
is on the wall for Gemins.[101]

In other words, Lucifer counsels his followers to perform
their murders and Torts in the retort cycle of Justice

adm ni stration where they can be justified and vitiated,
so that Heavenly Father would then be required to excuse
and vitiate their behavior at the Last Day. Under Tort Law
reasoning, all Torts (damages) need to be "retorted" as
the renmedy to perfect Justice, but the person

adm nistering the retort damage itself, like the Sheriff,
I's immune fromfurther cyclic retort, so the Justice cycle
stops there. And there also lies the G and Key for getting
people to commt nurders while believing quite strongly
that they are exenpt from Father's Justice: By sinply
arrangi ng the background circunstances for the nurder to
fall under the protective justifying retort cycle of
Justice. Therefore, the person who adm nisters the retort
I's immuune fromfurther damages hinself. In this brilliant
way, Lucifer intends to double cross all of his

har dwor ki ng assi stants down here, every single one w thout
exception, but not until just before the Judgnent Day:

Because al t hough Tort Law is a correct Principle of

Nat ure, our Great Judgnent will be under Contracts and
Contract Law, and Tort Law argunents and rationalizations
will be ignored. So, when Heavenly Father pulls his Ace
out of his sleeves to deal wth these clever Genlins who
sincerely believe that they have found a way to outf ox

Fat her and get away with magnum Torts by neatly justifying
everything in the good nane of Justice, Father will do no
nore than nerely lift the veil of nenory we all had

| owered on us to seal away the access to our past nenories
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whil e we once journeyed through this Second Estate, and
the poor Gemlins will then and there renenber with a
perfect know edge of the Contracts they previously entered
into with Father in the First Estate -- Contracts that
were invisible during the Second Estate. Now the Genlins
will be sealing their own fate, as their Tort Law
argunents are not relevant when a sinple and l[imted
accounting of Contracts is asked for.

Yes, Lucifer was in the many Councils of Heaven with us
all when we were on our knees reciting the terns of our
Contracts fromour tongues,[102] Lucifer knows very well
that Contract Law jurisprudence will govern the Last Day.
Does Lucifer know what he is doing in his Tort Law
reasoni ng? He nost certainly does.[103]

Tort Law reasoning itself cannot be attacked, as it is
nerely a reflection of Nature, and it does have its proper
time and place to govern the settlenent of grievances

bet ween persons when contracts are not in effect. The
guestion is not whether Tort Lawis norally correct or

| ncorrect, or whether Tort Law is in or out of harnony
with Nature; the question is one of applicability of
either Tort Law or Contract Law reasoning to govern the
judgnent of a factual setting presented for a ruling. And
so as long as Lucifer keeps his hard working Gemin
servants down here thinking along Tort Law lines, and

di scussing only Tort Law reasoning in their private
conmuni cati ons they send back and forth to each ot her,
then Lucifer is getting all that he wants now, since his
little Gemins will go right ahead and knowi ngly commt

t remendous damages while sincerely believing that they are
on safe grounds at the Last Day, just |ike H ghway
Contract Protestors very sincerely believe that the
absence of a nens rea and corpus delecti, together with

t he nonexi stence of a Driver's License, wll place them
and their Tort Law Right to Travel unfairness argunents on
saf e grounds before sophisticated appellate judges [this
Is not correct, as | will explain later]. This is a
brilliant deception extraordinaire by Lucifer to his
Genmins, and this is also extrenely sophisticated
reasoning (which in itself creates an allure to
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intellectual Genlins).[104]

And just as Lucifer freely uses his deception to notivate
his associates in his direction, so to do his Genlin

assi stants down here use deception between each other in
turn, whenever they feel like it. Genlins thrive on

t hrow ng deceptions back and forth at each other, and they
do not really concern thensel ves on the background setting
t he deception takes place in.[105]

Absent unusual appreciation for what an abbrevi at ed
Contract Law judgnent setting is really |like (such as
trying to contest speeding and insurance infractions on
H ghway Contract enforcenent proceedi ngs, going through

7203 WIllful Failure to File Star Chanber prosecutions,
etc.) only very few fol ks have the factual background
necessary to grasp the significance of this line. Due to
ci rcunst ances which transpired back in the First Estate,
Luci fer passionately hates us all (i.e., all persons who
took bodies in this Second Estate), and he fully intends
to have each and every single person, wthout any
exceptions, who trusted in his Tort Law | ogic and
reasoni ng, screwed to the wall for having done so. This
pl anned doubl e cross by Lucifer even includes his highly
prized intimtes, the contenporary Rothschild Brothers,
Wit h whom Luci fer has personally conversed with, face-to-
face; Lucifer has the Rothschilds believing that they are
the top dogs and they call the shots. They too will be
doubl e crossed, and this is true even though Lucifer has
very reliably dealt with many Rot hschild generations in
this Second Estate going back several centuries. Yet, the

Rot hschilds will Iikely never the see the forest for the
trees, as the effect of his inpending magnum Qous Doubl e
Cross w il not even occur until this Wrld is over wth,

and then it is too late to start taking an interest in
Contracts with Father, and stop using pure natural noral
Tort Law Principles to govern your behavior, under such
untinely and bel ated circunstances. Boy, | can just hear
Baron Phillippe de Rothschild, Le Gemin Extraordinarie,
now at the Last Day telling Father that:

"Fat her, you just don't understand... why, | had
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to have David killed to accelerate the arrival
of your MIlennium The world experienced the
benefits of it. It just had to be done to
further your Ends of Justice."

As for the Rothschilds, after their Eyes are Opened on the
foolishness of their Tort Law reasoning, their greatest

di sappointnent at that tinme may yet lie in another area

al together: As they ponder the |ong term significance of
their being denied further inhabitation on this planet

t hey once participated in Creating.[106]

In the Third Estate, this planet is in for sone refining
and advancenent, and there wll be no Genlins inhabiting
the Earth then.[107]

Fat her was the only architect of this particular planet.
[ 108]

Yes, Lucifer has a double cross up his sleeve planned for
the Rothschilds, just |like the Rothschilds in turn have
numer ous i npendi ng doubl e crosses planned for their

associates as well. A double cross is a serious betrayal
that occurs on the tail end of a well-planned conti nuum of
deception -- and deception is very inportant to Genlins.
[ 109]

And the nmass nedia serves as a good instrunent to
propagate a |l arge volune of factually worthless
I nformation.[110]

Simlar to Gemins thriving when throw ng decepti ons back
and forth at each other, deception is also very attractive
for Gemins to throw at the public at large.[111]

The mass nedia is a very inportant instrunment for the
conveyance stage of deception by Gemins.[112]

Deception is inportant to Grenlins and those who replicate

t heir nodua operandi; so nmuch so that al nost |ike
i ntell ectual nourishnment, Genlins seemto manifest deep
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intermttent cravings for a few good cl ever sounding |ies.
[ 113]

Sadly so, deception has the appearance of being
cont agi ous, unless efforts are nade to deflect the

onsl aught of its occurrence, and its preval ence throughout
the United States today could be exenplified perhaps in

t he dynastic corridors of corporate power, where
Commer ci al executives busy thensel ves by being constantly
fixated on their own self enrichnent objectives.[114]

Wiy are such Grenlins, inpressive by appearances, so
freely wlling to work damages on ot her fol ks? The answer
lies in the fact that they believe, superficially, that
they are doing the right thing (renenber what they went
through in the First Estate). For exanple, in a Genlin
attack on Father's jurisprudential structure here in the
United States, the disintegration of our jurisprudence (or
"l egal systeni) is considered by Genlins to be a goal
wor t hy of achi evi ng:

“"The disintegration of our legal system.. would end in a
revival of justice, due to the restoration of the
authority of the people which constitute the living, vital
principle of the law, and by restoration of prosperity due
to the confidence of the people in the disposition and
capacity of their own Governnent to protect themin nodern
conditions of life. That system fought as being

i nadm ssible for 13 small States, has survived expansion
across the continent; and, in its formand substance, is,

I f any human institutions can be, equal to the conquest of
every econom ¢ and noral frontier."[115]

So too do Gemins apply this sane planned disintegration
reasoning to propose that there be a continuous succession
of wars and other mlitary damages operations,
specifically for the purpose of bringing about a qui escent
tranquility that will, they believe, be the result of a
world tired fromwars. Yes, Lucifer is slick in his
justification of damages. [116]

And just as Lucifer is slick [neaning effective while
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remaining largely invisible] with his justification of
danmages reasoning, so too do his assistants down here need
cl ose scrutiny in order to figure out what they are up to
nowadays. [ 117]

[1] Reciprocity is defined as a relational state where two
or nore parties, enjoying each other's benefits and each
possessi ng vari ous expectations fromeach other, are being
reci procal to each other, a kind of "give and take" going
on back and forth; and so in this relational setting,
there are sone kinds of interdependence, nutuality, and
cooperation expectations in effect between the parties.

But the key elenents that wll be repeated over and over
again in this Letter, is that where the initial benefits
were not first exchanged, then the secondary obligation to
reci procate does not exist, either. For exanple, the word

reci procity surfaces frequently when Governnents di scuss

exchangi ng favorable trade benefits with each other; each
Governnment controls a source of benefits the other wants,
and so now the reciprocating nutuality and exchange of

benefits between the jurisdictions is called reciprocity,
but its nmeani ng has been el usive for sone:

"The termreciprocity as now currently used in
nost cases wth only a vague or very general
notion of its nmeaning... [An] attenpt is nmade to
define reciprocity when it is specified that the

privileges granted nust be equival ent. Thus one
witer, basing his definition upon a study of
the public papers of the Presidents of the
United States, remarks:

"Reciprocity is the granting by one nation of
certain comercial privileges to another,
whereby the citizens of both are placed upon an
equal basis in certain branches of commerce." -

Messages and Papers of the Presidents, Page 562.

Whenever there is an exchange of benefits and there
remai ns sonme |ingering expectations of sonme duty between
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two parties, then an actual invisible contract is in
effect [as | wll discuss later], as it is said that the
duty owed back to the party initially transferring the

benefits is reciprocal in nature. Hence, the steam engine

Is said to be a reciprocal engine: Steamis forced into a
chanber pushing a piston out, and the piston pushes in
turn a lever attached to a wheel; now the wheel revol ves
because the steaminitially pushed out a piston. So when

t he revol vi ng wheel cones back fully around, it is now the
force of the wheel that pushes back the |ever, which
pushes in turn the piston back into the chanber, that

cl ears the chanber for a second and successive injection

of steam [See the Encycl opedia Britannica, "Reciprocating
Engi nes" (London, 1929)].

Question: Wat happens when the wheel (having gotten what
It wanted by being turned by the | ever and having
initially accepted the benefits of the steam pushing the
pi ston), freezes up for sone reason and does not

reci procate as expected and now refuses to push the piston
back into the chanber? Wat happens is that the engine
stops; everything grinds to a halt; and danages are

creat ed.

...\Well, as we turn froma tangi ble setting where
machinery is in notion, over to | egal reasoni ng handed
down fromthe Judiciary of the United States, no
Princi pl es ever change -- because when we turn to the
Suprene Court rulings in hot political areas of so-called

draft protesting and tax protesting, by the end of this

Letter you will see the true neaning of reciprocity, and
of the damages created by refusing to reciprocate when
expected. Yes, often there are contracts invisible to the
Def endant that actually control grievances in a Courtroom
and there is to be learned a true natural origin of
contracts and of reciprocity; the origin lies not with
American judges trying to create seemngly fictional |egal

justifications, but in nature, and actually in the m nd of
Heavenly Father who, as we will see, created what is now

call ed nature. [return]
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[ 2] Concl usive Evidence is deened incontrovertible:
Because either the Law does not allow contradiction for
sone reason, or in the alternative, because the inherent
nature of the Evidence is so strong and so convi nci ng that
it automatically overrules any other mtigating or
vitiating Evidence that could possibly be presented.

Therefore it is deened provident that Conclusive Evidence,
all by itself, establishes the proposition that is sought
at hand, beyond any reasonable or possibly legitinmate

doubt; this Conclusive Evidence Rule is very reasonable in
many situations. [return]

[3] | amaware that the linguistic use of the word "Ki ng",
as a noni ker to characterize the conbi ned Executive and
Legi sl ative branches of the United States is a bit novel,
and I know that nost folks would feel unconfortable with
it at first. Yet, despite the differential in confort

| evel s in the use of such semantics, | go right ahead and
use this characterizati on anyway because its use, all by
Itself, enhances the inportant distinction between Common
Law Jurisdiction and King's Equity Jurisdiction (which
distinction is still very nmuch in effect today), and makes
this distinction nuch easier to understand; and
additionally underscores the fact that the United States
Is stratified at Lawinto nultiple jurisdictions to nore
tightly replicate the contours of Nature, and that the

United States is not a single nonolithic slippery slope
slab of equity Cvil Law (hybridized old Roman G vil Law).
As the Anmerican colonies severed relations at Law with the
Mot her Crown, the jurisdiction conferred upon the United
States by our Fathers was largely simlar, in a structural
sense, to that jurisdiction the King of England al ready
had. But the idea of characterizing the conbi ned Executive
and Legi sl ative Branches of the United States as a "King"
may not even be mne. Imagine fictionally in your mnd
havi ng lunch with your Dad and a Federal Appellate Judge
in New York City. During this imaginary and purely
fictional conversation, while the non-existent Judge is
speaking on a crimnal doctrine, he nentions the existence
of a contenporary "King" here today in the United States,
as if it were a very natural idea to him A year |ater,
you realize that relating the jurisdictional contours of
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the United States to those contours which a King shoul d
have and not have, makes everything seemeasy to
understand. This is particularly so when relating a
factual question of police powers |[imtation, or of a
taxing limtation, to sonething tangi ble and natural I|ike
a King's expected jurisdictional contours. Additionally, a
"King" also accurately reflects lingering English
Jurisprudence here in the United States, and also reflects

the present King to Prince satropic relational status of
the United States Governnent to the several States,

follow ng the enactnent of the after ten Amendnents that

shifted the ratio decidendi of power to Washi ngton.
[ return]

[4] The word person is of particular |legal significance in
Aneri can Jurisprudence; it is distinguished fromthe word

i ndividual, with the semantic differential in effect
between the two being inherently Status oriented. Although
soundi ng i nnocent under comon English semantic rules, on
the floor of a Courtroomthese semantic rul es take upon

t hensel ves deeper significance, as it is quietly known by

all Judges that persons are clothed wwth nultiple |ayers

of juristic accoutrenents giving that person's presence in
that Courtroom a special and suggestive flavoring to it.

On the one hand, persons have special |egal rights,
benefits, and privileges originating froma juristic
source; and on the other hand, persons also carry upon

t hensel ves various obligatory duties (sone of which, if
not handl ed properly, can be very self-damagi ng at tines)
-- but both rights and duties are often invisible. In
contrast to that |ayered state of juristic accoutrenent

encapsul ation, individuals wal k around w thout any such
accoutrenents [they would be "liberated" as the
contenporary vernacular would characterize it]. As a point

of begi nning, persons can be either natural human bei ngs

| i ke you and ne, or artificial juristic entities (such as
forei gn governnents, Corporations, Agencies, or
Instrunentalities) and the like -- at |east, here in 1985,

those are the only two existing divisions of persons
presently recogni zed by the Judiciary (i.e., human bei ngs
and paper juristic entities):
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“"Foll ow ng many writers on jurisprudence, a
juristic person may be defined as an entity that
IS subject to a right. There are good

et ynol ogi cal grounds for such an inclusive

neutral definition. The Latin "persona"

originally referred to dramati s Personae, and in
Roman Law the term was adapted to refer to
anything that could act on either side of a

| egal dispute... In effect, in Roman | egal
tradition, persons are creations, artifacts, of
the law itself, i.e., of the legislature that

enacts the law, and are not considered to have,
or only have incidentally, existence of any kind
outside of the |egal sphere. The |law, on the
Roman interpretation, is systematically ignorant
of the biological status of its subjects." -

Peter French in The Corporation as a Moral

Person, 16 Anerican Phil osophical Quarterly 207,
at 215 (1979).

But some tine off in the future, the world will cone to
grips wth the deeper neanings of Peter French's coments

about how persons are creations and how the law is

I gnorant of the biological status of it's subjects,
because common know edge wi || be changi ng one day as the
reconbi nant DNA cel lular cultivation technol ogy perfected
in the late 1970s in special basenent |aboratories
designed into the CIA' s Langley offices by Nel son
Rockefel |l er bl ossons out one day into the Commerci al
Sector, and genetic replicas of humans are brought forth
into the public domain. It is ny legal Prophesy that it is
only a matter of tinme before a Court ruling or sone slice

of I ex makes its appearance sonewhere, saying that the
original natural born human being takes upon thensel ves
full civil and crimnal liability for all acts perforned
by their genetic replicas as soon as they energe fromthe

chem cal tank, under the alter ego ["second self"]
doctrine; and that those biological replicas (or synthetic
al tonmet ons, as the Bol sheviks would say) will also be
deened at that tinme to be persons, fully layered with all
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of the same juristic accoutrenents that their natural born
human sponsor possesses [or woul d have possessed under
simlar circunmstances]. The use of |ook alikes, or

doubl es, has a very long history to them particularly in
dynastic settings where trenendous wealth is available for
sone looting; here in the United States of 1985, Bol shevik

synthetic altonetons have al ready produced narvel ous
results for their sponsors, in both famly dynasty and
political settings involving inportant positions held in
Juristic Institutions. When comon public know edge of
this technology actually will blossomout into the open, |
do not know. When the Apostle John was exiled to the Isle
of Patnpbs, he once wote a story on events he had seen in
a vision; John tal ks about how soneday the world's
Grenlins, continuing to incorporate deception into their

nodus operandi |ike they do, wll make a big deal out of a
man they will one day raise up for their purposes. Like
the inflated, dramatic, and overzeal ous presentation of
Henry Kissinger's intellectual credentials, this man w ||
be shown on a nuch grander scal e working great wonders
goi ng about the world ending one tough crisis after
another, as the inp goes about his mschief trying to get
folks to place trust and confidence in him(just like with
Henry); and great political power and authority will be
given to this inp. John describes a fellow who will bring
down fire from Heaven, perform other great wonders, and
then be fatally wounded. As part of the Genlin deception
show, this little inp will heal his own wounds and bring
hi nsel f back fromthe dead. This little Genmlin won't
actually heal his own wounds, as the world's news nedi a
will then want you to believe in furtherance of Genmin

conquests, but actually a double will be brought forth
that will have been previously manufactured, while the
body of the nortally wounded and doubl e-crossed inp wll
be quietly disposed of out the back door; and at the

present tine, excellent genetic doubles are very feasible
to manufacture. At the tinme the world's Gemins pull off

t heir i npendi ng magnum opus theatrics [neaning "great act"
theatrics], John tells us that they will succeed in
decei vi ng many people. Few people have in-depth factual
know edge on Grenlin novenents, and so few fol ks have
trained thenselves to be able to think in terns that
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Gemins think in: Terns that involve deception, intrigue,
and the use of doubles, murder, and what ever ot her

cranking is necessary to get the job done. Like Tax
Protestors never bothering to try and see things fromthe
Judge's and the King's position, by fol ks never bothering
to try and see things fromthe Genlin perspective, the
result is going to be exactly what John tells us: That
many people will be held in awe of this little Gemin,
just |ike many peopl e have already held Henry Kissinger in
awe when they should have thrown himin the trash can, as
the little Hitler the real Henry once was. As for bringing

down fire from heaven and ot her magnum opus appear ances
t hat John tal ks about, the hol ographic technol ogy to
create nultiple colored inages is now also highly

devel oped. Using a confluence of nonochromatic radiation
sources (lasers), inpressive visual inages can now be

created in an air reception nedia (just like in Star
Wars). The technically inpressive show that the world's

Gemins wll one day sponsor to try and inpress people
world wide -- that their little inp is worth admring --
wi Il actually have been rehearsed in a studio first,

bef ore being brought for on sonme world exhibition stage
the Gemins will create. [See the 13th chapter of

Revel ation].

One of the domnate thenes of this Letter is individual

responsibility, and correlative to that, it is ny
proposition that Gemins can actually never succeed in
forcing deception on others. The reason why is because
deception has to be first created, then conveyed, and then
accepted by others -- then only can deception succeed.
Deception can only find fertility in a human mnd to the
extent that mnd is receptive to it; simlarly, in a
sense, it actually takes two people to manufacture a
successful lie: The first to utter the lie, and the second
to accept it as such. [return]

[5] Prima Facie Evidence is Evidence that is good and
sufficient on its face. Prima Facie differs from

Concl usi ve Evidence in the sense that Prinma Faci e Evidence
may be contradi cted or attacked by ot her Evidence, whereas
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Concl usi ve Evidence is not open to such an attack. If |eft
unexpl ai ned or unchal | enged, Prima Facie Evidence is
deened to be of sufficient nmerit to sustain a judgnment in
favor of the issue at hand that it is supporting. Both

Pri ma Faci e and Concl usive Evidence are Evidentiary Rul es

Il nvol ving the use of Concl usive Evidence, which I wll
di scuss later. [return]

[6] The nmens rea is an evil state of mnd that is
necessarily inherent in all crimnals as they know ngly go
about their pre-planned work by intentionally damagi ng
soneone el se.

"Criminal liability is normally based upon the
concurrence of two factors, 'an evil-neaning
m nd and an evil-doing hand...' ...Few areas of

crimnal |aw pose nore difficulty than the

proper definition of the nens rea required for
any particular crinme. [Extended discussion then

follows defining what the nens rea is and is
not]." - United States vs. Bailey, 444 U.S. 394,

at 402 (1979) [return]

[ 7] The corpus delecti is the hard evidentiary "body of
the crinme" that is supposed to exist on the record; it is

related to due process in the sense that it ferrets out a
unique formof error. Originated as a Conmmon Law rul e by
judges in our old Mdther England, the Britannic judiciary
had been enbarrassed by having consented to execute a nman
for nurder, when the individual believed to have been
murdered |ater returned to the village very nuch alive. As
a corrective result, the judiciary then required that in
all capital nurder cases, the prosecuting Crown has the
burden of adducing satisfactory evidence that the all eged
victimis actually dead (separate from and in addition
to, other evidence that the accused is guilty.) Today, the

corpus delecti rule is very nmuch a correct principle of

nature for those crimnal prosecutions falling under Tort
Law i ndicia (where no contract governs the grievance); but
it lies largely in slunber. It could be a test of the
factual setting for the presence of hard danages on the
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crimnal record, and as such would screen out illegitinate
prosecuti ons where the Conpl ai nant never experienced any
damages; but as our Father's Common Law has been repl aced

by contractual lex, this rule has largely faded away into
atrophy. Should it ever be resuscitated, perhaps in the
formof mandating Crimnal Arraignnent Magistrates to
docunent either a contract or the twin Tort indicia of

mens real/ corpus delecti on the record, as a condition for
allowng the crimnal prosecution to proceed on to Trial,
such a procedural rule would automatically disable any
Special Interest Goup fromsucceeding in having their
little penal Majoritarian |l ex forced on others in
violation of both the Republican Form of Governnent cl ause
of Article 4, and of Principle of Nature that replicate
the thinking of Heavenly Father. Al Special |nterest

G oups sponsored penal |lex is always characterized by the
absence of any contract or danmages present in the factual

setting that the defendant is being prosecuted for -- such
as grow ng Marijuana in your backyard and ganbling in your
basenent. There is a chilling story to be told sone ot her

time of the Special Interest Tenperance sponsors of the
Prohi bition of the 1920's here in the United States and of
t heir descendants, who today are heavily involved with
drug smuggling, so called; as the crimnalization of

pl ants and plant derivatives that are in broad denmand

creates a fabul ous Bl ack Market to pursue Conmerci al
enrichment in. [return]

[8 Inalimted cognitive sense, | amal so synpathetic to
the position Dr. Albert Einstein was in when he first
di ssem nated his Theory of Relativity in 1929 with

gualifications, as he knew then that only a few people
were in a position to cone to grips with its contents:

! his | atest formal docunent -- the new
"Field Theory" on the relations between
gravitation and el ectromagneti sm-- concerning

whi ch he hinself declares it is absurd to waste
time to try to elucidate it for the public
because ' probably not nore than a dozen or so
men in the world could possibly understand it'."
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- The New York Tinmes ["Einstein Distracted by
Public Curiosity; Seeks Hi ding Place"], Page 1

(February 4, 1929). [return]

[9] Consideration is technically defined to be either a
benefit or a detrinent -- neaning that sone operation of

Nat ure out there in the practical setting took place.

"Under the common | aw of M ssouri, Consideration
sufficient to support a sinple contract may
consist either of a detrinent to the Prom see,

or a benefit to the Promsor." - In Re Wndl e,
653 F.2nd 328, at 331 (1981).

"The very essence of Consideration... is |egal
detrinment that has been bargai ned for and
exchanged for the prom se... The two parties

nmust have agreed and i ntended that the benefits
each derived be the Consideration for a

contract." - Josephine Hoffa vs. Frank
Fitzsi mons, 499 F. Supp. 357, at 365 (1980).

This Consideration Doctrine -- this requirenent that there

must first be a practical operation of Nature prior to
triggering the Law is very inportant, and applies across
all factual settings, and not just on contracts, as | wl]l
explain by the end of this Letter. But for the purposes of

this Letter, only the benefit slice of Consideration wll
be di scussed. [return]

[ 10] Yes, the requirenent for Consideration originated in
t he Heavens, but not so to |lawers, who begin their

anal ysis of the Law by starting off in the wong direction
when assum ng that nen created the Law. Just |ike
collegiate intellectual's conjecture that the organic

hi story of technol ogical innovations is the result of
accidents, so too do | awers skew their perceptions off
into factually defective tangents:

“Bargain consideration was invented for the sake
of bilateral agreenments and then was extended to
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uni |l ateral agreenents..." - Hugh WIllis in

Rational e of Bargin in Consideration in 27
Georgetown Law Journal 414, at 415 (1939).

The aut hor then continues on with his dribblings. [return]

[11] See Charles Fried in Contract as Prom se
"“Consi deration"” [Harvard University Press, Canbridge
(1981)]. [return]

[12] For commentary in this area of Consideration, see:

. Janes Barr Anes in Two Theories of Consideration, 12
Harvard Law Revi ew 515 (1899) [discussing the
rel ati onshi p between Consi deration and both

uni l ateral and bilateral contracts];

« Arthur Corbin in The Effects of Options on
Consi deration, 34 Yale Law Journal 571 (1925);

« Arthur Corbin in Non-Binding Prom ses as
Consi deration, 26 Col unbia Law Revi ew 550 (1926);

. Joseph Beale in Notes on Consideration, 17 Harvard
Law Review 71 (1903);

. Melvin Eisenberg in The Principles of Consideration,
67 Cornell Law Review 640 (1982);

. Sanuel WIlliston in Successive Prom se of the Sane

Performance, 5 Harvard Law Review 27 (1894). Sanuel
WIlliston authored several trenendous books on

contract |aw call ed:

1. Wllston on Contracts, [Baker &
Voor his, New York (1936-1945) 9
vol unes] ;

2. Cases on Engineering Contracts
("engi neering" nmeaning "drafting"
contracts), [Little Brown, Boston
(1904)];

3. Restatenent of the Law on Contracts
[ Arerican Law Institute, St. Paul

http://famguardian.org/PublishedAuthors/I ndiv/MercierGeorge/InvContrcts--01-I ntroduction.htm (46 of 136) [3/30/2009 8:04:24 AM]



Invisible Contracts by George Mercier -- Introduction

(1932)]. [return]

[13] "In nost actions upon contracts, the Consideration
‘nmoved' directly fromthe Plaintiff to the Defendant,
either by way of a benefit conferred or a | oss sustai ned,
or both, and the prom se sued upon was made by the
Defendant directly to the Plaintiff. But occasionally the
whol e Consi deration arises between the Defendant and sone
third person other than the Plaintiff, and the promse is
made to such [third] person alone; and the question
arises, 'Can any other person than the prom see naintain
an action upon such prom se, solely because he is
beneficially interested in its performance?’ Many cases
seemto hold that he can. |Is that a universal or general
rule? I's not the general rule the other way? If A sends a
package to B by an expressman and pays hi m doubl e price
upon his promse to deliver the article pronptly, can B
recover damages for the carrier's non-perfornmance of that

contract? ...A perfect, well-rounded contract requires not
only a prom se and a Consideration, but a participation by
each party in both of these elenents..." - Edward Bennett

I n Considerations Moving From Third Persons in 9 Harvard
Law Revi ew 233, at 233 (1895).

As we change settings froma comon everyday Conmerci al
arrangenent where nerchandi se i s being transported back
and forth, over to a juristic setting involving contracts
wi th Governnent, nothing changes either -- as
Consideration is deened to have been exchanged based upon
an operation of indirect third persons not a party to the

contract [as | wll discuss under the G tizenship Contract
| ater on]. [return]

[ 14] "The term Consi derati on has been used in so many
senses that anyone who enploys it nust define it for his
own purposes anew. In using it as atitle, | nean to

I ncl ude thereunder all acts or om ssions on the part of
anyone other than the prom ssor which, taken in connection
wth the prom se, may be thought to afford a reason for
granting a legal renmedy upon its breach. So stated, the
guestion whet her Consideration exists in any given

| nst ance depends not on the character of the particul ar
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act relied upon as Consideration, but on its relationto
the parties, to the promse, and to the particul ar renedy

which is sought."” - George Gardner in An Inquiry Into the
Principles of Law of Contracts, 46 Harvard Law Revi ew 1,
at 9 (1932).

In the typical case of a sinple business contract these
rel ationships that Gardner was referring to appear to be
conplex at first (as CGeorge Gardner did not elucidate

hi mself very well in that article), but they are based on

very sinple Principles of Nature everyone can under st and;
and when under st andi ng these Consi deration rules, the

i ndicia of Nature which creates invisible contracts wll
al so surface and becone apparent. For exanple, let's say
that A promses to Bthat if Bwll ship hima farm
reaper, then Awll pay to B $500 ten days after it is
shi pped. Fine. B ships the reaper, thus bring the el enent
of Consideration into the factual setting, and so now an
i nvisible contract is formed: How? Since it was necessary
to prom se $500 as an inducenment to B to ship the reaper,
it is reasonably inferred that B experienced an out goi ng

det ernment of sonething around $500. But as for A, he
accepted a benefit (the reaper) that B first offered
conditionally -- and when practical benefits were accepted
by you that soneone else offered conditionally (here, the
benefit was conditioned upon receipt of $500 within ten
days), then an invisible contract is in effect; and
contracts do not now, and never did, have to be stated in
witing in order to be enforceable by Anerican Judges.

[ The reaper sale is explained in Port Huron Machi ne

Conpany vs. Whlers, 207 lowa 826 (1929)]. [return]

[ 15] Even though no tangi bl e Consi derati on changed hands
when this successive contract was executed, the original

contract did trigger an exchange of Consideration, an so
In a sense, other successive future contracts could be

deened addenduns to the original contract, obtaining their
life fromthe Consideration the parent contract
experi enced. See:

. C.C Langdell in Mutual Prom ses as a Consi deration
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for Each Other in 14 Harvard Law Revi ew 496 (1900);

. Sanuel WIlliston in Succesive Prom se of the Sane
Performance in 8 Harvard Law Review 27 (1894);

. Ballantine in Mutuality and Consi deration in 28
Harvard Law Review 121 (1914);

. Qiphant in Mutuality of Qbligation in Bilatera
Contracts at Law in 25 Col unbia Law Revi ew 705
(1925);

. Sanuel WIlliston in The Effect of One Void Prom se in
a Bilateral Agreenment in 25 Col unbia Law Revi ew 857
(1925);

« Corbin in Non-Binding Prom ses as Consideration in 26
Col unbi a Law Revi ew 550 (1926). [return]

[16] Fraud vitiates the juristic vitality and destroys the
| egal validity of everything that it enters into:

"Fraud destroys the validity of everything into
which it enters. It affects fatally even the

nost sol emn judgnents and decrees."” - lra Nudd
vs George Burrows, 91 U S. 426, at 440 (1875).

“"There is no question of the general doctrine
that fraud vitiates the nost solem contracts,
docunents, and even judgnents. There is no
guestion that many rights originally founded in

fraud becone -- by lapse of tine... no |onger
open to inquiry in the usual and ordinary
nmethod." - United States vs. Sam Thr ocknorton,

98 U.S. 61, at 64 (1878).

Notice how the lack of tineliness inpairs one's ability to
I nvoke this Doctrine of Fraud and successfully have
contracts, docunents, etc. annulled where fraud has
surfaced as an el enent; and as we change argunents, the
Principle of Tineliness (Laches) does not change, so the

| nportance of handling Failure of Consideration in a
tinmely manner as a defense line will also surface as a key
i nportant judicial indicia in deciding whether or not to

award a Failure of Consideration judgnent in your favor.
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[ return]

[17] In the early 1970's, a business called Erika

| ncor porated had been the recipient of a train of noney
originating fromnedical clains filed with University
Hospital in Birm ngham Al abama for the Blue Cross "C

Pl us" paynent plan. Blue Cross had been sendi ng the noney
to University Hospital, who in turn sent the noney to
Erika. But in the Sumrer of 1975, University Hospital
decided to termnate relations with Erika, and so Bl ue
Cross then started paying its subscribers directly for
services rendered by Erika. Now Erika had to go through

t he nui sance of trying to collect noney from sone distant
patients; this was an expensive procedure, and necessarily
generated adm ni strative headaches; and so now Erika tried

to get set up with Blue Cross directly as a provider, now
that University Hospital stopped paying Erika. In a
prelimnary attenpt to get paid directly from Blue Cross,

Eri ka presented sone assignnents that its custoners had
signed, instructing Blue Cross to pay Erika directly, but
Bl ue Cross erected sone adm nistrative inpedinents. Later,

Eri ka then asked Blue Cross for a provider nunber to
return to a relationship where they get paid directly from
Bl ue Cross, but Blue Cross refused to issue out such a

provi der nunber. So in the Summer of 1975, nunerous
| etters were going back and forth between the corporate
managenent of Erika and Blue Cross. The letters seemto

i ndi cate that Blue Cross deened that a provider nunber for
Erika really was not necessary, and that special checks
could be issued out to Erika in circunvention of house

rul es, but things never worked out for Erika.

G rcunstances cane to pass |later where Erika is unhappy
over the |l oss of revenue, so Erika started an action in
Federal District Court, now claimng that the letters from

Bl ue Cross stating possible circunventi on of provider

nunber was an offer to a contract which Erika | ater
accepted, and therefore a contract was in effect. The
Federal Judge ruled that an exchange of letters is not a
contract, and that all of the offers and acceptances

stated in such letters neans nothing -- since no
Consi deration ever changed hands:
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"Even if the exchange of l|etters can sonehow be

construed as contai ning essential elenents of
the agreenent, no contract was fornmed because

there was no Consi deration. Consideration for a

prom se is an act, a forbearance, or the

creation, nodification or destruction of a |egal
relation, or a return prom se, bargained for and

gi ven in exchange for the prom se. [Renenber

that Consideration is a hard practical operation

of Nature taking place.] ... In the instant

case, there was no Consi deration to Blue Cross

fromErika for any prom se made by Bl ue Cross.
Al t hough | egal detrinent to the promsee is a

valid Consideration as a benefit to the
prom sor, ... that Consideration nust be

bargai ned for, and in the instant case there is

no evidence that the action of Erika in
submtting bills in the formand manner set

forth by Blue Cross and refraining from sendi ng
such bills to Blue Cross' subscribers was in any

way bargained for. The Court finds that the
exchange of correspondence did not forma

contractual obligation on the part of Blue Cross

to pay the noney directly to Erika." - Erika,
Inc. vs. Blue Cross, 496 F. Supp. 786, at 788

(1980) .

| sinplified the factual setting on this Case, but the
essential factual elenents relating to the prom ses
witten on paper, w thout any correl ative operation of

Nat ure (Consideration) is largely accurate. Here in Erika,
just like Tax Protestors throw ng Tenporary Restraining

Order Petitions at a new Enpl oyer, one party | ost

no tine

barreling into Federal Court demandi ng sone perceived
rights. And as is very often the case, as happened here,
third party intervenes into the factual setting [here Blue
Cross], and for reasons the conplaining party had little
control over, damages are bei ng experienced. Wth Tax
Protestors, the third party intervening into their factual
setting by preenptively grabbing their earnings is the
|RS. By the end of this Letter, you should see quite

clearly that the Law now continues to operate out

In the

http://famguardian.org/PublishedAuthors/I ndiv/MercierGeorge/InvContrcts--01-I ntroduction.htm (51 of 136) [3/30/2009 8:04:24 AM]

a



Invisible Contracts by George Mercier -- Introduction

practical setting where it always has operated before
recent technol ogi cal devel opnents |ike paper, pens, and
the li ke, and even general public literacy, which surfaced
generally as late as the 1300's to 1600's. The Law does
not operate on paper [whenever the Law is based on

Nature]; what is witten on paper is nerely a statenent of
the aw. Inportantly, | hope you should see why. [return]

[ 18] For a presentation of the history of the bifurcation
of Law into Tort and Contract going back into 1200 A D.,

see CHS. Fifoot in Hstory and Sources of the Comon

Law, Tort and Contract; [Stevens and Sons, London (1949)].
[ return]

[19] Before 1933, it was common practice in the United
States for various contracts to contain covenants stating
that a sumset certain would be paid in Gold Coin, and so

t hese special covenants were then called Gold C auses.
They woul d read sonmething to the effect that " will pay
(armount) dollars in gold coin of the United States of the
standard wei ght and fineness existing on (date of
contract)...” In this way, creditors protected thensel ves
froml| osses due to Governnment creating a nonetary change
in currency val ue. When a Joint Resolution of Congress in
June of 1933 [31 U S.C. 463] explicitly abrogated the

judicial enforcenent of these Gold O auses in Commerci al
contracts, there was the usual Patriot howing, claimng

that worn out Patriot argunment of unconstitutionality;
sone |ingering residues of which continue on down to the
present tinme. However, long ago in the early 1800's, an
Anerican jurist wth great foresight, who understood the

correct relational status in effect between conmnerci al
contracts and the Constitution, had a few words to say
about this state of affairs:

“"Nay, if the |egislature should pass a | aw
declaring, that all future contracts m ght be
di scharged by a tender of any thing, or things,
besi des gold and silver, there would be a great
difficulty in affirmng themto be
unconstitutional; since it would becone part of
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the stipulations of the contract." - Joseph
Story in IIl Commentary on the Constitution at
248 ["Prohibitions - Contracts"] (Canbridge,
1833) .

By the end of this Letter, you too should see why
Commerci al contracts are born, live and then die, in their
own strata, wthout the Constitution offering any
significant restrai nnent on Legislative intervention. See
general l y:

. The Gold Cause, 294 U.S. 240 (1934);

. Barry, Gold, 20 Virginia Law Review 263 (1934);

. Phanor Eder, The Gold C ause Cases in Light of
Hi story, 23 George Washington Law Review [Part 1 at
Page 369 (Basic concepts of noney); and Part 2 starts

at Page 722 ("Debasenent, Deval uation and
Depreci ation")] (1934);

. Russell Post and Charles WIIlard, The Power of

Congress to Nullify Gold O auses, 46 Harvard Law
Revi ew 1225 (1933); and others nentioned el sewhere in
this Letter.

Al t hough it seens nonentarily pleasing to ventil ate
Patriot frustrations by throwi ng invectives at the

spi nel ess Congress for their successive continuum of
enacting Rockefeller Special Interest Goup |egislation
with the national danmages created secondarily in their
wake, by the end of this Letter, the true renedy wll be
found lying within yourself. [return]

[ 20] Quasi-contracts are just contracts. Sir Henry Mine

showed the use of the adjunct quasi in such Ronman
expressi ons as quasi-contract (quasi ex contractu), but it
I s just an assignnent of superfluous term nol ogy. See a

review of WIliam Keeton's book call ed Quasi-Contracts by
Everett Abbott in 10 Harvard Law Revi ew 209 (1896).
[ return]

[21]
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"Atort is a breach of duty (other than
contractual duty) which gives rise to an action
for damages. That is, obviously, a nerely
procedural definition, of no value to the

| ayman. The latter wants to know the nature of
t hose breaches of duty which give rise to an
action for damages. To put it briefly, there is
no English Law of Tort; there is nerely an
English Law of Torts, i.e., a list of acts and
om ssions which, in certain conditions, are
actionable. Any attenpt to generalize further,
however interesting froma specul ative

st andpoi nt, woul d be profoundly unsafe as a

practical guide.”" - Mles, D gest of English
Cvil Law, Book Il, Page xiv (1910).
This pitiful line of reasoning and of poorly presented

facts w thout any guidance Principles, is what collegiate

| aw students are taught, so we should not be too surprised
to start uncovering danages that |awers have done to our

Father's Law. [return]

[22] "...it is a distinguishing characteristic of Torts
that the duties fromthe violation of which they result
are creatures of the law and not of peculiar agreenents.
As contractual duties properly have their origin in, and
derive their vitality from the assent of the parties, a
breach of such duties only does not constitute a Tort." -
62 Corpus Juris 1091, at 1092, Section 2. [See also 86
Cor pus Juris Secundum under "Torts -- Definition,

Di stinctions, and History"; 86 Corpus Juris Secundum
Section 2 also discusses "Torts -- Distinction From and
Rel ation To, Contract"]. [return]

[ 23] And they have been poorly witing cases, statutes
and nenoranda for a very long tine:

"The law of Edward I's reign draws no clear line
between tort and contract."” - Sir WIIliam

Hol dsworth in Volune |1, A History of English
Law, at 369 [London (1936); 18 Vol unes].
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But they should not have been baffled; back in the early
Engl i sh days of King Henry, strategies for bringing
actions into court under either Tort or Contract was being
fluently discussed back then:

"[Whi |l e di scussing the begi nnings of assunpsit

(assunpsit was a court action to recover from
breach of contract on sinple unwitten
contracts)] ...The King's Court was not very
fond of contract, but it showed sone interest in
tort, and it is in the action of trespass that

t he qui ckest progress was nade. ...The debate

[ back in the 1300's] nmkes it clear that al
parties recogni zed that the situation was
fundanentally contractual, and that it was being
forced into the formof tort sinply because the
action of covenant could be brought only upon
deed upon seal. In this particular instance, the
contrast with trespass is well nade, and the
case is left, procedurally, at |east, as a case
of negligent damage to a chattel. But it nust

not be imagined that this is the story of the

sl ow dawn of the idea of contract in the m nds
of common | awyers. They knew quite well [back

t hen] what a covenant was, but they deliberately
resorted to juggling with [the tort of] trespass
because they felt unable to sustain an action of
covenant without a deed." - Theodore Pluckett in

Hi story of the Common Law, Page 637 [Little
Brown Publishers, Boston (1956); 5th Edition].

Today in 1985, lawers will still juggle their argunents
around, trying to find the nost advantageous position for
their client; and so applicability of Tort Law or Contract
Law is still being argued down to the present day. [return]

[ 24] Even prom nent Anerican jurists have had difficulty
comng to grips with the sinple ideas of Tort and
Contract:

"But it must be renenbered that the distinction
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between tort and breaches of contract, and
especially between the renedies for the two, is
not found ready made. It is conceivable that a
procedure adapted to redress for violence was
extended to other cases as they arose." - diver

W Hol nmes in The Common Law, at 13 [Little
Brown, Boston (1881)]. [return]

[25] "The definition of a tort may be said to have baffl ed
the text-book witers not so nmuch on account of the

I nherent difficulty of the conception as because of the

i nplication of the conception in questions of

jurisdiction. ...Perhaps none of the text-books succeeds
in introducing all of these limtations into its
definition." - Lee, Torts and Delicts, 27 Yale Law Jour nal

721, at 723 (1918). [return]

[ 26] For a discussion of the recent recognition of Tort
Law by | awers, see generally, Prosser and Keeton on

Torts, Page 1 [West Publishing (1984)]. By the tinme you
have finished this Letter, you wll see that Tort Law has
been in effect long before this Wirld ever cane into

exi stence, and | ong before para-|egals masqueradi ng as
professionals created a privately shared nonopoly, the Bar
Association, in which to artificially limt new entrants
and qui etly pursue enhanced Commercial self-enrichnent.
The fact that Tort Law has only recently been recognized

i n American Jurisprudence since the |ate 1800's does not
mean that Tort Law did not exist prior to such recognition
-- it only neans that |awers were groping in the dark
back then [and not that things have really changed that
much] . [return]

[27] 5 Anmerican Law Review 341 (1871). [Violating a

premer Principle of Nature with the baneful and stupid
concl usion that factual ignorance is beneficial to you.]
[ return]

[28] M. Bishop was told that:

I f the book were witten by the nost
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em nent and prom nent author that ever I|ived,

not a dozen copies a year would be sold." - Joel
Bi shop in Non-Contract Law, Page 2 (1889).
[return]

[29] See Roman Law and Common Law, at Page 18, by WW
Buckl and [ Canbri dge University Press (1936)]. [return]

[30] This nmeans that if you had asked ne to burn down
your house, you would be unsuccessful if you later tried

to sue ne for Tort damages -- because you had consent ed.
As for bringing down a baseball bat on you, what we have

here is an assault, and it is necessary to argue consent
when assault is alleged. However, the state of m nd of the
actor in assault Tort proceedings is of interest to judges

for other deeper reasons [because the state of mind is a
behavi oral point of beginning and | eads to ot her things]:

"As to assault, this is, perhaps, one of the
kind in which the insult is nore to be

consi dered than the actual damages, though no
great bodily pain is suffered by a blow on the
pal m of the hand, or the skirt of the coat, yet
these are clearly within the | egal definition of
assault and battery, and anong gentl enen too
often induce duelling and term nate in nurder."

- Respublica vs. Delongchanps, 1 Dallas 111, at
114 (1784). [return]

[31] Smth, Torts Wthout Particular Nanes, 69 University
of Pennsylvania Law Review 91 (1921). [return]

[32] See writers |ike:

. Radin in A Speculative Inquiry in the Nature of
Torts, 21 Texas Law Review 697 (1943);

. Stone in Touchstones of Tort Liability, 2 Stanford
Law Revi ew 259 (1950);

. Seavey in Cognitions on Torts (1954) [return]
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[ 33] See:

. Section 2, subsection 3, by Sal nond, Law on Torts,
7th Edition (1928);

. Goodhart, The Foundation of Tortious Liability, 2
Modern Law Review 1 (1938);

. WIllianms, The Foundation of Tortious Liability, 7
Canbri dge Law Journal 111 (1938);

. Janes, Tort Law in Mdstream Its Challenge to the
Judi cial Process, 8 Buffalo Law Review 315 (1959).

[ return]

[ 34] "Never did a Nane so obstruct a true understandi ng of
the Thing. To such a plight has it brought us that a
favorite node of defining a Tort is to declare nerely that
it is not a Contract. As if a man were to define Chem stry
by pointing out that it is not Physics or Mathematics."

W gnore, Select Cases on the Law of Torts, page vii
(1912). [return]

[ 35] For exanpl e:

“If | enploy a piano tuner to tune ny piano and
he does it badly, in fact does not really tune
it, I have a claimfor recovery of what | nay
have paid, and for danmages for breach of
contract, and | can resist action on the
contract if | have not paid. But there is no
question of tort: The duty broken was created by
the contract. If, however, he not only fails to
tune the piano, but in the course of his
operations breaks sone of the hamrers, the case
Is altered. |f he breaks the hamrers
negligently, | can sue himfor the damage either
In contract or intort; if intentionally, then |
can sue himin tort or (probably) in contract."

- WW Buckland in Roman Law and Commobn Law,
["Tort and Contract"] at page 273 [Canbridge
Uni versity Press (1936)]. [return]

[36] In response to grievances arising out of fractured
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and insufficient contracts, judges sonetines create |egal
fictions to deal with these voids that the particular

contracts were silent on; such fictions are the Doctrine
of Inpled Conditions and the Doctrine of Presuned Intent

[ see Farnsworth in Disputes over Qmssion in Contract, 68
Col unbi a Law Revi ew 860 (1968)]. Since the contract does
not specify rights and duties, a limted slice of Tort Law
reasoni ng enters into the Court's judgnent, and so now

Tort questions of Fairness are then entertained by the

Judge, under these special limted circunstances (but
remenber, Judges are nerely filling voids that were |eft
unsaid by the contract -- so there is no derogation of our

Fat her's Law when such Ilimted slices Tort are allowed to
I ntervene into what started out as a Contract Law
gri evance).

I n other cases, sonetines there are unall ocated benefits
or | osses com ng out of contracts, because quite
frequently the contract did not provide for them|[see

Schwartz in Sales Law and Inflation, 50 Southern
California Law Review 1, at 8 to 10 (1976), di scussing
that if the parties have assuned the risk of inflation
within certain boundaries, then the consequences of

I nfl ation experienced outside the specified boundaries of

the contract is to be distributed pursuant to the fairness
of judicial discretion]. Since the contract is silent on
the effect of high inflation occurring outside of its
boundari es, Tort Law reasoning of fairness and unfairness
Is then allowed to properly enter into the picture for
this limted reason. Another area of Tort Law reasoning
maki ng its appearance to fill areas of voids in contracts
conmes when contract grievances are brought into Courts

argui ng that the Uniform Commerci al Code Section 2-615 now
allows themto weasel out of their contract for sone

reason [see Hurst in Freedomof Contract in an Unstable

Econony: Judicial Reallocation of Contractual Ri sks Under
UCC 2-615 in 54 North Carolina Law Revi ew 545 (1976)]. UCC
Section 2-615 ["Excuse By Failure of Presupported
Conditions"] allows parties in contracts to try and weasel
their way out of the contract because sone excusabl e

ci rcunst ances canme to pass; when such a contract
termnation is presented before a Judge, factors
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considered in the Judge's mnd also center |argely around
Tort Law argunents of fairness -- but only because the
contract is silent, and where contracts are silent,
Contract Law yields to Tort Law argunents of fairness and

unfairness [see Fairness and Uility in Tort Theory by
George Fletcher, 85 Harvard Law Review 537 (1972)].
[ return]

[37] 770 F.2nd 7 (1985). [return]

[ 38] Meani ng that sonme nerchandi se was first purchased
under contract, and then evidence of a manufacturing
defect surfaced |ater on, so now Tort Law clains were

t hrown back at the manufacturer (clains for danmages can be
enl arged under Tort Law, since Tort Lawis a free-wheeling
jurisdiction; clains for danmages under Contract Law are

restricted to the content of the contract, as in Breach of
Contract). [return]

[39] Butler vs. Pittway Corporation, id., at 9. [return]

[40] Ot her summary articles discussing the necessary
distinctions in effect between Tort and Contract are:

. The Past of Prom se by E. A Farnsworth, 69 Col unbia
Law Revi ew 576;

. Contract Damages by WR. Purdue, 46 Yale Law Journa
52 to 96 (1936-37). [return]

[41] Unfairness, and all of its correlative argunents, are
Tort Law argunents and have no pl ace whatsoever in the
settlement of grievances falling under Contract Law

Juri sprudence:

"Since the relationship between the United
States and petitioner is based on commerci al
contract, there is no basis for a claimof
unfairness in this result." - Stencel Aero vs.
United States, 431 U S. 666, at 674 (1976).
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Comment at ors have pointed out the fact that Tort Lawis
primarily fairness oriented. See:

. Epstein in Defenses and Subsequent Pleas in

a Systemof Strict Liability, 3 Journal of
Legal Studies 165 (1974);

. Epstein in A Theoryof Strict Liability in 2
Journal of Legal Studies 151 (1971);

. James Henderson in Process Constraints in
Tort, 67 Cornell Law Review 901 (1982).
[ return]

[ 42] Questions of Fairness and Unfairness are questions
reserved for grievances that fall under Tort -- a concept
comentators note over and over again:

“...Tort theory has served to explain and to
justify the changing notions of fairness... that
are captured by the kal ei doscope of tortious
events." - WIIliam Rodgers in Negligence

Reconsi dered: The Role of Rationality in Tort
Theory, 54 Southern California Law Review 1, at
1 (Novenber, 1980).

When contracts are in effect, questions of fairness are
not relevant -- because only the content of the contract
Is relevant. [return]

[43] The case | amreferring tois Kelly vs. Donald
Gm nnell, 476 A .2nd 1219 (1984). For Commentary, see:

. Paul Verardi in Social Host Liability, 23 Duquesne
Law Revi ew 1307 (1985);

. Maura Mahon in Inposing Third Party Liability on
Social Hosts, in 5 Pace Law Revi ew 809 (1985);
. Case Notes in Torts - Negligence -- social hosts who

serve liquor to a visibly intocicated adult guest,
know ng thereafter the guest wll drive and
autonobile may be held liable, in 89 D ckerson Law
Revi ew 537 (1985).
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As the ripple effect of Tort Law liability attachnent

ascends up the | adder to reach third persons seem ngly not
i nvolved with the heated grievance, then so too do distant
and renoved Enpl oyers get held for simlar attachnents of
Tort liability, just like Social Hosts [see Mark Gutis in

Expanding Third Party Liability for Failure to Control the
| nt oxi cat ed Enpl oyee Who Drives, 18 Connecticut Law Revi ew
155 (1985); the Case Mark CGutis refers to in his Law

Review article is Ois Engineering Corporation vs. d ark,
668 S. W2nd 307 (Texas, 1983). This |legal reasoning is

| argely just an extension of the liability that has al ways
been in place regarding the liability of the Principle for
the Torts of his Agents, when those Torts were done

wi t hout the knowl edge or authority of the Principle [see

WlliamVance in Liability for the Unauthorized Torts of
Agents in 4 Mchigan Law Review 199 (1904)]. [return]

[44] |If a nusic store sold you a piano and agreed to have
It delivered before 6pmtonight, and the piano does not
get delivered when you need it, do you think you can ask
for sinple breach of contract damages, plus conpound the
requested damages relief asked for in a Court to

conpensate you for the psychic injuries that you

experi enced because of the enbarrassnent and hum |l iation
you suffered before the eyes of your party guests that
eveni ng, as the partying went on w thout that piano being
there? Such a request for equitable relief in your
Conplaint for Breach of Contract is patently ridiculous --
however, you need to know why: Because when contracts are
in effect (the purchase and correl ati ve expected delivery
of the piano was very nmuch a contract), then only the
content of the contract will be addressed and consi dered
by the Judge when a grievance arises. If you want to get

suppl enment al secondary danages (call ed consequenti al

damages by | awyers) because of the lack of tineliness in
the delivery of the piano, then you need to get the other
party to agree to pay such damages on their default, in
advance, wthin the body of the contract; then a Court can
address your clainms of secondary damages [because then
your claimfalls within the content of the contract]. The
guestion of demandi ng sonething as indefinite, vague and
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arbitrary as psychic damages is a question that belongs in
the free-wheeling world of Tort Law, where such indefinite
guestions of fairness and unfairness have their hone:

"The primary root of legal liability through
psychi ¢ causes can be traced back to the year
1349 to a tort action which recognized a
liability for assault w thout [any] physical

touchi ng under the Wit of Trespass." - Harold
McNi ece in Psychic Injury and Tort Liability in

New York, 24 Saint John's Law Review 1, at 3
(1949) .

Harol d McNi ece then spends the rest of the article talking
about the difficulty a court has in assigning a set sum of
noney as relief conpensation for sonething as vague and

I ndefinite as perceived psychi c damages:

"The problemof tort liability where a nental
injury is involved has troubled the courts for a
great many years, and even at present no
consistent pattern of liability rules exist.
When injuries and causes of injuries |eave the
real mof the tangi ble world and enter the
uncharted areas of the mnd, courts
under st andably have difficulty in establishing
principles of law calculated to assure
substantial justice. In the psychic injury
field, M. Justice Douglas' observation, though
made i n anot her connection, seens to be of
pecul i ar pertinence:

“"But there are few areas of the |law in black and
white. The grays are dom nant and even anong
them t he shades are i nnunerable. For the eternal
problemof the law is one of naking
accommodat i ons between conflicting interests.
This is why nost | egal problens end as questions

of degree [quoted fromEstin vs. Estin, 334 U. S.
541, at 545 (1948)]." - Harold McNi ece, id., at
1.
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By the end of this Letter, you wll see very well the real
deep reasons why the bifurcation of our Father's Law into

Tort and Contract is an inportant Principle of Nature that
originated -- not wwth "sone Conm e Federal Judge throw n'
Patriots in jail" -- but in the mnd of Heavenly Fat her

who created that abstraction Judges now call Nature.
[ return]

[45] This is a contributing reason why it is so difficult
for people to get Title 42, Section 1983 Civil Rights

relief, unless both hard danages and special circunstances
are present in the factual setting, because under nor nal

ci rcunstances, the Sheriff is largely imune from further
retort since he operates in the retort cycle of Justice.
[But that is another Letter.] In order for a Federal Cvil

Ri ghts Case to prevail, the elenents of unjustified,
exceptional, and pathetic circunstances nust be present in
the factual setting to trigger Federal relief -- and then

when the relief is granted, the Judiciary is really not
interested in enriching you as nuch as they are interested
i n awar di ng damage noney to preventively restrain the
recurrence of unreasonable police Tortfeasance in the
future:

"Renmedi es for constitutional wongs, |ike other
| egal renedies, chiefly involve neasures either
to prevent or termnate the wong or to redress
t he harm caused by past unconstitutional

[ police] conduct." - Professor Sager, as quoted

by Bruce MIler in Inderinclusive Statutes, 20
Harvard Cvil Rights -- Cvil Liberties Law
Review 79, at 112 [footnote 145] (1985). [return]

[46] Yes, we very nuch have a Heavenly Fat her:

“I'f our Father and God shoul d be di sposed to
wal k t hrough one of these aisles, we should not
know of himfromone of the congregation. You
woul d see a man, and that is all you would know
about Hm you would nerely know Hmas a
stranger from sone nei ghboring city or country.
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This is the character of H mwho we worship and
acknow edge as our Father and God... He is our
Heavenly Father..." - Brigham Young, President
of the Mornon Church, in remarks delivered in
the Tabernacle, Salt Lake City, January 8, 1865.

11 Journal of Discourses 39, at 40 [ London
(1867)].

And we are quite simlar to our Father in nmany ways:

“"If we believe there is any truth in the
writings of Mbses, the Patriarchs, Prophets and
Apostl es, and the teachings of Jesus, if we
woul d i ndeed be consistent Christians and
receive the witings of the fathers, and believe
what was said unto them we nust believe that
man is made in the i mge of God, and
consequently that we are of the species of the
gods. However child-like and feeble we are in
this condition of nortality, we are neverthel ess
descended fromthe gods, nmade in their inmage and
after their likeness." - Erastus Snow, in a

di scourse in Salt Lake Cty, January 20, 1878;

19 Journal of D scourses 322, at 323 [London
(1878)].

[ The Journal of Discourses is a |large collection of

I nstructional pronouncenents by early Mrnon Church
authorities that was published over a nunber of years in
London, England. This Letter contains nmany quotations from

the Journal, and since these are transcripts of speakers,

| made nom nal changes in punctuation, capitalization, and
spelling that | deened provident under the circunstances;
in so doing, there was no derogation of the original idea
and neani ng expressed by the speaker. Please check
original citations before requoting.] [return]

[47] "1 will go back to the beginning, before the world
was, to show what kind of a being God is... God hinself
was once as we are now, and is an exalted Man, and sits
enthroned in yonder Heavens. That is the great secret. If
the veil was rent today, and the great God who holds this
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world inits orbit, and who upholds all worlds and all

t hi ngs by his power, was to nake hinself visible -- | say,
I f you were to see himtoday, you would see himlike a man
in form-- like yourselves, in all the person, inmage, and

very formas a man; for Adamwas created in the very
fashion, image, and |ikeness of God, and received

I nstructions from and wal ked, tal ked, and conversed with
him as one man tal ks and converses with another. ... God
hi nsel f, the Father of us all, dwelt on an Earth the sane
as Jesus Christ hinself did. [Qur Heavenly Fat her when

t hrough his Second Estate with his Father and has his

Fat her to answer to, and so on back up the line]." -
Joseph Smth, President of the Mornon Church, in remarks
delivered at a Conference in Nauvoo, Illinois, on April 6,

1844; 6 Journal of Discourses 1, at 3 [London (1859)].
[ return]

[ 48] "The whol e object of the creation of this world is to
exalt the intelligences that are placed on it, that they
may |ive, endure, and increase for ever and ever...

"The lord created you and ne for the purpose of
becom ng Gods like hinself; [and this w ||
happen after] we have been proved in our present
capacity, and have been faithful in all things
he puts into our possession [nanely
Contracts]...

“Mankind [is] organi zed of el enments designed to
endure to all eternity; it never had a

begi nni ng, and never can have an end. There
never was a tinme when this matter [our Spirits],
of which you and | are conposed, was not in

exi stence, and there never can be a tinme when it
w || pass out of existence; it cannot be

anni hilated. [This matter] is brought together,
organi zed, and capacitated to recei ve know edge
and intelligence, to be enthroned in glory, to
be nmade angels, Gods -- beings who will hold
control over the elenents and have power by
their word to command the creation and
redenption of worlds, or to extinguish suns by
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their breath, and disorganize worlds, hurling
back into their chaotic state. This is what you
and | are created for... W are organi zed for

t he express purpose of controlling the el enents,
of organi zi ng and di sorgani zi ng, of ruling over
ki ngdons, principalities, and powers..." -

Bri gham Young in multiple discourses; 7 Journal
of Di scourses 290; 3 Journal of D scourses 93;

and 3 Journal of Discourses 356 (1856 to 1860).

So much for those collegiate intelligentsia clowns,
propagating intricate theories of evolution on Anerican
canpuses; |ike Tax Protestors flirting wth Tort Law
rationalizations in summary Contract enforcenent

proceedi ngs, the individuals damaged by intellectuals with
their factual error are largely thensel ves (as others can
only be danaged by deception to the extent that such a
deceptive skew is wanted and accepted). And this remains
true even though a | arge nunber of people, and even
Congressnen, support Tax Protestors; and a | arge nunber of
people with inpressive worldly credentials al so support
evolution (after all, "lIt's been accepted as scientific
fact"). Yes, factual verities do march on independent of
any acceptance, rejection, or conprehension of them by
anyone.

... The word intelligentsia, of a Russian origin, has
spread world wi de, and neans general ly those nenbers of

t he educated class or infornmed people who were criticizing
i nstitutions and pushing theories around. In Russia, there
wer e philosophically illicit political overtones
semantically associated with the characterization

I ntelligentsia:

"The concept of intelligentsia nust not be

confused with the notion of intellectuals. Its
menbers thought of thenselves as united by
sonething nore than nere interest in ideas; they
concei ved of thensel ves as being a dedi cat ed
order, alnost a secul ar priesthood, devoted to
the spreading of a specific attitude to life,
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sonething |i ke a gospel. ...they invented soci al

criticism" - Isiah Berlin in Russian Thinkers
["Birth of the Russian Intelligentsia”"], at 117
[Viking Press, New York (1978); sentences quoted
out of order]

For our purposes, a nenber of the Anerican intelligentsia

is also an intellectual, bristling with theories, who
pushes and propagat es popul ar theorens and notions they
believe that the world wants to hear, while tossing aside
count ermandi ng factual information that negates the

theory's veracity. Qccasionally, | will throw a spicy
little invective at intelligentsia intellectuals by
suppl enental |y characterizing themas clowns -- a sonewhat

strong characterization, but neverthel ess appropriate when
used. Genmins, too, have also found the use of this word
attractive:

"Fahun, the foreign mnister, had been adanmant,
but now Sadat overrul ed both Fahun and hinsel f
-- and accepted Henry Kissinger's proposition..
It was at that nonment that Kissinger decided he
was dealing, not wwth a clown, but with a
statesman." - "How Henry Kissinger Did It," an

adverti senent in Foreign Affairs Magazi ne, page
A29 [ Council on Foreign Relations, New York

(April, 1976)].

Due to the strong contrasting semantic differential clowns
creates, it neatly waps up into one word what woul d have
been several paragraphs of negative comentary discussing
t he absence of both conpetence and intell ectual prowess.

[ return]

[49] In such adm nistrative enforcenent proceedi ngs under
grievances arising out of privileges and contracts that

Congress created, Federal Judges are acting Mnisterially
as a Legislative Court, functioning as an extension of the
agency for the King, and not Judicially as an Article |11
Court acting like neutral and disinterested Referees
calling the shots as unpires between adversaries; and so
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sone steps taken by the Judge acting Mnisterially, to
shorten the proceedi ngs or otherw se silence the Defendant
when irrel evant subject matter i s being discussed, are

| argely non-reversi ble on appeal. In Northern Pipeline vs.
Mar at hon Pipeline [458 U.S. 50 (1982)], the Suprene Court
rul ed that Congress can create non-Article Il1l Legislative

Courts in three areas: Territorial Courts, Mlitary Courts
Martial, and in disputes involving privileges that

Congress created in the first place [Marathon, id., at
pages 64 et seq.]. Participating in that closed private
domain of King's Conmerce is very nuch accepting and
benefiting froma privilege created by Congress. [return]

[ 50] Throughout this Letter, the word Tort is a nultiple
entente, and nay nean either its general public semantic
under st andi ng of just plain danages, or of Tort Law

Juri sprudence which generally circul ates around both
damages as a center of gravity and correlative retort

| mruni zati on reasoning. [return]

[ 51] The word genius is deened by sone to be a strong
characterizati on whose presentnent should be sparingly
used.

"Genius is a word that ought to be reserved for
the rarest of gifts." - Justice Felix

Frankfurter, in Marconi Wreless vs. United
States, 320 U.S. 1, at 62 (1942).

On the day President N xon announced on behalf of Nel son
Rockefell er that Warren Burger was going to be nom nated
to be the new Chief Justice of the United States,
President N xon stated that in filing vacancies on the
Suprene Court, he would | ook for those judges who would
followin the tradition of Felix Frankfurter.

Question: Who is Felix Frankfurter?

Born in 1882 in Vienna, Austria, Felix Frankfurter
emgrated to the United States with his famly. Three
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previ ous generations of European Frankfurters were jew sh
rabbis; Felix's dad had studied for the rabbinate, but he
pursued comercial interests here in the United States
while his son Felix went to Harvard University to study
Law. Felix stayed in Canbridge afterwards generally to
teach Law, al though he took short stints to New York City
and Washi ngton. Nom nated to the United States Suprene
Court by FDR in 1939, Felix Frankfurter was one of the
nost intellectually strong and i ntense, high-powered
Spirits that was ever brought forth into this Estate --
and | admre himso nuch for his inpressive calibre.
Merely reading his Suprenme Court rulings is a stretching
exercise in intellectual gymastics, as he conpressed a
wel | -bl ended train of ideas into a single sentence and
sel ected an organically enlarging succession of words and
phrases to swirl around his justifications and

el uci dati ons on both peripheral ideas and concepts turning
on a central axis. Yes, Felix Frankfurter was very nuch a
man of great and trenendous ability, operating on a slice
of rare gifted genius so exalted in stature that he |eft
all others biting the dust behind him-- but here is where
| stop throw ng accol ades at Felix Frankfurter: Because
Felix Frankfurter was a Genlin.

...In April of 1913, that fateful year again, there was
held a little known Conference on Legal and Soci al

Phi | osophy; organized largely by Harold Laski, Felix
Frankfurter, and his close friend Mirris Cohen, the
Conf erence was chaired by John Dewey; Keynote Speaker was
Roscoe Pound, Dean of the Harvard Law School. Qut of that

Conference held in 1913, wote Felix Cohen [son of Mrris
Cohen] :

“...much of the social and phil osophi cal
consci ousness of nodern Anerican jurisprudence
derives."

Felix Frankfurter was an admirer of inp Roscoe Pound, and
openly propounded the redirection of Anmerican
jurisprudence into what Felix Frankfurter call ed

Soci ol ogi cal Jurisprudence (neaning in a sense, that Law
was going to be now determ ned by the social needs of the
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community, and those old worn out relics of fixed Property
Ri ghts, Common Law rul es, hard Constitutional
pronouncenents and the like that are difficult for
Gemins to massage, are just not anything that we need to
be concerned with anynore). In 1913, Felix Frankfurter

tal ked about a "great job" that would have to be done on
Anerican Law, stating that:

"That it has to be done -- to evolve a
constructive jurisprudence going hand in hand
wth the pretty thorough goi ng overturning that
we are in for."

Felix Frankfurter admred Genmin econom st John Maynard
Keynes and actually accepted his doctrines; Felix
expressed recurring high remarks for a "socially sound
taxi ng system' of high estate and i ncone taxes; and while
teaching at Harvard, he taught his students that:

"The Constitution is not a fixed body of truth,
but a node of social adjustnent.”

Presi dent Teddy Roosevelt once sent a letter to a
newspaper in Boston attacking Felix Frankfurter for his
Bol shevi k orientation and synpathy, and cane down on Felix
for the assistance he was giving to Communi sts -- but an
attack on Felix Frankfurter through Teddy Roosevelt is not
necessary to see the inp in Felix Frankfurter (scan

Felix's personal correspondence in The Brandei s--

Frankfurter Connection by Bruce Murphy [ Oxford University
Press, New York (1982)]. Yes, Felix Frankfurter was a

G enmin; he taught their doctrines, he admred their

phi | osophy (damagi ng others through the instrunent of

t axation never bothered Felix at all), he attended their
conferences, he spoke at their foruns, he offered to them
hi s assi stance, he expressed synpathy at any difficult
position they would be in, and he al so created the nodel

| mage of an inp Jurist that the Genmlins wanted so nuch
for enmulation by others. This brief sketch was extracted
| argely from

. Mke Parrish in Felix Frankfurter and H's Tines [The
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Free Press, New York (1982)];

. Helen Thonmas in Felix Frankfurter -- Scholar on the
Bench [ John Hopkins Press (1960)];

. Leonard Baker in Brandeis & Frankfurter: A Dual
Bi ogr aphy[ Har per and Row, New York (1984)];

. Nel son Dawson in Louis Brandeis, Felix Frankfurter

and the New Deal [Archon Books, Handen, Connecti cut
(1980)];

. Joseph Lash in Fromthe Diaries of Felix Frankfurter
[ WV Norton & Conpany, New York (1975)];

. Wl | ace Mendel son in Felix Frankfurter: A Tribute
[ Respnal & Conpany, New York (1964)];

« HN Hirsch in The Egnima of Felix Frankfurter [Basic
Books, New York (1981)];

« Phillip Kurland in M. Justice Frankfurter and the

Constitution [University of Chicago Press, Chicago
(1971)];

. Melvin Urofsky in The Brandei s--Frankfurter

Conversations [Suprene Court Review (1985), at 299
(University of Chicago Press)].

This is the sane Genmlin that R chard N xon was once told
to say sonething nice about, and this is the sane little
hi gh- powered G emin | wll be quoting throughout this
Letter. [return]

[ 52] Throughout this Letter there are nunerous exanpl es
cited of invisible Contracts and invisible Principles in
effect that are latent and difficult to see; although the
consequences for violating the Principles and Contracts
are also invisible initially, yet their latent nature
remai ns elusive and invisible only for a short while.
Eventually, there is a hard accounting com ng due on all
Principles that are violated, and so when Judges throw
their corrective snortations at inprovident defense
argunents, they are actually your friends -- even though
their status of such also remains invisible. Anything that
even vaguely replicates a corrective presentation of error
Is to our benefit in the advance simlitude of the Last
Day it creates for us. In the Arnmen Condo Letter, | quoted
United Suprene Court Justice Felix Frankfurter on the
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advi sory statenent he nmade that yes, equity is brutal --
but that Judges are nerely enforcing contracts [so the
remedy for the problemactually lies within ourselves].
And just as invisible Contracts sonetines get us into
difficult positions, so too do invisible Principles get
| nvoked by Judges to correctively retort inprovident
positions being taken by parties. For exanple, when a

Judge i nvokes Judicial Estoppel against you, he is

actually invoking an invisible Principle of Nature to
operate to your advantage, by preventing you fromdefiling

yourself. [I w Il discuss Judicial Estoppel |ater on.]

When Judges invoke this Doctrine of Judicial Estoppel, the
appearance created on the floor of the Courtroomis that:

"The rule is a harsh and rigid one which
deprives a litigant of the right to assert a

claim"™ - United States vs Certain Land, 225 F.
Supp. 338, at 342 (1964).

Li ke the appearance created that Judges are Fifth Col um
Comm es by greasing the procedural skids of a Tax
Protestor into a Federal Cage as they nerely enforce

I nvisible taxation contracts in effect; Federal Judges

know t hat the enforcenent of invisible Principles of

Nat ure on the floor of their Courtroom also creates the
| mage that the rulings are harsh, unnecessarily rigid, and
patently unfair. But the Judge is nerely invoking

Principle of Nature that the defendant has no know edge
of. So the semi nal point of correction lies within
oursel ves; and to uncover the existence of invisible

Contracts and invisible Principle of Nature in effect is
to uncover our Heavenly Father who created that

abstraction that Judges now call Nature. [return]

[53] The word equity is an entente in that it carries

mul tiple neanings in Law, depending on the semantic
context in which it is exposited. On one hand, it can nean
fairness or justice, and also a "nexus relationship with
benefits accepted equal to contract relational status” on
the other hand. For a profile review of the
jurisprudential foundations of Anmerican Equity
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Juri sprudence goi ng back into the old B.C. Geek days of

Aristotle, see Equity and the Constitution, by Gary
McDowel I [ University of Chicago Press, Chicago (1982)];
and the several hundred citations therein. [return]

[54] | am aware of the distinction between a Feder al

Governnment and a National Governnent. A Federal Governnent
can freely change itself through acts of the Legislatures,

whil e a National Governnent can only be changed or altered
by the direct popul ar consent of the Gtizenry, and not

t hrough acts of Legislatures. The United States
Constitution is a conposite hybrid blend of the two,

nmeaning that it possesses limted grants of National power

and limted grants of Federal power. For this Letter, that
distinction will be abated and addressed later. [return]

[ 55] "Take away Covenants, and you di sable Men from bei ng
useful and assistant to each other... W therefore esteem
It a nost Sacred command of the Law of Nature, and what

gui des and governs, not only the whol e nethod and order,
but the whol e grace and ornanent of Human Life, that every
man keep his faith, or which anbunts to the sane, that he
fulfill his Contracts, and discharge his prom ses." -

Samuel de Puffendorf, The Law of Nature and of Nations
(1729); (Translated fromthe French by Basil Kennett.)
[ return]

[ 56] And Commercial Contract neans a full recourse
contract that will be enforced before a Judge, and you are
up agai nst asset seizure and incarceration on your
default, unless explicitly waived by the other party. By
the end of this Letter, you will see just what you are
really in for, when entering into a so-called Conmerci al
Contract. Don't be fooled by those nice pleasant smles,

t hose oh so friendly salesnen on the floor -- they are out
for your noney, and they are going to use the guns and
cages of the State to finish getting what they want: Your
noney. [return]

[ 57] Yes, Heavenly Father created our Jurisprudence, a
fact which when given sone thought is so obvious that even
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private |l egal comentators remark on it occasionally:

"Law, whose seat is in the bosomof CGod..." -
Morgan & Maguire in Looking Backwards and
Forwards at Evidence, 50 Harvard Law Revi ew 909,

at 910 (1937). [return]

[58] "History shows that financial power and political
power eventually nmerge and unite to do their work
together... The federal bureaucracy at the present tine is
effectively under the control of the corporate and noneyed
i nterests of the nation." - Suprenme Court Justice WIIliam
Dougl as as quoted by Bob Wodward and Scott Arnmstrong in

The Brethren, page 399 [Sinon & Schuster, New York
(1979)]. [return]

Pl ease be advised that the nere nentioning of The Brethren
does not constitute an endorsenent of that book, as that
was a very tacky and childish book for two Cl A agents to
have written.

[59] "How many Gods there are, | do not know. But there
never was a tinme when there were not Gods and worlds, and
when nmen were not passing through the sane ordeals that we
are now passing through. That course has been from all
eternity, and it is and will be to all eternity. You
cannot conprehend this, but when you can, it will be to
you a matter of great consolation. It appears ridicul ous
to the world, under their darkened and erroneous
traditions, that God has once been a finite being... He
has passed on, and is exalted far beyond what we can now
conprehend.” [Qur Heavenly Father had his Father, and so
on back up the line; there never was a tine when this |ine
of progression fromson to father to son was not in
effect]. - Brigham Young, in a discourse at the

Tabernacle, Salt Lake Gty on Cctober 8, 1859; 7 Journal
of Discourses 331, at 333 to 334 [London (1860)]. [return]

[ 60] There are several |ayers of Contracts avail abl e down
here beyond the introductory Contract of Baptism They
becone increasingly difficult to adm nister, not because
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they are inherently difficult in thenselves, but because
you w Il be placed under trenendous pressure by the
Adversary to either be in default or otherw se infract the
Contract, and unfortunately Lucifer and his arny of

har dwor ki ng i nps know exactly what they are doing, as they
go about their work trying to run folks into the ground.

[ return]

[61] For exanple, the July 1985 issue of Anerican Atheist
s quite political with extensive negative commentary on
the Federal Judiciary of the United States. \Wen religion
itself is addressed as a subject matter, rather than
tal ki ng about a specific Spiritual event they cannot
refute (such as the many personal appearances of Jesus
Christ Hinself going on today in the United States), they
back off and take a lighter, safer road: By badnouthing
the institution of religion in general:

"All religions cone fromnmn's absurd
egocentricity, fromhis planetary xenophobi a,
fromhis arrogant sense of being the center of

things." - American Atheist, id., at page 20.

Beginning with the unreality and limted factual know edge
that they do, by travelling down the wong tangent,

Aneri can At hei sts have no choice but to exercise one
defective judgnent after another in order to support
mul ti pl e erroneous successive concl usions predi cated upon
their sem nal factual assunptions. To begin a correct
initial point of beginning, we will enlarge the initial
factual setting assessed, and enter into evidentiary
consi deration of First Person eye w tness evidence that
operates to countermand and overrule all of their internal
concl usions that God does not exist: As there are, in
fact, people now living, here in the United States of
1985, who have seen and conversed with Jesus Christ, face

to face, just as one man speaks to another. Anmerican

At hei sts are in the sanme eccl esiastical posture that
Grenlin N kolai Lenin was once in, who once stated quite
flatly:

"Every religious idea, every idea of God, even
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flirting with the idea of God, is unutterable

vil eness... of the nost dangerous kind,
‘contagion' of the nost abom nabl e ki nd
[ cont agi on nmeans a cont agi ous di sease]. MIIlions

of sins, filthy deeds, acts of violence [Lenin
shoul d be the |l ast one to tal k] and physi cal

contagions... are far | ess dangerous than the
subtle, spiritual idea of God decked out in the
smartest 'ideological' costunes... Every defense

or justification of God, even the nost refined,
the best intentioned, is a justification of
reaction.” - Gemin N kolai Lenin [after he
changed his nanme for the fourth tine], in his
frequently quoted Letter to Maxi m Gorky,
Novenber 13, 1913.

Ni kol ai Lenin seens to be quite irritated at the nere
mentioning of the possible existence of a Suprene Being --
as well he should. As I wll discuss |later, N kolai Lenin
was anong those who were al so thoroughly irritated at

Fat her back in the First Estate, and his being brought
forth into this Second Estate did not alter his

personal ity or nodus operandi. Today, Heathens and Tax
Protestors share a common attribute with Gemins in that
they do not want the responsibility weighing on themthat
I s al ways associated with know edge of error; and the
error of Tax Protestors is their continued defil enent
under contracts that were once invisible to them [return]

[ 62] Brigham Young, in multiple discourses: 8 Journal of

Di scourses 64, at 67, et seq., to 10 Journal of D scourses
192. [return]

[ 63] "Maki ng covenants with his people and with

I ndi vi dual s has al ways been one of the principle ways in
which the Lord deals with them The scriptures tell us

t hat he made covenants wth Adam w th Noah, w th Enoch,
Mel chi zedek, Abraham and others and that he al so nade
covenants with Israel of old, with the Jaredites, and with
the Nephites. Surely [we] are a bl essed people, because in
a simlar way the Lord has nade covenants wth us

I ndividually and collectively." - El Ray Christiansen, in
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Conf erence Reports, Cctober, 1972, pages 43 to 44.

[ Conf erence Reports are the transcripts of what is called

General Conference proceedi ngs of the Mrnon Church, which
are held twice annually in Salt Lake City. This event

call ed General Conference is when prom nent General

Aut horities cone forth out into the open in successive
speaki ng appearances, and present their views on subjects
that interest them The Conference is now tel evised, and
transcripts are issued]. [return]

[64] That | am aware of, the root word Conenant occurs 303
times in the AOd and New Testanents al one. Wien | opened a
spot at random | uncovered a statenent by Ezekiel:

"I bound nyself by oath, | nmade a covenant with
you... and you becane mne." - Ezekiel 16:8

I n Hebrew, Ezekiel neans the "strength of God", which is a
wel | chosen nane for this nman who lived in Babylonia in
the 500 BC era. Commentators have associ ated Ezekiel with
the el evated stature of |saiah and Jerem ah, and for good
reasons. The circunstances surroundi ng Ezekiel's Calling
are described in Chapter 1, and his Celestial Conmm ssion
follows in Chapters 2 and 3. Wiat we know today as the

Book of Ezekiel has been divided into 47 Chapters and is
grouped largely around four dom nate thenes. The Book of

Ezekiel is al nost devoid of biographical and personal
details; it was known that Ezekiel had been a Priest, was
one of the first deportees to Babylonia [after Babyl on had
gone to the dogs], and had lived there in a refugee
community at Tel-Abib on the R ver Chebar, which was a

| arge irrigation canal |eading fromthe Euphrates on the
north side of Babylon. The only reference to his famly is
that the death of his wife on the eve of the fall of
Jerusalemwas for hima small personal synbol of the

| ar ger national disaster that had befall en Babyl on.

Ezeki el was very much in tune with the Celestial order of
t hi ngs: The vision he once had of the throne chariot of
Jesus Christ is one of the nobst inpressive pictures of the
G ory and Celestial Majesty of Deity to be found anywhere
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in the Ad Testanent; and he also repetitively tal ks about
covenants 17 tinmes over (a nman does not harp on the sane
subject matter over and over again wthout there being
speci al significance and deeper inportance to it). [return]

[ 65] For exanple, an attenpt by Cl A agent Frank Snepp to
use the First Amendnent to try and weasel his way out of
one of the individual covenants within his |arger
commer ci al Enpl oynent Contract wth the ClI A that he had
previously entered into, was correctly rebuffed by the
Suprenme Court in Frank Snepp vs. United States, 444 U.S.
507 (1979). [return]

[ 66] See generally, Louis Hamon in Covenants as Quasi -
Contracts in 2 Mchigan Law Review 106 (1903). [return]

[67] Joseph Fielding Smth, in Conference Reports ["CGospel
Covenants"], page 70 (Cctober, 1970). [return]

[68] "A covenant is an agreenent between two or nore
parties. An oath is a sworn attestation to the
inviolability of the prom ses in the agreenent. In the
covenant of Priesthood the parties are the Father and the
receiver of the Priesthood. Each party to the covenant
undertakes certain obligations.” - Marion G Rommey in

Conf erence Reports, page 17 (April, 1976). [return]

[69] "I wll therefore put you in renenbrance, though you
once knew this before... [that there were] angels that
kept not their First Estate,..." - A Letter fromJude in

Jude 1:5 to 6. [return]

[ 70] "When a nan goes to sleep at night he forgets the

doi ngs of the day. Sonetines a partial glinpse of them
W Il disturb his slunbers; but sleep is the general thing,
and especially sound sl eep, throws out of nenory
everything pertaining the past; but when we awake in the
norning, wth the wakeful ness returns a vivid recollection
of our past history and doings. So it will be when we cone
up into the presence of Father and God in the mansion
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whence we emgrated to this world. When we get there we

wi |l behold the face of our Father, the face of our
Mot her, for we were begotten there the sane as we were
begotten here..." - Orson Pratt, in a discourse delivered

In the Tabernacle, Salt Lake Cty, August 20, 1871; 14
Journal of Discourses 233, at 241 [London (1872)]. [return]

[71] "W will refer nowto the [38th] Chapter of Job, to
show that there were Sons of God before this world was
made. The Lord asked Job a question in relation to his pre-
exi stence, saying,

"Where was thou when | |laid the cornerstone of
the Earth?'

"Where were you, Job, when all the Mdrning Stars
sang together, and all the sons of God shouted
for joy; when the nucleus of this creation was
commenced? |If Job had been indoctrinated into
all the nysteries of nodern religionists, he
woul d have answered this question by saying,

"Lord, why do you ask ne such a question? | had
no existence at that tine.'

"But the very question inplies a previous

exi stence of Job, but he had forgotten where he
[ had been], and the Lord put the question as

t hough he did exist, showing to himin the

decl aration, that, when he laid the cornerstone
of the Earth, there were a great many sons of
God there, and that they all shouted for joy.
Who were these sons of God?... They were Jesus,
the elder brother, and all the famly that have
come fromthat day until now -- mllions on
mllions -- and all who will cone hereafter, and
t ake tabernacles of flesh and bones until the

cl osing up scene of this creation.”" - O'son
Pratt, in a discourse delivered in the 14th Wrd

Assenbly Roons, Decenber 15, 1872; 15 Journal of
Di scourses 241, at 246 [London (1873)].
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Di scourse then continues into a protracted di scussion as
to why we, as the sons of God back then, shouted for joy,
at that tine. This fellow Job that Orson Pratt tal ks about
lived in the lands of Uz, and fathered ten children; his

| ivelihood was that of a rancher, nmanagi ng at one tine
over ten thousand sheep, canels, oxen, and the |like. The

Book of Job occupies a unique position in the Add
Testanent; it stands outside all of the conventi onal
classifications of Ad Testament literature in that it 1Is

neither Law (in the sense of The Torah), nor is it

history, and it has no parallel with the other Prophets in
the Od Testanent. In both literary form and general

outl ook, Job is different; a large part of the book nay be
cal |l ed di al ogue as peopl e are quoted speaki ng back and
forth to each other, but the dialogue is of a succession
of el aborate protracted speeches rather than an

accel erated exchange of conversation such as is often

found in the narrative books. The Book of Job takes it

pl ace nestled along side with the great ancient Sunerian
and Akkadi an theodicies [neaning works dealing with the
nature of Celestial Justice]. The central position of the
book deals wth the Question: Wat should the righteous
man expect to receive fromthe hands of God? Shoul d he
expect only good fortune, or should he al so expect bad
fortune? Job tal ks about how both contrasting types of

ci rcunstances are thrown at Saints from Father. As for

hi nsel f, Job once had great prosperity, but then
everything was swept away from himexcept his life. After
being tried right down to the wire, Job had his prosperity
returned to himin double. Individuals holding unrealistic

under st andi ngs of D vine nodus operandi are counsell ed

t hat adverse circunstances nmaki ng their appearance in our
lives are not to be ruled out, and should actually be
expected to surface at sone point in tinme [see Job 2:10
after reading the precedi ng background text]; but today as
has al ways been the case, the nobel and great (like Job
fromyesterday) are intolerant of distractions, they know
what they want to hear, and when they hear the right words
-- they buckle down tight and get serious, and enter into
Cel estial Covenants, just like Job did [see Job 31:1 and
41:4]. [return]
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[72] "Qur Spirits... were in the Councils of the Heavens
before the foundations of the Earth were laid. W were
there. W sang together with the Heavenly hosts for joy
when the foundations of the Earth were laid, and when the
pl an of our existence upon this Earth and redenption were
mapped out. W were there, we were interested, and we took
part in this great preparation... W were vitally
concerned in the carrying out of these great plans and

pur poses, we understood them and it was for our sakes

t hey were decreed, and are to be consunmated..." - Joseph

F. Smth, Gospel Doctrine, page 93, et seq. [Deseret Book,
Salt Lake City (1939)]. [return]

[ 73] "We were there when the foundations of the Earth were
| ai d. W& were nunbered anong the sons of God, whomthe
Lord speaks of to the patriarch Job. 'Were wast thou,

[ speaking to Job], when | laid the cornerstone of the
Earth, when all the sons of God shouted for you, and the
norni ng stars san together? Job, where were you at that
time? He was anong them he was there, perhaps he did not
remenber it, any nore than we do." - Orson Pratt, in a

di scourse on March 9, 1879:; 20 Journal of D scourses 142,
at 156 [ London (1880)]. [return]

[ 74] "We believe that we are children of our parents in
Heaven. That being that dwells in ny tabernacle, and those
bei ngs that dwell in yours; the beings who are intelligent
and possess, in enbryo, all of the attributes of our

Fat her in Heaven; the beings that reside in those earthly
houses, they are the children of our Father who is in
Heaven. He begat us before the foundations of this Earth
were |laid and before the Morning Stars sang together or

t he Sons of God shouted for joy when the corner stones of
the Earth were laid, as is witten in the sayings of the
Patriarch Job." - Orson Pratt, in a discourse delivered in
t he Tabernacle, Salt Lake City, August 20, 1871; 14

Journal of Discourses 233, at 240 [London (1872)]. [return]
[ 75] The first Covenant is the introductory Covenant of

Bapti sm and although |I characterize it as being
I ntroductory, it nevertheless is the sane identical New
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and Everlasting Covenant spoken of by the Prophets and
Patriarchs of old (as | wll discuss later). A great nman
once had a few words to say about the significance of this

Bapt i sm Covenant :

"By accepting nenbership in the Church, through
Bapti sm and the laying on of hands for the gift
of the Holy Ghost, a person enters into a
Covenant with the Lord to obey and |live by al
the requirenents of the Gospel. The Lord's

prom se, conditioned upon such obedience, is the
gift of Eternal Life.

"What must we then think... of a Covenant where
God hinmself is the party of the first part? Such
a Covenant God has nade with every one of us [as
menbers of this Church]. He has entered into an

agreenment with us. If you will do all things
which the Lord your God shall command you; if
you wll do his wll, you shall have gl ory added

upon your heads forever and ever. That is his
pl edge, and God keeps his Covenants and we
shoul d do the sane.

“"How do we enter into that Covenant? Not by
signing a witten instrunent. True. But in a
nost i npressive manner and nost authoritative
manner [by conferring upon his servants down a

Grant of Celestial Jurisdiction]. The Lord

comm ssions his servants, bestows upon them his
Pri esthood and authorizes themto perform sacred
ordi nances, the sane as if he had signed it in
person. They call attention to the necessity of
the following the Lord Jesus Christ and obeyi ng
his Gospel, doing all things whatsoever the Lord
shal |l command us. That is the contract, and we
enter into it in a nost solemm way. Wat is the
formality of it, if not by witing with pen and
Ink? It is by baptismby imersion for the

rem ssion of sins. What a wonderful and

I npressive formality! Could anything be nore so?
| n baptism by i mersion we synbolism both death
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and life, for as the Apostle Paul explains: 'W
are buried with [Christ] by baptisminto death'
and brought forth out of the watery grave in

| i keness of his glorious resurrection.

"Thi s explanation of the significance of the
bapti smal Covenant has remained vivid in ny m nd
for all these forty years." - Marion G Romney

I n Conference Reports ["A Covenant (bligation"],
at 129 (Cctober, 1978). [return]

[ 76] John Wdtsoe, witing in the "The Worth of Souls,” in

Ut ah Geneal ogi cal and Hi storical Magazi ne, Cctober, 1934,
at page 198. This statenent appears in the context of a
di scussi on of what sone of the special terns of those
Contracts were that Latter-Day Saints entered into with
Fat her back then. [return]

[77] "... | think there is great wisdomin wthhol ding the
knowl edge of our previous existence. Why? Because we coul d
not, if we had all our pre-existent knowl edge acconpanyi ng
us into this world, show to our Father in the Heavens and
to the Heavenly host that we would be in all things
obedient; ... In order to try the children of nen, there
must be a degree of know edge withheld fromthem for it
woul d be no tenptation to themif they coul d understand
fromthe beginning the consequences of their acts, and the
nature and results of this and that tenptation. But in
order that we may prove ourselves before the Heavens in
all things, we have to begin at the very first principles
of know edge, and be tried from know edge to know edge,
and fromgrace to grace, until, |ike our elder brother, we
finally overcone and triunph over all of our

| nperfections, and receive with himthe sane glory that he
I nherits, which glory he had before the world was. That is
the way we as a peopl e | ook upon our previous existence."
- Orson Pratt, in a discourse delivered in the 14th Ward

Assenbly Roons, Decenber 15, 1872; 15 Journal of
Di scourses 241, at 245 [London (1873)]. [return]

[ 78] The writings of Abraham while he was in Egypt,
witten in his own hand on papyrus. See "Book of Abraham"”
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Chapter 3, in Doctrine and Covenants [neani ng Father's

Doctrine and Covenants]. Published by the Mrnon Church,
Salt Lake City, Uah. This is an unusual book and is al so
distinctively peculiar in that it is the only book in the
wor |l d that has the honor of a Preface in it witten by
Jesus Christ hinself [this Preface now appears as Section
1]. In an age when the prevailing viewis that the Heavens
wer e probably once open to Revelation a long tine ago, but
now are forever closed (for sone unexpl ai ned reason), the
publication of such a doctrinally hybrid volune such as

the Doctrine and Covenants is as startling as well as it

IS uni que -- because its contents are not really open to
debate or argunent. They require either total acceptance
or total rejection -- a sonmewhat extrene and difficult

position for a person unacquainted wwth themto take at

first. However, the word uni que neans "standi ng al one" or
per haps sonething "different or new." In a contenporary
eccl esiastical setting where a confluence of divergent

religious thoughts perneate the intellectual scene, unique
infers sonething that is different fromgenerally accepted

predom nate views -- and so the effect of Doctrine and

Covenants is to supply an enl arged under st andi ng through
enl arged factual presentations -- not in opposition or
contradiction to other previously recorded or circul ated
Revel ations, but nerely adding an enl arged di nension to

I nformation already at hand. Like privately circulating
newsl etters offering slices of factual information |largely
only conplinmentary to that which appears in the Governnent
Bill boards of the major New York City nedia -- the

newsl etter's factual presentations now creates an enl arged
basis of factual know edge for their readers to exercise

j udgnent on, and so such additional information often

| eads, in turn, to end conclusions that fall outside of
the generally accepted predom nate contours of views that
the G emin controlled Governnent Bill board maj or nedi a
woul d prefer that folks remain intellectually isolated

wi thin. Even so, be cognizant that the information in

Father's Doctrine and Covenants only "adds a dinension"” to
ot her sources of Celestial infornmation obtainable

el sewhere, and by no neans are represented as being
conplete in thenselves; nor should they be relied upon as
offering such a total and thorough picture of the
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Cel estial scene that other inportant conplinentary sources
of information [such as that originating from our
Patriarchs and Fathers of old] are inprovidently tossed
aside and ignored. [return]

[ 79] Nunerous Christian commentators have detected that
sonet hing was Di vinely special about the idea of a

covenant, and their feelings are correct -- the idea is
very significant. But being deficient in factual know edge
on the First Estate where we cane from and not having

ot her key slices of information, they never hit the nail

right on the head, or even cone close to it. See:

.« Delbert Hllers in Covenant: the Hi story of a
Bi bl i cal Idea [John Hopkins Press (1969)];
. D. Mccarthy in Treaty and Covenant; a Study in the

Ancient Orient Docunents... [Pontifical Bible
Institute, Rone (1963)];
. George Mendenhall in Law and Covenant in |srael and

the Ancient near East [The Biblical Colloquium
Pittsburgh (1955)];
. George Mendenhall in "Covenant” the Interpreter's
Dictionary of the Bible [Abingdon, New York (1962)];
« WlliamH Brownlee in A Conparison of the

Covenanters of the Dead Sea Scrolls wth Pre-
christian Jewi sh Sects [The Bi blical Archeol ogi st

(Septenber, 1951)]. [return]

[80] "We are placed in this world neasurably in the dark.
We no | onger see our Father face to face. Wiile it is true
that we once did; we stood in H's presence, seeing as we
are seen, know ng, according to our intelligence, as we
are known; that curtain has dropped, we have changed our
abode, we have taken upon ourselves flesh; the veil of
forgetful ness intervenes between this |ife and that, and
we are left, as [the Apostle] Paul expresses it, to "see
t hrough a gl ass darkly,” to "know in part and to prophesy
in part;' to see only to alimted extent, the end from

t he begi nning. W& do not conprehend things in their

full ness. But we have the promse, if we will receive and
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live by every word that proceeds forth fromthe nouth of
God, wisely using the intelligences, the opportunities,

t he advantages, and the possessions which He continually
bestows upon us -- the tinme wll cone, in the eternal
course of events, when our mnds wll be cleared from
every cloud, the past will recur to nenory, the future
wi Il be an open vision, and we will behold things as they
are, and the past, present and future wll be one eternal
day, as it is in the eyes of God our Father, who knows
nei t her past, present or future; whose course is one
eternal round; who creates, who saves, redeens and
glorifies the workmanship of H's hands, in which He

H nmself is [in turn] glorified." - Orson F. Wiitney, in a
di scourse delivered in the Tabernacle on Sunday, April 19,

1885; 26 Journal of D scourses 194, at 195 [London
(1886)]. [return]

[81] And the benefits are quite substantial:

"As our Father and God begat us, sons and
daughters, so will we rise imortal, males and
femal es, and al so beget children, and, in our
turn, formand create [other] worlds, and send
forth our spirit children to inherit those

worl ds, just the sane as we were sent here, and
thus will the works of God continue..." - Oson
Pratt, in a discourse delivered in the

Tabernacle, Salt Lake Cty, August 20, 1871; 14
Journal of Discourses 233, at 242 [London

(1872)]. [return]

[82] "We cone here to live for a few days, and then we are
gone again... W had an exi stence before we cane into the
world. Qur spirits cane here to take these tabernacles;
they cane to occupy themas habitations, with the
understanding that all that had passed previously to our
com ng here should be taken away fromus, that we shoul d
not know anything about it." - Brigham Young, in a

di scourse nade at the Bowery, Salt Lake City on June 22,

1865; 3 Journal of Discourses 362, at 367 [London (1856)].
[ return]
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[83] "W all acknow edge that we had an exi stence before
we were born into this world. How | ong before we took our
departure fromthe realns of bliss to find our tabernacle
in the flesh is unknown to us. Suffice it to say that we
were sent here. We cane willingly... Then if it be true
that we entered into a Covenant with the powers Cel estial,
before we left our forner hones, that we would cone here
and obey the voice of the Lord, through whonsoever he

m ght speak, these powers are w tnesses of the Covenant

i nto which we entered [back then]; and it is not

| npossi ble that we signed the articles thereof wth our
own hands -- which articles nay be retained in the

archi ves above, to be presented to us when we rise from

t he dead, and be judged out of our own nouths, according
to that which was witten in the books. D d we Covenant
and agree that we woul d be subject to the authorities of

Heaven pl aced over us? ...D d we Covenant to be subject to
the authority of God in all the different relations of
life -- that we would be loyal to the legitinate powers

t hat emanate from God? | have been |lead to think that such
Is the truth. Sonething whispers these things to ne in

this light. ...What did we agree to before we cane here?
If to anything, | suppose the very sane things [that] we

[ have] agreed to since we [cane] here, that are legitimte
and proper." - Orson Hyde, in a discourse nade in the

Taber nacl e on Cctober 6, 1859 ["Sow ng and Reaping --

Ful fillment of Covenants"] in 7 Journal of D scourses 313,
at 314 [London (1860)]. [return]

[ 84] The phrase used here, Sounding in Tort, appears in
different places throughout the Federal jurisprudenti al
strata of the United States. Wen a grievance is presented
to a Judge for a ruling, it nmeans that the relationship is
not predicated on a contract, and that the instant claim
bei ng sought is sounding [based on] correl ative argunents
of unfairness, for sonme reason, and therefore Tort Law
applies there to fill the vacuumleft by no contracts.
Renmenber that Tort Law and its argunents of unfairness can
sonetinmes apply to govern grievances even when a contract

I s hanging in the distant background, because the instant
grievance falls outside of the content of the contract.

That | could find, the phrase Sounding in Tort first
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surfaced in a Suprene Court ruling in a Case called
Garland vs. Davis, 45 U S. 131, at 141 (1846), which
declared the rule that Contract grievances are best
separated away from and adjudged differently from Tort
grievances (and properly so). The Court also ruled in
Garl and that declarations made within a Pl eading,

comm ngling Tort clainms wwth Contract clains, are to be
di scouraged. There are 56 ot her Suprene Court cases |
found where the phrase Sounding in Tort appears. Recently,
It appears in Footnote #2 to Mgra vs. Warren School
District, 465 U S. 75 (1984) whil e discussing an action
for Tort danmages sought on grounds of w ongful
interference unfairness with the petitioner's Contract of
Enpl oynent. In Federal statutes, the phrase is found in

t he I ndi an Tucker Act.

“"The Court of Clains shall have jurisdiction to

render judgnent... upon any express or inplied
contract... in cases not sounding in tort." - 28
U.S.C. 1505.

Sone of the other Federal statutes incorporating this
phrase Sounding in Tort are:

.28 U S.C 1346 ["United States as

Def endant "] ;
.28 US C 1491 ["Clains against the United

States generally"];
. 28 U S.C. 2412 ["Costs and fees"].

By the end of this Letter, the distinction between Tort
and Contract should be quite clear to see; and nost

i nportantly, its true origin in the mnd of Heavenly
Fat her who created Nature, and not judges, should be
recogni zed. [return]

[85] "Salvation is an individual operation... W read in
the Bible that there is one glory of the Sun, another
glory of the Moon, and another glory of the Stars. In the

Book of Doctrine and Covenants, these glories are called

http://famguardian.org/PublishedAuthors/I ndiv/MercierGeorge/InvContrcts--01-I ntroduction.htm (89 of 136) [3/30/2009 8:04:24 AM]


http://laws.findlaw.com/US/465/75.html
http://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/28/1505.html
http://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/28/1505.html
http://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/28/1346.html
http://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/28/1491.html
http://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/28/2412.html

Invisible Contracts by George Mercier -- Introduction

Tel estial, Terrestrial, and Celestial, which is the

hi ghest. These are worlds, different departnents, or

Mansi ons, in our Father's House. Now these nen, or those
wonen, who know no nore about the power of God, and the

| nfl uences of the Holy Spirit, than to be led entirely by
anot her person, suspending their understanding, and

pinning their faith upon another's sleeve, will never be
capable of entering into the Celestial glory, to be
crowned as they anticipate; they wll never be capabl e of

becom ng Gods. They cannot rule thenselves, to say nothing
of ruling others, but they nust be dictated to in every
trifle, like a child. They cannot control thenselves in
the | east, but Janes, Peter, or sonebody el se nmust control
them They never can becone Gods, nor be crowned as rules
with glory, imortality, and eternal |ives. They never can
hol d scepters of glory, majesty, and power in the

Cel estial Kingdom Wwo wll? Those who are valiant and

I nspired wwth the true i ndependence of Heaven, who will go
forth boldly in the service of God, |eaving others to so
as they please, determned to do right, though all mankind
besi des shoul d take the opposite course.” - Brigham Young,
In a discourse at the Tabernacle on February 20, 1853; 1
Journal of Discourses 309, at 312 [London (1854)]. [return]

[86] "These words set forth the fact to which Jesus
referred to when he said, 'In ny Father's House are many
Mansi ons.' How many | am not prepared to say; but there
are three distinctly spoken of: The Celestial, the

hi ghest; the Terrestrial, the next belowit; and the
Telestial, the third. If we were to take the pains to read
what the Lord has said to his people in the Latter days we
should find that he has made provision for all the

| nhabitants of the Earth; every creature who desires, and
who strives in the least, to overcone evil and subdue
iniquity within hinself or herself, and to |live worthy of
glory, wll possess one. W who have received the Fullness
of the Gospel of the Son of God, or the Kingdom of Heaven
that has cone to Earth, are in possession of these |aws,
ordi nances, commandnents and revel ations that wll prepare
us, by strict obedience, to inherit the Celestial Kingdom
to go into the presence of the Father and the Son." -

Bri gham Young, in a discourse in the New Tabernacl e on

June 25th, 1871:; 14 Journal of Di scourses 147, at 148
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[ London (1872)]. [return]

[87] Ratiocinative neans the process of exact thinking
with little room if any, for error. [return]

[88] "All of the doctrines of Life and Sal vation are as
plain to the understanding as [are] geographical |ines of
a correctly drawn map. This doctrine, revealed in these
|atter tines, is worthy of the attention of all nen. It
gi ves the positive situation in which they will stand
before the Heavens when they have finished their career.
Generation after generation is constantly com ng and
passi ng away. They all possess nore or less intelligence,
whi ch forns the foundation within themfor the reception

of an eternal increase [in their] intelligence... But [in
contrast to that] hundreds of mllions of human bei ngs
have been born, lived out their short earthly span, and

passed away, ignorant alike of thenselves and of the Plan

of Sl avation provided for them It gives great

consol ati on, however, to know that this glorious plan

devi sed by Heaven follows theminto the next existence,
offering for their acceptance eternal |life and exaltation
of thrones, domnions, principalities, and powers in the
presence of their Father and God, through Jesus Christ his
Son. How glorious -- how anple is the gospel plan in its
savi ng properties and nerciful designs. This one

revel ation, containing this Principle, is worth worlds on
worl ds to mankind." - Brigham Young, in a discourse in the
Tabernacle, Geat Salt Lake Cty, on January 12, 1862; 9

Journal of Discourses 147, at 148 [London (1862)]. [return]

[ 89] "Those covenants that [Latter-Day Saints now nake]
were al so made in the beginning of the creation. They are
now renewed to us..." - Heber C. Kinball, in a discourse
made in the Tabernacle, Salt Lake Cty, January 6, 1861; 9
Journal of Discourses 126, at 130 [London (1862)].[return]

[ 90] "Those things which we call extraordinary,
remar kabl e, or unusual may nmake history, but they do not
make real life.
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“"After all, to do well those things which God
ordained to be the comon lot of all mankind, is
the truest greatness. To be a successful father
or a successful nother is greater than to be a
successful general or a successful statesman." -

Joseph F. Smith in Juvenile Instructor, page 752
(Decenber 15, 1905).

Let's say you were Armand Hamer, and you spent your life

buil ding up a great oil conpany -- Cccidental Petrol eum
Was that a great event for M. Hamrer to acconplish down
here? Yes, it very nmuch was, and a very difficult task
technically as well. But -- building up one huge

Cccidental Petrol eumor building up one thousand such
dynastic enpires neans nothing to nmagnify your standi ng at

the Last Day. Although the training and savior-faire
acquired in the process of such enpire construction that
dynasty builders are going through is prepatory to other
t hi ngs, and could be very helpful to themin other ways;
t he successful admi nistration of difficult Celestial
Contracts remains the dynasty builder's sole obstacle to
I nheriting the Celestial realns, as nuch as the

adm ni stration of those Celestial Contracts remains the

sol e obstacle to us peasants as well. [return]

[91] Do you want to even try and outfox Father? A profile
exam nation of the benefits that we will experience by
entering into, and then honoring a difficult advanced
contract, nakes the search for ways to outfox Father
rather silly and childish in conparison. W are all

organi zed to becone Gods; whether or not we acconplish
such a nobl e objective depends upon how we handl e our
affairs down here in this school.

"Intelligent beings are organi zed to becone
CGods, even the sons of Gods, to dwell in the
presence of the Gods, and becone associated with
the highest intelligences that dwell in
eternity. W are now in that school, and nust
practi ce upon what we receive." - Brigham Young,
President of the Mdrnon Church, in a discourse
made in the Bowery, Salt Lake City, Septenber 2,
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1860; 9 Journal of D scourses 158, at 160
[ London (1862)].

This life is a school, and Protestors refusing to consider
the idea, however renotely accurate it mght be, that it
Is they thenselves that mght be in error with their
Protesting, are manifesting in that setting an attitude of

unt eachabl eness. Such an attitude [forcefully concluding
prematurely that the King is wong, and | amright] causes
Protestors to disregard countermandi ng factual information
when it surfaces. Such a rejection of that unconfortable

I nformation, before it is analyzed for authenticity,

rel evancy, etc., is not exenplary of good students.
Students who go through school effortlessly are those who
are in a teachable state of mnd, and are receptive to the
possibility that they nmay have been in error before.

[ return]

[92] "...I| expect, if | amfaithful with yourselves, that
| shall see the tine with yourselves that we shall know
how to prepare to organize an Earth like this -- know how

to people that Earth, how to redeemit, how to sanctify
it, and howto glorify it, with those who live upon it
[ bei ng ones] who hearken to our counsels. The Father and

the Son have attained to this point already; | amon the
way, and so are you, [along with] every faithful servant
of God." - Brigham Young, in a discourse in a Speci al

Conference held in the Tabernacle in Salt Lake Gty on
August 28, 1852; 6 Journal of D scourses 273, at 274
[ London (1859)]. [return]

[93] "There was a tinme before we ever cane into this world
when we dwelt in [Father's] presence. W knew what kind of
being he is. One thing we saw was how gl ori ous he is.

Anot her thing, how great was his wi sdom his
under st andi ng, how wonderful was his power and his

i nspiration. And we wanted to be like him.. If we wll
just be true and faithful to every Covenant, to every
Principle of Truth that he has given us, then after the
resurrection we would cone back into his presence and we
woul d be just |ike he is. W would have the sane kind of
bodi es -- bodies that would shine |like the sun.” - Joseph
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Fielding Smth in Take Head to Yoursel ves!, page 345
[ Desert Book Publishing, Salt Lake Gty (1966)]. [return]

[94] "Now admt, as the Latter-Day Saints do, that we had
a previous existence, and that when we die we shall return
to God and our former habitation, where we shall behold
the face of our Father, and the question i mediately

ari ses, shall we have our nenories increased, that we
shal | renenber our previous existence? ...we shall." -
Orson Pratt, in a discourse delivered in the 14th Assenbly

Roons on Decenber 15, 1872: 15 Journal of Di scourses 241,
at 249 [London (1873)].

Jesus is often portrayed as being the Mediator of the New

Covenant [Hebrews 12:24], which neans that he has sone
type of an equitable interest in it:

"For as these nenorials of the atonenent were
used by the ancient Patriarchs and Prophets to
mani fest to God their faith in the Plan of
Redenption and in the com ng Redeener... Jesus
[Is] the Mediator of the New Covenant..." - John
Tayl or in The Medi ation and Atonenent, at 123

[ Deseret Publishing, Salt Lake City (1892)].

Question: If there is a New Covenant, was there an A d
Covenant ?

Answer: Yes, there nost certainly was an O d Covenant; and

Fat her extracted the A d Covenant out of us all in the
First Estate, so now that Covenant has the appearance of
being invisible to us. Jesus Christ once had a few words
to say about the replacenent of Father's First Estate
Covenant with his own [neaning that at the Last Day before

Fat her, those Spirits who entered into Father's New and

Everl asti ng Covenant down here wll find that Jesus is
acting as their Advocate before the Father at the Last
Day] :

“...l say unto you that all old Covenants have
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caused to be done away with in this thing; and
this is a New and Everl asti ng Covenant, even
that which was fromthe beginning." - Doctrine
and Covenants 22:1.

.l amin your mdst, and am your Advocate
with the Father." - Doctrine and Covenant 29:5.

Wth Jesus Christ being your Advocate before Father at the
Last Day [which is a benefit offered to those who have

entered into Father's New and Everl asting Covenant], | am
unawar e of any ot her Counselor | would rather have, acting
on ny behal f.

... Anot her set of Covenants that Jesus was responsible for
repl aci ng wi th anot her Covenant, are the Covenants

associated with the Law of Mdses that our Fathers from
anot her era once entered into [the sacrifice of Jesus back

near the Meridian of Tine fulfilled the synbolic bl ood
sacrifices that many of the Msaic O di nances were

centered around (the Meridian of Tine separates B.C. from
A.D.)]. [return]

[95] "I am Al pha and Omega, Christ the Lord; yes even | am
he, the Begi nning and the End, the Redeener of the

Wrld. ...at the... Last Geat Day of Judgnent... woes
shall go forth, weeping, wailing and gnashi ng of teeth,

yea, to those who are found on ny left hand." - Doctrine
and Covenants 19:1 to 5. [return]

[96] I n August of 1937, Maurice Harper and Fred Test were
beer distributors in Ontario, Oregon. They needed to
borrow sone noney, so they entered into a contract with
their own beer suppliers for a |loan; they gave a real
property deed on |l and they owned to their supplier of beer
as security for this loan, and as circunstances often work
out, the loan went into default, and a sale of the
property quickly was commenced by the beer suppliers with
the result being that the mnimal price obtained under the
pressure such an accelerated forced sale was far bel ow

mar ket val ue. The sal e yi el ded just enough noney to pay
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off the loan, and there was no surplus available to give
to the beer distributors who had posted the | and as
security for the |loan. Maurice Harper and Fred Test yelled

unfair, and then threw a Court action at the beer

suppliers for damages. unfairness is not relevant when
contracts are up for review, so the action was brought in
under Tort Law. [How is an action brought under Tort? By
sinply claimng in the Conplaint that Tort Law governs the
gri evance, pleading such things as the damages experienced
and then asking relief sounding in Tort; however, whether
or not your Tort clainms ultimately prevail i1s another
gquestion]. Here, Harper and Test asked for the Tort relief

in the nature of exenplary damages. A Trial was held, and
during Trial at the close of evidence presentation, the
Def endant beer suppliers notioned the Court to require the
Plaintiffs, Harper and Test, to identify whether they
wanted to proceed to judgnent under the rules of Tort of
Contract:

"Plaintiffs [Harper and Test] elected to proceed
in Tort. Imrediately upon the el ection, being
made by Plaintiffs, the Defendants noved for a
di rected verdict on the grounds that the

Conplaint failed to state a Cause of Action in
Tort and in support of the notion counsel stated:

“...1t is our position that in this case, when
construed in the light of surrounding

ci rcunstances as it nust be done, does not raise
any obligation or does not permt the inference

of any obligation existing in | aw outside of the

obligations of the contract itself..." - Harper
vsS. Interstate Brewery, 120 P.2nd 757, at 761
(1942).

The Court went on to analyze the difference between Tort
and Contract; and as is the factual setting in so many
cases brought before the Judiciary for resolution, a

busi ness relationship in effect between sone parties was
initially construed around a Contract as the center of
gravity, and when unantici pated circunstances cane to pass
(as soneone pul |l ed sonething sneaky off that the Contract
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has nade no governing provision for), so the Judiciary now
has a grievance that is sounding in Tort with a Contract
hangi ng in the background:

"The di stinction between a tort and a breach of

contract is broad and clear, in theory. In
practice, however, it is not always easy to
determ ne whether a particular act or course of
conduct subjects the wongdoer to an action in
Tort, or one nmerely for breach of Contract. The
test to be applied is the nature of the right
which is being invaded. [f this right was
created solely by the [contractual] agreenent of
the parties, the Plaintiff is limted to an

action ex contractu. If it was created by | aw he
may sue in Tort." - Harper vs. Interstate
Brewery, id., at 762.

Under these cases where a Contract is hanging in the
background, but a Tort Law claimis being demanded as the
relief, often tinmes Attorneys for the Plaintiff will ask
for both Breach of Contract and Tort relief, reciting

el ements of the factual setting that support the
respective clains, with the end result being that
appel l ate judges are frequently asked to draw | ines
dividing Tort fromContract, as was the instant factual

setting here with Harper. But inportant for the nonent is
that the distinction once created in the Heavens, a |l ong
tinme ago, bifurcating Tort from Contract, is now bei ng

honored by the Judiciary, and that the Contract Law | egal
reasoni ng being enforced by judges today -- as seem ngly
unpleasant as it is initially -- that excludes argunents
and other distractions from being considered unl ess they
fall within the content of the Contract, is in fact a

correct Principle of Nature that everyone will eventually
becone very well acquainted with at the Last Day. [return]

[97] Lucifer too uses contracts to acconplish his end

obj ectives; he too is playing this Contract Gane. As for
Lucifer, irrevocabl e oaths and covenants are required for
standi ng nmenbership in Illumnati tenples. Once contracts
are extracted out of new Illumnatti initiates, that
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Equity Rel ationship that was created is considered to be a

fait acconpli (nmeaning once acconplished, then being

i rrevocable in nature). In other secret societies that
Lucifer maintains a managing interest in, covenants
(contracts) that were seal ed under bl ood oaths are
extracted out of new nenbers. So Lucifer very nuch knows
all about the rather strong underlying nature of Contracts
and of Contract Law Jurisprudence. Wtches al so use
covenants extensively; for a discussion of First Degree,
Second Degree and Third Degree Initiation Rites, see Janet

and Stewart Farrar in A Wtches Bi bl e [ Magi ckal Childe
Publ i shing, 35 West 19th Street, New York 10011 (1981)].
[ return]

[ 98] Lyrics Copyright by Flashback Records/Arista Records,
New York City. Wrds and nusic by Dennis Lanbert and Bri an
Potter, Trousdal e Music Publishing (1969); revived by

Coven Records (Warner Brothers, 1971); MM Records,
(1973); Warner Brothers again (1974). [return]

[99] Starring Tom Laughlin and Del ores Tayl or; distributed
by Warner Brothers (1971). [return]

[ 100] To be esoteric neans to be designed for, and
under st ood by, specially infornmed people only; or

ot herwi se withheld fromgenerally open public avowal .
[ return]

[ 101] Back in the days of David, there was once a great
and fabulous Cty called Babylon, reaching its peak at

about 600 B.C. Today, Babylon has a lingering illicit
stigma associated with it, but before Babylon went to the
dogs, it was very inpressive. Babylon was the nost

prom nent, majestic, prosperous, and powerful City that
the world had ever known, up to that tinme. It had been the
nost inportant trading center, it had the nost powerful
mlitary force, the greatest cultural resources, and was
even a center of tourismdue to its Hangi ng Gardens and
nunmer ous ot her man nmade wonders. Babylon had twn sets of
tall walls surrounding her and with a noat in between;
massi ve and everlasting, those twin walls were so thick
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and so dinensionally inpressive that they were viewed as
being i npregnable by any mlitary technol ogy of the day.
Inside the Cty, there was a two year supply of food; and
there was no | ack of water, either, because no | ess than
the great river Euphrates ran through Babyl on. Yes,
Babyl on was powerful, wealthy, and just so secure that any
potenti al adversary could hardly be taken seriously. And
even when it becane clear that an increasingly powerful
adversary |i ke the Medes and the Persians were buil ding
mlitary nonentum there was no concern wthin Babylon --
what ever adversaries the world offered were only huffing
hot air. At a Royal banquet one night in his Pal ace

[ Dani el 5:1], King Bel shazzar saw a finger witing
nmessages on a wall. None of this soothsayers, astrol ogers,
or wise nen [filled with a wde ranging array of factual

knowl edge on everything the Wrld had to offer -- except
Spiritual matters] could interpret the neaning. After the
cl owmns had had their turn, along cane the Prophet Dani el
who under st ood what he saw, and told the King what the
King did not want to hear: That Father had adjudged his
ki ngdom and found it wanting in mninmum Spiritual
expectations; that the inpossible was going to happen and
t hat Babyl on was going to be divided and given to
adversaries -- introduced into the violent and unpl easant

ci rcunstances of an invasion [Daniel 5:25 to 28]. Father

meant what he said, and so the handwiting was on the wall
for Babylon. That sane evening, the flow of the great

Ri ver Euphrates receded, and then slowed down to a
trickle; it had been diverted upstreamby the Genlin
Darius, who had big plans for the conquest of Babylon. And
now there were holes in the great walls of Babyl on where

t he Euphrates once was. The riverbed openings served as
the ingress point of entry for the invading arny of

Dari us; and Babyl on was conquered w thout resistance. [ See

general |y, the Encycl opedia Britannica ["Babyl on"]
(London, 1929)].

...Down to the present day, the phrase handwiting on the
wal | has cone to characterize inprovident and unrealistic
fant asy expectations one holds by reason of unappreciated
| npendi ng adverse circunstances, particularly in an area
I nvol ving Father. Today, the United States has a very
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simlar mlitary adversary waiting in the w ngs, an
adversary who has been busy on a very well known extensive
commtnent to prepare for war. WAter resources were the

Achil |l es Heel that brought Babylon to her knees then; and

when our turn cones, it too wll be the sudden and
unexpect ed damages of our water resources that the
Russians wll use to nmake their invasion Statenent, as

they attenpt a very quick |ock down on Anerican mlitary

I nstal |l ati ons. Babylon had its quislings then, and we have
our's now, and we shoul d have known sonet hi ng was af oot
when Nel son Rockefeller spent two years of his [ife in the
early 1970's heavily involved in collecting information on
Anmerican water resources. [return]

[ 102] When the rebellion in the Heavens took pl ace,

Luci fer was cast down to the Earth; so the Earth was
created before the rebellion, and Lucifer was there in the
Heavens when the first version of those Contracts were
extracted fromus all, and so by encouragi ng argunents
sounding in Tort, Lucifer knows exactly what he is doing
(nmeani ng that he intends to double cross his servants down
here at the Last Day -- giving thema |line of reasoning
that will fall apart and col |l apse before Father's Judgnent
Day). [return]

[103] "In regard to the battle in Heaven... when Lucifer,
the Son of the Morning, clained the privil ege of
controlling the Earth and redeened it, a contention arose;
but | do not think it took long to cast down one-third of
the hosts of Heaven, as it is witten in the Bible. But
let me tell you that it was one-third part of the spirits
who were prepared to take tabernacles upon this Earth, and
who rebel |l ed against the two-thirds of the Heavenly Hosts;
and they were cast down to this world. It is witten that

they were cast down to this Earth -- to this Terra Firma
that you and | wal k on, and whose atnosphere we breat he.
One-third of the spirits that were prepared for this Earth
rebel | ed agai nst Jesus Christ, and were cast down to
Earth, and they have opposed himfromthat day to this,
with Lucifer at their head. He is their general --

Lucifer, Son of the Modrning. He was once a brilliant and

i nfluential character in Heaven, and we w |l know nore
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about him hereafter." - Brigham Young, in a discourse nade
at the Bowery, Salt Lake Cty, July 19, 1857; 5 Journal of
Di scourses 52, at 54 to 55 [London (1858)]. [return]

[104] G emlins highly admre intellectuals, as there is
sonet hi ng about their high-powered status that creates
such an intriguing aura of devilish nystique. Genlin
Henry Ki ssinger once had a few words to say about his

mentors, intellectuals, putting in an honest days' | abor,
goi ng through the foibles and headaches that they do;

t hose poor hardworking intellectuals, racking thensel ves
to sol e one tough problem after another; but also the

intellectual contributes to an inportant participating
juristic role in maki ng gl obal conquest adm nistratively
efficient:

"How about the role of individuals who have
addressed thensel ves to acquiring substantive
know edge -- the intellectual s? |Is our problem
as is so often alleged, the | ack of respect
shown to the intellectual by our society?

"The problemis nore conplicated than our
refusal or inability to utilize this source of
tal ent. Many organi zati ons, governnental or
private, rely on panels of experts. Political

| eaders have intellectuals as advisors...

"One problemis the demand for expertise itself.
Every probl em which our society becones
concerned about... calls into being panels,
commttees, or study groups supported by either
private or governnental funds. Many

organi zations constantly call on intellectuals
for advice. As a result, intellectuals with a
reputation soon find thensel ves so burdened t hat
their pace of life hardly differs fromthat of

t he executives who they counsel. They cannot
supply perspective because they are as harassed
as the policy nmakers. Al pressures on themtend
to keep themat the |evel of the perfornmance

whi ch gained themreputation. In his desire to
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be hel pful, the intellectual is too frequently
conpelled to sacrifice what should be his
greatest contribution to society -- his
creativity...

"A person is considered suitable for assignnents
within certain classifications. But the
classification of the intellectual is determ ned
by the prem um our society places on

adm nistrative skill. The intellectual is rarely
found at the | evel where decisions are nade. Hi s
role is commonly advisory. He is called in as a
‘specialist' in areas whose advice is conbined
wth that of others fromdifferent fields of
endeavor on the assunption that the policynmaker
Is able to choose intuitively the correct

amal gam of 'theoretical and 'practical' advice.
And even in this capacity, the intellectual is
not a free agent. It is the executive who
determnes in the first place whether he needs
advi ce. He and the bureaucracy frane the
guestion to be answered. The policy maker

determ nes the standard of rel evance...

"The contribution of the intellectual to policy
Is therefore in terns of criteria that he has

pl ayed only a mnor role in establishing. He is
rarely given the opportunity to point out that a
query limts a range of possible solutions or
that an issue is posed in irrelevant terns. He
I's asked to solve problens, not to contribute to
the definition of goals. Were decisions are
arrived at by negotiation, the intellectual --
particularly if he is not hinself a part of the
bureaucracy -- is a useful weight in the scale.
He can serve as the neans of filtering ideas to
the top outside of organi zational channels or as
one who legitimzes the viewpoint of contending
factions within and anong departnents. This is
why many organi zations build up batteries of
out si de experts or create sem -i ndependent
research groups, and why articles or books
becone tools in the bureaucratic struggle. In
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short, all too often what the policymaker wants
fromthe intellectual is not ideas but
endor senent .

"This is not to say that the notivation of the
pol i cymaker towards the intellectual is cynical.
The policynmaker sincerely wants help... O
necessity, the bureaucracy gears the
Intellectual effort to its own requirenents and
Its own pace; the deadlines are inevitably that
of the policymaker, and all too often they
demand a premature disclosure of ideas which are
t hen di ssected before they are fully devel oped.
The adm ni strative approach to intellectual
effort tends to destroy the environnment from
whi ch innovation grows. Its insistence on
"results' discourages the intellectual climate
that m ght produce inportant ideas whether or
not the bureaucracy feels it needs them

"Thus, though the intellectual participates in
pol i cymaki ng to an al nbst unprecedent ed degr ee,
the result has not necessarily been salutary for
himor of full benefit to the officials calling
on him..

“I'n seeking to help the bureaucracy out of this
maze, the intellectual too frequently becones an
extension of the adm nistrative machi ne,
accepting its criteria and el aborating its
problens. Wiile this, too, is a necessary task
and sonetines even an inportant one, it does not
touch the heart of the problem..

"Thi s does not nean that the intellectual should
remai n al oof from policynaki ng. Nor have
intellectuals who have chosen w t hdrawal
necessarily helped this situation. There are
intell ectuals outside the bureaucracy who are
not part of the mael stromof commttees and
study groups but who have, nevert hel ess,
contributed to the existing stagnation through a
perfectionismthat paral yzes action by posing
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unreal alternatives. There are intellectuals

wi thin the bureaucracy who have avoi ded the

adm ni strative approach but who nust share the
responsibility for the prevailing confusion
because they refuse to admt that all of policy
I nvol ves an inevitable el enment of conjecture. It
I s always possible to escape difficult choices
by making only the nost favorabl e assessnent of
the intentions of other states or of political
trends. The intellectuals of other countries in
the free world where the influence of pragmatism
I's | ess pronounced and the demands of the
bureaucracies | ess insatiable have not nade a
nmore significant contribution. The spiritual
mal ai se descri bed here nmay have ot her synptons
el sewhere. The fact remains that the entire free
worl d suffers not only fromadmnistrative
myopi a but also fromself righteousness and the
| ack of a sense of direction [that sounds |ike
sonething a Genlin going no where woul d say].

"Thus, if the intellectual is to nake a
contribution to national policy, he faces a
delicate task. He nmust steer between the Scylla
of letting the bureaucracy prescribe what is

rel evant or useful and the Charybdis of defining
those criteria too abstractly. |If he inches too
much toward the fornmer, he will turn into a
pronoter of technical renedies; if he chooses

the latter, he will run the risks of confusing
dogmatismw th norality and of courting
martyrdom -- of becomng, in short, as w apped

up in acult of rejection as the activist is in
a cult of success.

"Where to draw the |ine between excessive

comm tnment to the bureaucracy and paral yzi ng

al oof ness depends on so many intangi bl es of

ci rcunstances and personality that it is
difficult to generalize... The intell ectual
shoul d therefore refuse to participate in

pol i cymaki ng, for to do so confirns the
stagnati on of societies whose | eadership groups
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have little substantive know edge...

“"The intell ectual nmust therefore decide not only
whether to participate in the admnistrative
process but also in what capacity: Wether as an
intellectual or as an adm nistrator.

"Such an attitude requires an occasi onal
separation fromadm nistration. The intellectua
must guard against his distinctive, and in this
particul ar context, nost crucial qualities: The
pursuit of know edge rather than of

adm ni strative ends and the perspective supplied
by a non-bureaucratic vantage point. It is
therefore essential for himto return fromtine
to tinme to his library or his |laboratory to
‘recharge his batteries.' |If he fails to do so,
he would turn into an adm nistrator [and we
woul dn't want that to happen], distinguished
fromsone of his colleagues only by having been
recruited fromthe intellectual comunity." -

Henry Ki ssinger in The Necessity of Choice ["The
Pol i cymaker and the Intellectual"], at page 348
[ Har per & Brothers, New York (1960)].

Today, few common fol ks have nmuch adm ration for
intellectuals; very appropriately, many folks find them
irritating because they are out of touch with hard day to

day practical reality -- a state of perception that has
been going on since the very founding of this Republic:

"These | awyers, and nen of |earning, and noneyed
nmen, that talk so finely, gloss over matters so
smoothly, to make us poor illiterate people
swal | ow down the pill, expect to get into
Congress thensel ves; that expect to be the
managers of the Constitution, and get all the
noney and power in their own hands, and then
they will swallow up all us little folks, like

the great Leviathan, M. President; yes, just as

the whal e swall owed up Jonah. This is what | am
afraid of..." - M. Singletarry, a rural
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del egate to the special 1788 Massachusetts
Convention elected to consider ratification of
the Constitution, as quoted by Jonathan Elli ot

in |l Debates in the Several State Conventi ons,
at 102 [J.B. Lippincott, Philadelphia (1863)].

And intellectuals al so possess behavioral elenents of
pl ayful ness about themthat is difficult to cone to grips
wth at first:

"The very suggestion that the intellectual has a
di stinctive capacity for mschief, however,
| eads to the consideration that his piety [neans

state of being pious], by itself, is not enough.
He may live for ideas, as | have said, but

sonet hi ng nust prevent himfromliving for one

I dea, from becom ng excessive or grotesque...
the beginning and end of ideas lies in their
efficacy with respect to sone goal external to

I ntell ectual processes. The intellectual is not
in the first instance concerned with such goals.
This is not to say that he scorns the practical:
The intrinsic intellectual interest of many
practical problens is utterly absorbing. Stil
less is it to say that he is inpractical; he is
sinply concerned with sonething else, a quality
in problens that is not defined by asking

whet her or not they have practical purpose. The
notion that the intellectual is inherently

I npractical wll hardly bear analysis (...Adam
Smith, Thomas Jefferson... have been em nently
practical in the politician's or businessman's
sense of the term..

“If some large part of the anti-intellectualism
of our time stens fromthe public's shock at the
constant insinuation of the intellectual as
expert into public affairs, nuch of the
sensitiveness of intellectuals to the reputation
as a class stens fromthe awkward j uxtaposition
of the sacred and profane roles. In his sacred
role, as prophet, scholar, or artist, the
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intellectual is hedged about by certain
sanctions -- inperfectly observed and respected,
of course, but still effective...

"It is part of the intellectual's tragedy that
the things he nost val ues about hinself and his
work are quite unlike those society values in
him Society val ues hi m because he can in fact
be used for a variety of purposes, from popul ar
entertainment to the design of weapons. But it
can hardly understand so well those aspects of
hi s tenperament which | have designated as
essential to his intellectualism His

pl ayful ness, in its various manifestations, is
likely to seemto nobst nen a perverse |luxury; in
the United States the play of the mnd is
perhaps the only formof play that is not |ooked
upon with the nost tender indulgence. H's piety
Is likely to seemnettlesone, if not actually
dangerous. And neither quality is considered to
contribute very nuch to the practical business
of life...

"To those who suspect that intellect is a

subversive force in society, it will not do to
reply that intellect is really a safe, bland and
enollient thing... To be sure, intellectuals,

contrary to the fantasies of cultural
vigilantes, are hardly ever subversive of a
society as a whol e.

"I have suggested that one of the first
questions asked in Anmerica about intellect and
Intellectuals concerns their practicality. One
reason why anti-intellectualismhas changed in
our time is that our sense of the inpracticality
of intellect has been transformed. During the

[ 1800' s], when business criteria dom nated
Anerican cul ture al nost w thout chall enge, and
when nost busi ness and professional nen attained
em nence w thout nuch formal education, academc
schooling was often said to be useless. It was
assuned that schooling existed not to cultivate
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certain distinctive qualities of the mind but to
make personal advancenent possible. For this

pur pose, an i medi ate engagenent with the
practical tasks of life was held to be nore
useful |y educative, whereas intellectual and
cultural pursuits were called unworldly,
unmascul i ne, and inpractical." - Richard

Hof stadter in Anti-Intellectualismin Anmerican

Life, starting at 29 [ Random House, New York
(1963)] .

When the United States began its existence out from
underneath the thunb of King George, the presence of

stuffy intellectuals on the political scene was not a
probl em t hen:

"When the United States began its national
exi stence, the relationship between intell ect

and power was not a problem The | eaders were
the intellectuals. Advanced though the nation
was i n devel opnent of denocracy, the control of
Its affairs still rested largely in a patrician
elite; and wthin this elite nmen of intell ect
noved freely and spoke with enviable authority.
Since it was an unspecialized and versatile age,
the intellectual as expert was a negligible
force; but the intellectual as ruling-class
gentl eman was a | eader in every segnent of
society -- at the bar, in the professions, in
busi ness, and in political affairs. The Foundi ng
Fat hers were sages, scientists, nen of broad
cultivation, many of them apt in classical

| ear ni ng, who used their wide reading in
history, politics, and |l aw to sol ve the exigent
problens of their tinme. No subsequent era in our
hi story has produced so nany nen of know edge
anong its political |eaders as the age of John
Adans [and others]. One m ght have expected that
such nen, whose political achievenents were part
of the very fabric of the nation, would have
stood as permanent and overwhel m ng testinoni al
to the truth that nmen of learning and intell ect
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need not be bootl ess and i npractical as
political leaders. It is ironic that the United
St ates shoul d have been founded by
intellectuals; for throughout nost of our
political history, the intellectual has been for
the nost part either an outsider, a servant, or

a scapegoat." - Richard Hofstadter in Anti-

Intell ectualismin Anerican Life, at 145 [ Random
House, New York (1963)].

The reason why having intellectuals on the scene back then

was not a problemis because intellectuals, per se, are
not a source of problens; only when operating as slippery
bureaucratic extensions of Genmin intrigue, only then
does the tainted lustre of their high-powered intellect
conme hone to roost -- then they becone problens. [return]

[ 105] Yes, there are no circunstances that are spared from

the strategic use of decption -- when Gemlins are running
t he show

...Carved in the white walls of the Riverside
Church in New York City are the figures of six
hundred nmen that the world esteens as being
great for one reason or another -- hanging on
the walls are canoni zed sai nts, phil osophers,

ki ngs, and ot her assorted geni uses. One panel
enshrines fourteen geniuses of science, starting
W th Hi ppocrates, who died around 370 B.C., to
Al bert Einstein [who was still alive when he was
enshrined in this Church]. In this environnent
surrounded by greatness converged sone 2,500
people from 71 countries to the sanctuary of

Ri verside Church in New York City on this
Friday, February 2, 1979. They had dropped what
they were doing world wide to cone pay their

| ast respects and hear final praise and eul ogies
for Nel son Rockefeller. They heard orations
from anong ot hers, daughter Ann Rockefeller
Roberts, from son Rodman C. Rockefeller, from
brot her David Rockefeller, and fromGemin

Henry Kissinger. [See the New York Tines
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["Dignitaries and Friends Honor Rockefeller"],
page 1 (February 3, 1979)]. Judgi ng by the

gl owi ng characterizations that were used to
express final admrations for Nelson, this
Church is really m ssing out on sonething
special if a linmestone statue of Nel son
Rockefeller isn't soon enshrined with the 600
ot hers nounted on the walls.

... O the orations spoken at Nelson's funeral
service, Henry Kissinger's eul ogy deserves very
special attention: Because it was steeped in
deception. Seemngly with tears in his eyes,
Henry Ki ssinger's choking voice was echoed

t hroughout the great sanctuary of the Riverside
Church. Kissinger characterized Nel son as
"friend," "inspiration," "teacher," and "ny

ol der brother." Seem ngly stricken with grief,
Ki ssi nger's eul ogy act was a snooth nasterpiece
in well-oiled deception, and brought tears to
the eyes of many. In his final passage,

Ki ssi nger clainmed that he frequently chatted
with Nel son Rockefeller:

“"I'n recent years, he and | would often sit on

t he veranda overl ooki ng his bel oved Hudson Ri ver
In the setting sun. | would talk nore, but he
understood better. And as the statues on the

| awn glazed in the dimmng |[ight, Nelson
Rockefel l er woul d occasionally get that squint
in his eyes, which betokened a far horizon, and
he woul d say, because | needed it, but above
all, because he deeply felt it...

' never forget, that the nost profound force
in the world is love'." - New York Tines, id.,
["Excerpts From Eul ogi es At Menorial for
Rockefeller"], page 23.

Having finished his snooth acting job, having left the
nour ners spel l bound and wailing largely in tears, this
little Henry who had crimnally coordinated at a m d-

http://famguardian.org/PublishedAuthors/Indiv/M ercierGeorge/InvContrcts--01-Introduction.htm (110 of 136) [3/30/2009 8:04:25 AM]



Invisible Contracts by George Mercier -- Introduction

managenent | evel the murder of Nel son Rockefeller a week

earlier, slowy turned and left the pulpit. Nel son
Rockefel l er had never actually spoken those words Henry
clainmed -- but pesky little details |Iike that are not

| nportant; conversations between Nelson and Henry were
limted to conmuni cations exchanged in furtherance of

wars, nurders, conquest, and revolutions, wth only a

m ni mal anount of personal interest material being

exchanged as necessary to fill a vacant tinme slice hiatus.

Background factual accuracy is never sonething that
Gremins concern thenselves with, and Henry Kissinger's
fraudul ent and deceptive eul ogy of Nel son Rockefeller,
under circunstances where any enlightening corrective

retort would be inappropriate, was no exception to the

Grem i n nodus operandi of using deception as an instrunent

of aggressi on wherever and whenever they feel |ike
experiencing the benefits derived fromit. [return]

[ 106] The Rothschild nest of Genlins are not as snmart as

they like to think of thenselves; however, with their
al oof ness above us peasantry, you could not tell them
that. John Taylor, President of the Mdrnon Church, once
tried and got nowher e:

“"Do you think that the jews today would want to
publish things pertaining to Jesus, describing
the manner in which he would cone? | shoul d
think not. In a conversation | once had with
Baron Rothschild, he asked ne if | believed in
the Christ? | answered him "Yes, God has
revealed to us that he is the true Messiah, and
we believe in him" | further remarked: "Your
Prophets have said ' They shall | ook upon him
whom t hey have pierced, and they shall nourn for
him as one nourneth for his only son, and shal
be in bitterness for him as one that is in
bitterness for his first born.', 'And one shal
say unto him Wat are these wounds in thy
hands? Then he shall answer, Those with which I
was wounded in the house of ny friends.'" Do you
think the jewi sh rabbis would refer you to such
scripture as that? Said M. Rothschild, "Is that
in our Bible?" "That is in your Bible, sir." -
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John Tayl or, speaking at a Funeral Service on

Decenber 31, 1876; 18 Journal of Di scourses 324,
at 329 [London (1877)].

The Rot hschilds comune with Lucifer fromtinme to tine,
and his grand plans for conquest that have been reveal ed
to the Rothschilds (plans that have been handed down the
line originating in tinme back alnost to the Garden of
Eden), are so inpressive and so outstanding that the

Rot hschilds are totally relying on Lucifer to cone through
for them But just like the Rothschilds are deficient on
factual information regarding the jew sh perspective of a
Messi ah (however defective a view that is factually), the
Rot hschil ds are al so deficient on information explaining
why Lucifer is only pretending to be interested in their
wel fare before Father, and actually intends to double
cross themat the Last Day. [return]

[ 107] "Who, in |ooking upon the Earth as it ascends in the
scal e of the Universe, does not desire to keep pace wth
it, that when it shall be classed in its turn anong the
dazzling orbs of the blue vault of Heaven, shining forth
in all the splendors of Celestial dory, he may find

hi nsel f proportionately advanced in the scale of

I ntell ectual and noral excellence. [Wuld Genlins even
concern thenselves with that?] Wuo, but the nost
abandoned, does not desire to be counted worthy to
associate with those hi gher orders of Beings who have been
redeened, exalted, glorified, together with the worlds
they inhabit, ages before the foundations of our Earth
were |aid? On man, renenber the future destiny and glory
of the Earth, and secure thine everlasting inheritance
upon the sane, that when it shall be glorious, thou shalt
be glorious also." - Oson Pratt, in a discourse ["The
Earth -- Its Fall, Redenption, and Final Destiny -- the

Fi nal Abode of the Righteous"], appearing in 1 Journal of
Di scourses 328, at 333 [London (1854)]. [return]

[108] The world is searching for evidence, just sonething
out there sone where, that suggests the possibility that
|ife m ght exist on other planets. Like Tax Protestors

| ooking in the wong places by searching for error in
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others rather than in thenselves, the world would al so be
Wi se to | ook for answers to their probing questions on the
extraterrestrial in a |local source that they have known
about all al ong:

"The Earth upon which we dwell is only one anobng
the many creations of God. The stars that
glitter in the heavens at night and give |ight
unto the Earth are H's creations, redeened
wor | ds, perhaps, or worlds that are passing

t hrough the course of their redenption, being
Saved, purified, glorified, and exalted by

obedi ence to the principles of truth which we
are now struggling to obey. Thus is the work of
our Father made perpetual, and as fast as one
world and its inhabitants are di sposed of, He
will roll another into existence. He will create
anot her Earth, He wll people it with H's

of fspring, the offspring of the Gods in
eternity, and they will pass through [their]
probations such as we are now passing through
[ours], that they nmay prove their integrity by
their works; that they may give an assurance to
the Almghty that they are worthy to be exalted
t hr ough obedi ence to those principles, that

unchangeabl e Pl an of Sal vati on which has been
revealed to us." - Oson F. Witney, in a
di scourse in the Tabernacle on Sunday, April 19,

1885; 26 Journal of D scourses 194, at 196
[ London (1886)]. [return]

[ 109] "Deception tests the neans by which we perceive
reality, and it rem nds us sharply of what these neans
are. W have our sense organs which receive data,

principally ones affixed to our head -- ears, eyes, nose.
But this data is given shape and neani ng by the thing
I nside our skull, the brain. This has only second-hand

evi dence of what is real out there.
“Deception nust seem particularly frivolous for

the scientist because perception, working out
these just what is there, is his vocation. It
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may al so tenpt himfor just this reason. Like
the playful punch for the athlete, it makes fun
of the faculties that he prizes nost. But we are
all using these faculties and perceiving things
at every waki ng nonent. Anyone who has been

I nvolved in a practical joke on either the
delivering end or the receiving end knows
sonet hi ng of the pl easures.

"It is inportant to note that for the person who
Is fooled, the fun, if any, lies in the process
of being fooled, not the consequences. A

decei ved spouse cannot be relied on to react
with a chortle of glee, and the editors of

MG awHi || did not go around chuckling after
they found that difford Irving had hoaxed them
into parting with nost of a mllion dollars. For
deception is not practiced only for fun. It is
al so practiced to steal noney, fanme or the | ove
of wonen, to win battles and sink ships, to
denoral i ze popul ati ons and overt hr ow

governnents." - Norman Mdss in The Pl easures of

Deception ["Introduction"], at page 7 [Reader's
Di gest Press, New York (1977)]. [return]

[110] "The power and the glory of the Press are based on
the fal se assunption that the best way to talk to a man is
t hrough a | oudspeaker. It's certainly not the only way;
but if you think of nen as indistinguishable units of a
group, comunity, newspaper circulation or concentration
canp, this scattergun broadcasting may nmake sone sinple
announcenent understood. But a free Press doesn't nmake

si npl e announcenents. The Russian doctrinaires have tried
to prove that nen can be taught to forget that they are
first and forenost individuals, or at least to act as if
they had forgotten; and their Press is just the ticket for
mass nen. Qur world is perhaps not so far ahead of the
Russi an doctrine as we |ike to suppose, but in theory at

| east we honor the individuals." - Thomas S. Matthews in
The Sugar Pill: An Essay on Newspapers, at 178 [The
Canel ot Press, London (1957); (Sinon & Schuster
republished in New York (1959)].
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I n the appendi x, the author anal yzed newspapers to
determ ne the actual content of factual events reported;
out of 11 articles appearing on the front page, only 4 of

t hose reported events had actually occurred. The other 7
events were either commentary, or stories dealing with
projected, predicted, intended, or desired events. [return]

[111] In contrast to the deception proclivities of
Gremins, Heavenly Father would prefer to deal with us on

t he basis of absolute trust, when possible; a highly
privileged relational status he has entered into with

ot her peopl e down here on occasion; an exalted rel ational
status known to a handful of great people, |ike Abraham
Li ncol n, who used this relational status in a diplomtic

setting, particularly with a Russian Czar. And absol ute

trust is an inpending criteria elenent | suspect wl|
becone one of the mninmumindicia required for enjoying
Celestial relationships with Father. And just as there is

absolute trust, so is there absolute truth:

"Science, as | understand it, is a search after
Absolute Truth -- after sonething which when
ascertained is of equal interest to all thinkers
of all nations. No matter how w se and | earned
and fanmpbus a person may have said a thing is so
In the realmof science, it remains open to
anybody to prove that it is not so; and if it is
proved to be not so, the authority of the w se
and | earned and fanous person di sappears |ike a
nmorning mst. In science, what we are really
seeking is not the opinion or the command of any
human being. W are subject to no [such]

command, and are not bound to foll ow any
previously expressed opinion." - Edw n Wit ney
in The Doctrine of Stare Decisis, 3 Mchigan Law
Revi ew 89, at 89 (1904).

And as we change from | aw books over to religious books
(so called) nothing changes there, either:

"There are absolute truths and rel ative truths.
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The rule of dietetics have changed many tines in
my lifetime. Many scientific findings have
changed fromyear to year... Absolute Truths are
not altered by the opinion of nen. As science
has expanded our [factual] understandi ng of the
physical world, certain accepted ideas of

sci ence have had to be abandoned in the interest
of truth. Some of these seem ng truths were
stoutly maintained for centuries. The sincere
searching of science often rests only [next to]
the threshold of truth, whereas revealed facts
give us certain Absolute Truths as a begi nning
point so we may cone to understand the nature of
man and the purpose of life... W |earn about

t hese Absolute Truths by being taught by the
Spirit... God, our Heavenly Father -- Elohim--
lives. That is an Absolute Truth. Al four

billion of the children of nen on the Earth
m ght be ignorant of Hmand his attributes and
his powers, but he still lives. Al the people

on the face of the Earth m ght deny [his

exi stence] and di sbelieve, but he lives in spite
of them [Everyone] may have their own opi nions,
but [Father] still lives, and his form powers,
and attri butes do not change according to nen's
opi nions. In short, opinion has no power [to
intervene] in the matter of Absolute Truth.

[ Father] still 1lives.

“...The intellectual may rationalize [Jesus
Christ] out of existence and the unbeliever may
scoff, but Christ still lives and gui des the
destinies of his people.

“...The watchmaker in Switzerland, wth
materials at hand, nmade the watch that was found
in the sand in a California desert. The people
who found the watch had never been to
Switzerland, nor seen the watchnmaker, nor seen
the watch [being] made. [But] the watchmaker
still exists, no matter the extent of [the
Californians' factual] ignorance or experience.
|f the watch had a tongue, it mght even |ie and
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say "There is no watchmaker." [But] that woul d
not alter the Truth. If nen were really hunble,

they will realize that they [only] discover [or
uncover], but do not create, Truth." - Spencer

Ki mball in Absolute Truth; 8 Ensign Magazi ne, at
3 [Salt Lake City (Septenber, 1978)]. [return]

[ 112] Renenber that deception is a three step process:
First it is created, then conveyed, and then accepted.
Fai lure at any point voids the entire deception show. As
for the second stage of deception, the nass nedia is one
such very inportant instrunent of deception conveyance:

"Wth the creation of the mass nedia, a whole
new area of deception opened up. This provided
the nmeans of fooling the whole public at the
same time in the sanme way. Anything told through
the mass nedia carries credibility. It is nore
solid than runor, nore respectable than gossip,
nore believabl e than hearsay. Peopl e who say

t hey never believe what they read in the
newspapers in fact absorb what they read as
uncritically as others.

"The authority that is given to the mass nedi a,
regardl ess of the nessage, is seen in the |ack
of discrimnation wth which unsophisticated
readers and viewers talk about them 'The
newspapers say so and so.' One wants to ask

whi ch newspaper. And which part of the
newspaper, the editorial colums or the news
pages? And whether it was one of the newspaper's
own staff or an outside commentator. 'They said
on television...' But one wants to ask who sai d?
Was it the news reader, stating it as a fact? O
was he reporting soneone el se's opinion? O was
soneone giving it as his viewpoint, a
politician, a comentator, or a critic? After
all, you don't say 'They said on the tel ephone,’
you say who told you.

"This authority stens partly fromthe fact that
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the nedia, and particularly the news nedia, deal
wWith public issues that are beyond the
experience of nost of its audience.” - Nornman

Moss in The Pl easures of Deception ["Fit To
Print: Hoaxing and the Media"], at page 70
[ Reader's Digest Press, New York (1977)].

Yes, many public issues are in fact beyond the

I ntell ectual experience of their audi ences, and those

| ssues will continue to remain beyond the experience of

t hose audi ences until such tine as the nenbers of those
audi ences individually start to perk up a bit and ask sone

guestions -- a point of beginning in a new nodus operandi
of intellectual enlightennent that Tax Protestors would

al so be wise to take particular notice of; a nodus

operandi that would catalytically trigger the uncovering
of a great deal of latent error existing not only in
juristic settings where anbitious kings and princes in bed
with |ooters and G enlins have plastered the countryside
with invisible contracts, but also in ecclesiastical
settings where even nore inportant invisible Contracts are
al so hanging in the background, waiting for the Last Day

to arrive -- then those Contracts will becone very
visible. But if you are different, you will want to
uncover and deal wth those invisible Celestial Contracts
now, to avoid being surprised by themat the Last Day,
just like Protestors are surprised in tax and hi ghway

enf orcenent actions where their unfairness argunents are
t ossed aside and ignored. Many Protestors have a secret
hunch that sone contract is there, but they draw a bl ank
when trying to identify just what contract it is, or how
they got into it. [return]

[113] Part of the reason for this is that Gemins see
real, imrediate, and inpressive benefits to be experienced

by selectively incorporating deception into their nodus

operandi. For exanple, it is typical of Genlin
nmet hodol ogy to pretend to be opposed to sonething that
they really want:

... \Wien Genlin Nelson Aldrich wanted the Congress to pass
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t he Federal Reserve Act in 1913, he tried to create the
appearance that he did not want it; even though every one

knew it was very simlar to his proposed Al drich Currency
Bill of 1907, he went right ahead and threw i nvectives at
It any way, citing sone technical reservations [see 97 The

Nati on Magazi ne, at 376 (Cctober 23, 1913)]. Nelson
Aldrich was in bed with another Genmlin by the nane of
Frank Vanderlip, President of National Cty Bank of New
York. Frank Vanderlip's invectives that were thrown at the
proposed Federal Reserve System were so puzzling that
Senat or Robert Owen, Chairman of the Senate Banking and
Currency Commttee, expressed publicly his feelings that

m srepresentation was in the air -- but an inpending Wrld
War | was also in the air, and Genlins wanted the

| mredi ate benefits that the Federal Reserve System woul d
be generating for them

...John Rockefeller nade a distinct and protracted habit
of pretending to be opposed to ventures that he secretly

owned or controlled. In A Rockefeller Famly Portrait by
WIliam Manchester [Little Brown & Conpany, Boston
(1958)], starting at page 80, there |ies nunerous exanpl es
of how Grenmlin John Rockefeller selectively incorporated
deception into his business dealings in order to
experience the i medi ate enrichnent benefits such
deception assisted in creating; also discussed is how he

al so used rigged enterprises as Trojan Horses to entrap
t hose whom he wanted to destroy, by pretending to be
sincerely interested in acquiring those enterprises.

... The Rothschild nest of Genlins are also very good at
this deception gane as well. In 1981, the French

Gover nnent announced the nationalization of 36 Rothschild
banks and other Rothschild industrial properties.
President Francois Mtterrand said the grab was "just and
necessary to serve the national interest" [Wall Street
Journal ["Mtterrand Calls Nationalization 'Just,
Necessary' "], page 36 (Septenber 25, 1981)]; but inp
Mtterrand was |ying, and conveniently failed to nmention
the fact that he once worked in a Rothschild bank as an
of ficer, and continued to be under their thunb down to the
present day as an adm nistrative nom nee planted in a
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political jurisdiction. Baron GQuy de Rothschild, senior
Gemin of the Rothschild nest, clained that he "...was
enbittered by [the] pending takeover of his famly's
nmetal, mning, hotel and ot her businesses." Even the

Banque Rot hschild headquarters the famly had owned for
170 years was schedul ed to be grabbed by the French

Governnent. [See the Wall Street Journal ["For Baron Guy
de Rothschild of France, Expropriation is a N ghtnare
Relived"], page 30 (Novenber 17, 1981)]. Wen the Baron
was asked, very appropriately, why he did not oppose this
asset grab idea when Mtterrand had publicly proposed it
in the 1980 French Presidential Election, the Genlin
Baron retorted with a pathetic little lie: "...W aren't
cl everer than anyone else" [id., at 30]. Meanwhile, no one
concl uded the obvious: That the Rothschilds wanted the
Gover nnent purchase to take place, and had quietly told
Mtterrand specifically what businesses they wanted to
sell to the Governnent in one |unp group, and then, with
that rare gifted G emin genius of deception, publicly
pretended to oppose the grab [had Baron Rothschild really
opposed the grab, Mtterrand woul d have soon been resident
at the bottom of the English Channel]. But the Rothschild
Genlins are super brilliant in pursuing comrercia
enrichnment, and they are very wse to the cyclic nature of
busi ness; and so when the French Governnent nationalized
their extensive network of railroads back after the turn
of the Century, the Rothschilds wanted the sale
["nationalization"] to take place, as they knew that the
great and grand era of railroading was over with. For a
good technical discussion of the cyclic nature of business

and of entire industries, see the 6 volune set called The
Decline of Conpetition by Arthur Burns [McGaw H ||, New
York (1936)]. In Pittsburgh, there is a research institute
t hat does not hing but study cycl es:

Foundation for the Study of Cycles, Inc. 124
Sout h Hi ghl and Avenue Pittsburgh, Pennsylvani a
15206

The Gremlin nodus operandi cycle of deception / benefit /
deception / benefit is a continuation of the operant
training they received in the First Estate by their
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mentor, Lucifer. Back in the First Estate, Genlins there
made the m stake of listening to the high-powered
pronptings of Lucifer with his attractive exenplary
nodel Il ing for pronpt advancenent and acconplishnment, even
| f deception had to be used as a tool to achieve the
desired objective; under this doctrine, acquiring the

obj ective itself was nmuch nore inportant than sone silly
little righteous advisory fromFather -- after all, there
were no consequences for side stepping Father's advice a

fewtines, and it was just advice at that tinme, as we were
wi t hout Covenants back then. Over and over again, Spirits
back then who |istened to Lucifer's counseling to
circunvent Father's advice by the selective use of
deception (and ot her devices) found thensel ves
experiencing i medi ate benefits for having done so; and
with such incentives, Lucifer becane very popular -- but
many Spirits later deeply regretted listening to Lucifer's
sugar coated lies, including Lucifer hinself, for

I nvi si bl e reasons they never contenplated at the tine the
recurring deception and benefit cycle was in notion: The
time cane when Father called together the first of many
Counci| Sessions and we were all presented with a sketch

outline of the Plan of Salvation, and this Second Estate
was diagrammed to us. We all participated in creating this
Wrld; then the Council was reconvened again and highly

detail ed presentations of the Plan of Salvation was nade
to us. This would be a freewheeling world where anything
goes, but without any factual nenory of the past we woul d
be adrift, so navigation would be difficult and only those
persons sensitive to the pronptings of the Spirit would
achi eve the end destination of returning to Father's
presence, and soon thereafter inherit his Celestial Status
and powers. Like having ammesia, we would not be able to
recall the First Estate, other than to have warm feelings
about it when nentioned; but our habits and psychol ogi cal
condi tioning that we had ingrained within ourselves during
our protracted sojourning in the First Estate would carry
on largely transparent to the nonentary | oss of factual
knowl edge. Now Lucifer realized, too |late, the speci al
significance of the nenory retention profile of the m nd

t hat Fat her designed into his offspring; this nenory keeps
accunul ating factual information, know edge, and judgnents
fromout of the past, and keeps drawi ng on these past
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experiences to influence and often control the judgnent
exercised in the present tine. Now Lucifer understood very
clearly that the judgnents he had been exercising up until
that point of tinme would actually be influencing and even
controlling his navigation down in this Second Estate --
and Lucifer didn't like that; he was smart -- he knew t hat
based on what Father had outlined in Council, his
circunvention and tossing aside of what was then Father's

advi sori es would al so conti nue on down here, and so he
woul d not be returning to inherit Father's Cel esti al

G ory. Now Lucifer really saw that through his past
psychol ogi cal conditioning of hinself, he would never
return to Father's presence, nor obtain Father's Cel esti al
Status that he had craved for so nuch in passionate

enmul ati on. Suddenly, after it was too |late, Lucifer

hi rsel f now saw the wi sdom of |istening to Father (that it
was listening to Father that had been the real inportant
judgnent to nake all along). At the height of his

popul arity, a |large percentage nunber of the Spirits of
Heaven had been listening to Lucifer, and soon they too
real i zed that they had been taken in and m sl ead, and so
now while still in Council the invectives started flying:
Many bl amed Lucifer directly for the garbage advice he had
given, while other smarter Spirits realized that the true
source of their error had actually been within thensel ves,
and that Lucifer had sinply been feeding a want. Those who

had been snickering at those dunb stupid unnotivated goy
supporters of Mchael -- wasting their tine concerning

t henselves with the trivia of what Father had to say about
this or that when such grand and i nportant conquests were
so immnent -- now saw that it was the Last who were now
First, and that what they thought had been the First in

| nportance was now the Last. Now that their nmentor Lucifer
had nothing to | ose, he offered hinself to be the Savior
for manki nd, subject to certain qualifications designed to
I nsure that he would return to Father's presence -- but
Fat her declined his invitation. Wth no possible way to
ascend to Father's Celestial Status, Lucifer was not about
to let this get any farther without putting up a good
fight, and so he then openly rebell ed agai nst Father: The
War in Heaven was on, but only about a third of the
Spirits participated wwth Lucifer in trying to pull off
this incredibly stupid grab for power act; Lucifer was
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cast out, and was | ocked onto the domain of this planet
(whi ch had been created before the War took place, and the
War itself is actually very recent). Many of the Spirits
who had |istened to and had enul ated Lucifer in the First
Estate switched sides at the last mnute and valiantly
fought against Lucifer's Rebellion; as viewed from
Lucifer's perspective, these Spirits betrayed hi mwhen he
t hought he needed them nost. After the Rebellion was
guashed, these Spirits who had switched at the last mnute

accepted Father's Plan of Salvation, entered into
Covenants with Father regarding what will and will not be
adj udged at the Last Day, and were prom sed bodi es down
here. Although they did switch sides at the |ast m nute,

t hey neverthel ess continued to retain their deeply

I ngrai ned devilish intellectual orientation, as ammesia
only bl ocks out factual know edge and not personality or
habits [which is why Mdthers can often discern noticeable
differences in her offspring's personalities fromone baby

to the next within a few hours after birth -- sorry
coll egiate Heathen intelligentsia, but variations in
personality are not "genetic" -- a favorite catch-all word

fraudul ently used by clowns to explain away what they have
no know edge of].

... Today in 1985, those Spirits that once admred Lucifer
so nmuch are now down here anong us; and |ike their nentor
they can be collectively characteri zed by several key

I ndicia: They are highly notivated, intellectually strong
peopl e and can be found in any profession where

I ntell ectual know edge is inportant, such as in the | aw
and in scientific research; their driving thenselves in
the First Estate to go after one successive hard won
benefit after another, as frequently as possible, nakes
them razor sharp in the pursuit of business and conmmerci al
enrichnent -- and they have a sparkle in their eyes for
the gold and silver of this world (both juristic and
physical ), as that is what induced themto |ay aside

Fat her's advisories and acquire benefits at any cost, and
Wi thout regard to noral or ethical values or the
consequences of deception or damages. They al so devel oped
a reputation back then for going just too far. And |ike
their nmentor Lucifer, they have an intimate affection in
their hearts for nusic and nusical instrunents, and no
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interest in agriculture, horticulture, plants, or farmng
of any nature. Today, these Spirits are friendly, they
smle, and they are easy to talk to; but whenever Jesus
Christ is nentioned, they subconsciously draw anyt hing

froma blank to outright hatred -- and yet, they do not
know why they possess such a disposition. Today in 1985,
these Spirits -- one |level above denon -- are all around

us; and now, just |ike yesterday, they like to think of

t hensel ves as being pretty cute and smart when they pul

of f a business deal laced with |ies and deception; they
have no adverse concern for running soneone else into the
ground while getting what they want, politically or
comercially -- it feels very natural to them Having been
trained by Lucifer to selectively incorporate deception

into their Plan of Salvation for purposes of experiencing
strategi c conquest, they now continue on with the sane ol d
formula since it appears to be working so well and feels
so natural to them and the primary reason why Father | et
t hem conme down to this Adamc world is because of their
valiant display in one of the final Sessions of Council --
but even that judgnent of theirs, as correct as it was,
was just an isolated fluke [fluke or no fluke, this

j udgnent stands as concl usive evidence that these little
Grenlins can exercise correct judgnent in nmatters
concerning their relational standing before Father --

whenever they feel like it]. Having had a protracted

wor king relationship with them before, Lucifer is very
wel | acquainted wth these people, and he is now using
these Grenmlins as expendable neat to do his dirty work for
him and at the Last Day we are told that Lucifer will be
there, too -- and he fully intends to get even.

... Today, we are in the Second Estate for a short while,
and everyone is starting over fromscratch, even up, and
at point zero; and nothing has changed as the world
Genlin's, and a good many Heat hens and Christi ans al ong
with them are falling for the sane |line again for the
second tinme over. That Commercial enrichnment and ot her
forms of worldly conquest are very inportant, and so at a
m ni mum an occasi onal deceptive act here or there in
busi ness carries no adverse significance along with it.

Meanwhi | e, Father has said no to deception, and no
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exceptions. [return]

[ 114] The reason why | BM chose to nove its headquarters
out of Manhattan in 1961 was shrouded behind a veil of

secrecy and deception, a nodus operandi faithfully
replicated | ater on by other corporate executives while
trying to explain away why their offices were being
transplanted out of New York City in the latter 1960's and

1970's. Starting on page 28 in Conputer Decisions Magazi ne
for March of 1977, Thomas Mechling explains the reason why
| BM packed their bags and | eft Manhattan for a hill top
orchard in Arnonk, 30 mles North of New York City. In
expl aining away the relocation, |BM Vice President J.J.
Bricker tried to peddle the bleeding heart line that |BM
enpl oyees were unhappy with life in NYC and wanted t he
subur bs:

"We have a belief that if the people can spend
nore tinme with their famlies and have easier
commuting, there is a certain plus for the
enpl oyees and their famlies. The plus is

I ndi cated by the attitude of everybody." -

[ Conput er Decisions, id., at 30].

But J.J. Bricker was silent on the fact that internal |BM
polls had reveal ed an aversion to nove to the suburbs --
just the opposite as reported; |ater, secretarial and
clerical enployees would actually refuse to nmake the
relocation to Arnonk [id., at 30]. It turns out that the
real reason why IBMIleft Manhattan is because Thonas J.

Wat son, Jr., had been briefed by Nel son Rockefeller on the
pl anned "Ilikelihood" of a controlled nuclear war taking
place in the United States, with NYC standing as a certain
target; and so hearing that, Watson wanted out of NYC.

"The real, unwitten, and unspoken reasons that
Thomas J. Watson, Jr. wanted to get his top
managenent the hell out of md-Mnhattan in 1961
was to escape and survive a nucl ear bonbi ng of
New York City, a likelihood seen by the nost

I nfluential, inside-information sources he was

uni quely privy to..." - [Conputer Decisions,
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id., at 28]

The war Nel son Rockefeller was referring to had been

pl anned to occur far in the future -- in the late 1970s,
timed i nmmedi ately after certain long range mlitary

obj ectives were expected to have been acconplished by then
(such as a base on the Moon). The ability to control the
direction of the staged "war" by having superior and
redundant hardware recourse over pretended Russian
adversari es was deened very inportant by the Four
Rockefell er Brothers. But the planned war never cane to
pass as unexpected factors surfaced |ike Russian mlitary
I ntervention and reversals by nunerous allies of the Four
Rockefell er Brothers (who had started pulling off their
own assorted double crosses in 1976); so out of weakness
in the late 1970's, the Four Rockefeller Brothers then

shifted to a First Strike Nucl ear War posture, a posture
our adversaries took very astute notice of. It is

| nportant to realize that when we are formally invaded
under Russi an supervision, they will be believing in part
that they are doing the right thing in order to save the

worl d from Nucl ear War [the other parts involve set up
conbined wth a deep Russian allure for grand scale
conquest]; yes, sone folks who never gave it any thought
will viewthat line as being ridiculous -- however, that
IS not inportant; what is inportant is that the inpending
mlitary seizure of the United States, w thout any
damages, if possible, is viewed by our adversaries, for
what ever their reasons are, as being both justified,
norally necessary and even conpelling. This is why the

| npendi ng invasion itself is actually very feasible, wth
bot h nmonmentum and notive being present. However, the
prospect of an invasion remains renote to nost folks (to

t hose who have even bothered to think about it) as they
dismss the likelihood of such circunstances ever
transpiring. However, an enlarged basis of factual

knowl edge on the incentives the Russians are operating on
now makes this inpending invasion very attractive on their
part, and an objective assessnent would reveal that, yes,
they actually do have strong and hard notives for at | east
trying to do so.

...And as for the Four Rockefeller Brothers, by the end of
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1979, each of the Four Rockefeller Brothers had been

I ntroduced into the world of Rothschild double cross under
vi ol ent and unpl easant circunstances -- an interesting

| ook ahead glinpse into the magni tude of the consequences
of Lucifer's planned Tort Law double cross at Father's

Last Day. [See generally, Thomas B. Mechling in 9 Conputer

Deci si ons Magazi ne, page 28 ["G nme Shelter: Wiy | BM Fl ed
the Gty"], (March, 1977)]. [return]

[115] Genmlin Janes E. Lawson, attorney for the Federal
Power Comm ssion, testifying before Congress in Wirker's

Right to Work in Hearings before a Subcomm ttee of the
Commttee on the Judiciary, United States Senate, at page
51; 72nd Congress, Second Session, discussing Senate Bil
5480 (February, 1933). [return]

[ 116] One of the neglected Leit Mitifs of the New

Testanent [Leit Mdtif nmeans dom nate or recurring thene]
Is the Adversarial nature of this Wrld being an enl arged
conti nuation of the heated feud between Jesus and Lucifer
t hat took place back in the First Estate; each recognizes
the other as his old opponent and rival [see the true

Status recognition of Jesus by devils in Mark 5:7 and Lul e

4:34 to 35; and the recognition is nutual in Luke 10:18].
The Adversarial contest between Jesus and Lucifer that had
its genesis in the First Estate was once conti nued down

here in a desert battle [Matthew 4:1]; with that inflated
bag of hot air -- Lucifer -- claimng the lead role and
chal | engi ng prom nent Personages, nothing changes on this
stage either, because the bouts that Lucifer's inps and
Jesus once exchanged as Adversaries are now bei ng handed
down to us all as Lucifer's inps throw one good Tort
drubbi ng after another at us, with many fol ks having no
sensitivity even to the existence of the drubbings or
their origin. The invisible War we are involved in down

here [ Ephesians 6:12] is a continuation of the conflict in

t he begi nning [ Hypostasis of the Achrons 134:20]; with
t hose actors on this stage largely follow ng the sane
mentor now that they had found attractive once before on

t he previous stage [John 8:44; and Odes of Sol onbn 24:5 to
9]. And just |like once before in the First Estate, today
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there is also now a |large group of folks just idly sitting
on the sidelines watching it all go by; they associ ated
not hi ng of inportance to what they were watching then, and
t hey now continue to associate nothing of inportance to

t he novenents of Grenlins today. [return]

[117] Renenber that deception takes three separate steps

to be successful [Creation, Conveyance and Acceptance]. If
any one of those steps individually falls apart, then the
deception stops right then and there. As it pertains to

the Creation stage of deception: Wll known to a few
selected legal circles (and in particular the United
States Departnent of Justice) are the words of United

St ates Speci al Judge Advocate John A, Bingham Jr., who
made argunents at the crim nal prosecution of John H
Surratt and other conspirators who were invol ved

| ogi stically with the assassination of President Abraham
Lincoln. This Trial took place in Washington, D.C. in 1865:

"A conspiracy is rarely, if ever, proven by
positive testinony. When a crinme of high

magni tude i s about to be perpetrated by a

conbi nati on of individuals, they do not act
openly, but covertly and secretly. The purpose
formed is known only to those who enter into it.
Unl ess one of the conspirators betrays his
conpani ons and gi ve evidence agai nst them their

guilt can be proven only by Crcunstanti al

Evidence... It is said by sonme witers on

evi dence that circunstances are stronger than
positive proof. A wtness swearing positively,
it is said, may m sapprehend the facts or swear
fal sely, but that circunstances cannot lie... It
IS reasonabl e that where a body of nen assune
the attribute of individuality, whether from
comrerci al business or the comm ssion of a
crime, that the association should be bound by
the acts of one of its nenbers, in carrying out

the design.” - John A BinghamJr. in Trial of

the Conspirators for the Assassination of
President Lincoln, Etc., at Page 52; in
Argunents Before a MIlitary Comm ssion,
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Del i vered June 27 and 28, 1865 [ GPO Washi ngton
(1865); Quoting on Part United States vs. Cole,
et al., 5 Mclean 601]; {University of Rochester,

Rush Rhees Library, Rare Books Room ["Lincoln
File -- Seward Panphlets"], Rochester, New
York}].

Noti ce how Conspirators may be proven: Only by one of the

i nsiders talking (not very likely), or by watching their
novenents and observing the train of circunstances they

| eave behind them One of the ways to observe Gemin
novenents is to observe the nore visible people that they
necessarily associate with in Commerce [Gemins have to
associate with those irritating non-Genltin vermn, since
there are just not enough Gemins to go around]. And then
wat ch for the circunstantial fallout resulting fromthe
rel ational activities by their nore visible associates in
Commerce to signal sonething grand inpending in the air...
sonething originating wwth G enlins thensel ves.

One exanpl e of soneone, not a Genmlin, who associ at ed
circunstantially with Genmlins and | earned i n advance of

t he i ntended outcone of sone of their sneaky maneuverings
for conquest and damages, was an Epi scopal M nister by the
nanme of Edward Welles. Bishop Edward Wl |l es was Rector of
the CHRI ST CHURCH in Al exandria, Virginia [the Church of
George Washington]. In his autobiography published in
1975, Bishop Welles had a few words to say about his brief
interfacing with Gemin Franklin D. Roosevelt,

| mredi ately prior to Pearl Harbor:

"Anot her of my friends was Norman H. Davi s,

presi dent of the Anmerican Red Cross, who was

el ected to our Parish vestry. He was very cl ose
to President Franklin D. Roosevelt, and saw him
frequently. On Novenber 6, 1941, | had | unch
with M. Davis in Washington, and | earned of the
approachi ng war with Japan, which woul d begin
within five weeks. | was shaken, and asked M.
Davis to urge the President to appoint a

Nati onal Day of Prayer, and handed M. Davis a
letter | had witten to Presi dent Roosevelt on
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the subject. M. Davis did hand ny letter to the
President, who did appoint the follow ng New

Year's Day as a National Day of Prayer. | was so
noved by the |uncheon revelations that |ater
that very day, | sent out m neographed post al

cards to the congregation, stating:

'The Rector is preaching a Sernon at
1llam servi ce Sunday, Novenber 9t h,
which he feels is sufficiently

I nportant to call to your attention.
The Sernon will assess the desperate
situation that confronts Anerica this
Arm stice Day, and suggests basic
Christian attitudes and actions.'

“"On Sunday in the course of that Sernon, | said:

' Few people realize how great is the
possibility that we shall actually be
at war wiwth Japan wthin 30 days.'

"The congregation was deeply shocked.
And in response to many requests ny
bookl et of Sernons was reprinted with
this Sernon added. 28 days after that
Sernmon cane Decenber 7th, the Japanese
attacked Pear| Harbor, and the war was
on."

- Edward Welles in his autobiography The Happy

Desci ple, at 62 [Learning |ncorporated,
Massette, Maine (1975)].

Bi shop Wl les, at that tinme, had no way of know ng that

Pr esi dent

Roosevel t's advance know edge of Pear| Harbor

was due to FDR s diligent and extended efforts to bring
about that attack. Like others brought in fromthe

out si de,
i ntrigue

Bi shop Wlles was snared in a Gemin's web of
by i nnocent circunstantial association.

Deception is very inportant to Gemins, as they continue
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on with their deception down to the present day, by
wanting folks to believe that no one could possibly have
known anyt hing was afoot in 1929:

“I'n the Summer of 1929 a few prophets foresaw
the com ng stock market crash. Only one gifted
W th second sight could have foreseen the sequel
-- a world depression historians would single

out by calling Geat. In the United States at
any rate, nost of the businesses comunity
continued to believe in pernmanent prosperity,
until the bottomfell out." - Harold van

Cl eveland and WH. Brittain in A Wrld

Depressi on?, Foreign Affairs, page 223 (January,
1975) .

Contrary to what those two gentlenmen would Iike you to

believe -- that no one could have known what was

| npending, in fact the Gemins knew, and they took steps
to i mmuni ze thensel ves fromthe unpl easant circunstances
they were planning to bring down on us all; but not
everyone was caught off guard by their manufactured
depression: Those individuals who had been tipped off by
G enlins also went about their work buttoni ng down the

hat ches. W turn now back into early October, 1929; into a
bank in New York Cty, where a young banker was about to
be introduced into the eerie world of Genmin intrigue:

"I was inpressed when M. Henry Mrganthau Sr.,
a retired banker and forner anbassador, call ed
on the bank in person, and directed it to

di spose of every stock, security, and bond then
held in his Trust, and to reinvest the proceeds
in Bonds of the U S. Governnent. G atuitously,
he added that he w shed these bonds remai ned so
I nvested until he directed otherwi se, a step
whi ch he said he did not contenplate taking for

at least 15 years... To ne it seened as if he
knew what he was doing and why. He did not
appear to be followi ng a hunch... The inpression

he gave was one of confidence in his judgnment.
It was this inpression which convinced ne that
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there was a basis for that judgnent, that what
he knew ot hers could know. " - M. Norman Dodd,
in a New York Gty speech in 1946 [ M. Dodd

| ater went onto be the Director of Research for
the Reece Commttee of Congress in 1953,

I nvestigating the role played by Tax Exenpt
Foundations in furtherance of Genlin

obj ectives. See House Special Commttee to

| nvesti gate Tax Exenpt Foundati ons, House Report
217; 83rd Congress, Second Session (May, June,
July, 1953); M. Dodd is identified on page 5 as
being the Director of Research [which in itself

produced anot her chilling successive seriatim of
factual accounts in well organized Genlin
m schi ef] .

A few weeks after M. Mirganthau took that action
directing the reinvestiture of his famly Trust noney,
advi sory nenoranda that Grenlins had been quietly

circulating anong their intinmates began to jell, and the

G eat Stock Market Crash was on, as planned [as | w ]|
di scuss |l ater].

...Now it is 1985, now quite sone tine has | apsed since

the first great Anerican Depression, and now another G eat
Depression is once again schedul ed to nmake its appearance;

and as before, individuals transacting business with

Gremins are once again dropping Crcunstantial indicia
that Great Depression |l is inpending:

...In 1979, planning for a large regional mall
to be located on an abandoned airport in

sout hern Rochester, New York, was in its
advanced stages by a consortia of the Wlnorite
G oup (of the WIlnont Fam |y who previously
bui |t numerous | arge shopping centers) and Em |
Muel | er (who owned the | and underneath the
abandoned airport). The Mall would be call ed
Mar ket pl ace Mall, and the very extensive and

| npressive research and narket studies on the
Rochest er area denographic and retail purchasing
power had been conpl eted. This manmot h Mal
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woul d be a nmagnet, bringing in shoppers fromfar
away Syracuse and Buffal o, New York, and even
Toront o, Canada. Havi ng done its homework, the
Wlnorite Goup sent its |easing scouts out to
search for tenants; they needed a few heavy

anchors [Anchor tenant neans the big well known
national chain stores who draw | arge crowds with
their large advertising budgets], and quite a
few small tenants as well. They nmanaged to |ine
up Sears Roebuck, JC Penney, and snall regional
departnment store chains |ike MCurdy's and

Si bley's [owned by Associ ated Dry Goods
Corporation in New York City]. They nmde a
prelimnary inquiry at a Canadi an depart nent

store chain called The Hudson Bay Conpany, based
in Toronto, but the Wlnorite invitation to
| ease space in Rochester was politely declined.

The Hudson Bay Conpany chain is exclusively
Canadi an, and does not have any store anywhere
In the United States, but that neant nothing to

the Wlnorite Mall pushers; so several Wlnorite
| easi ng executives paid a personal visit to the

Hudson Bay Conpany adm nistrative offices in
Toronto to try and convince those Canadi an
fellows that this Arerican mall was going to be
special, and that they m ght want to reconsider
this one. That is a normal everyday busi ness
proposition, and the Wlnorite executives were
in Toronto on a normal everyday business trip --
but they were not prepared for the shock that

t hey woul d be receiving, as they found

t hensel ves entering into the closed private
world of international Gemlin intrigue; they
woul d be | eaving Toronto bew | dered that day.
While trying to nake their | easing presentation

to Hudson Bay Conpany officials, the Wlnorite

G oup was told that the Hudson Bay Conpany woul d
be unable to | ease space in that proposed Mll,
as well as any other Mall in the United States
-- because Anerican exclusion orders had cone
down fromupstairs, fromadvice by Gemin Edgar

Bronf man hi nsel f [of House of Seagrans in
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Montreal ], that a nmajor American depression was
I n gestation, and that your proposed Mall woul d

one day be desol ate, and that the Hudson Bay

Conpany woul d be unable to participate in your
venture. Needl ess to say, such blunt rebuffnent
Is very rare in business on the North Anmerican
Conti nent, where commobn busi ness rejection
practi ce nowadays is to deflect the real reason
off to the side and point attention over to
sonething el se nice. [A toned down and | ess

gr andi ose Mar ket pl ace Mall opened to the public
in late 1982].

...Nowin 1985 it is sone five years later with
sone industries stagnant and ot hers show ng
nodest growth, but no real prosperity in the
air. Now word has conme down from anot her

busi ness associ ate of Edgar Bronfnman who works

for Fairview Cadillac, LTD., a |large Canadi an
real estate devel opnent firm (who speaks to
Edgar frequently on the phone), to watch for a
period of large corporate nergers in the news,

as the managenent, acting on inside infornmation,
starts to button down the hatches; generally,
about 1990 or so is the year planned for the

pl anned erosion in the econony to start to
appear w despread due to the w de rangi ng nunber
of industries that will have reached hat |ong

awaited Genlin day of a Stationary State, or
stagnation. The conputer industry wll likely
never recover fromits dol druns of 1983;

di scretionary retail purchases wll slow down
first, then followed by a slowdown in necessary
itenms |i ke food and cl othes, so watch for

I nventory statistics by retail chains, as they
accel erate their personnel and inventory

trimm ng. Governnent unenpl oynent and Commerce
statistics should be disregarded, together with
t he pl anned assurances for the nedia and

Governnent to naeke: that all is well. Per sona
moves to be nade to deflect the effect of the
Depression should be to replicate for yourself
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the Principle of Nature mani fested by certain
manmal s |i ke chi pnrunks and squirrels, as they
accunul ate a personal reservoir of storage itens
to hold themthrough known inpending | ean
seasons. This inpending Depression in the United
States off in the 1990's will be unique in the
sense that the United States will al so be

simul taneously finding itself engaging in
mlitary defense operations internally; and the
di sruptions to Commerce such mlitary

I ntervention created will cause regional are as
of where there are literally no comodities
avai | abl e for purchase at any price (unlike the
sonewhat qui escent donestic scene in the 1930's
and World War |11 where the stores had

mer chandi se to sell and the problemthen was

| ack of purchasi ng noney).

...No, Edgar Bronfrman will never publicly say
anything revealing, as Gemin Conspirators,
i ke Lucifer, do not operate in the open; but

havi ng our ears close to the ground and by
wat chi ng people who interface wwth M. Bronfnman,

t hose circunstances tell us nore than what we
need to know. That the world's Grenlins have a
few surprises planned for us. And today, just
like in the 1930's, the next Depression is also
bei ng brought to you courtesy of international
Gemin intrigue -- and not by sone confl uence

of market factors that collegiate intelligensia
econom st clowns, and others sponsored into
positions of promnent adm nistrative power
woul d |i ke you to believe, such as this little

I np:

"The problem of controlling boons and
depressions is a major part of any country's
econom ¢ problem at its broadest... The problem
of preventing boonms and depressions has to do
mainly with the question of utilizing our
resources as fully and continuously as

possible.” - Marriner S. Eccles, Chairman of the
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Federal Reserve Board, in Controlling Boons and

Depr essi ons, Fortune Magazi ne, page 88a (April,
1937) .

Sorry Marriner, depressions originate with the massagi ng

of the econony under the plans of Genmlins; a situation

made technically feasible since the econony is under the
central control of an instrunentality of the King. G ving

the G emlins nore control of the house managenent, fully

and continuously, wll not end the depressions, as
G enl i ns have been nore than conpetent to manufacture

depressions wth less than the degree of control they now

have. Only getting rid of the Gemins thensel ves w ||
depressions -- but this is not the kind of talk that
Genlins want to hear propagated.

December 31, 1985 [ Index | Next]
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Invisible Contracts Third Party Interference With a Contract

by George Mercier [Pages 89-130]

[ Index | Next ]

In a Contract Law Judgnent setting, questions sounding in
the Tort of unfairness regarding the interference of a
person not a party to a contract in causing a person who
Is a party to a contract not to honor his contract is

irrelevant, as | wll explain |ater on; and so when cries
of unfairness wallow up at the Judgnent Day, as clains of
unfairness will be heard in having had Lucifer's | ow key

assi stants hacki ng away at us down here, those cries wll
then be in vain, as the unfairness in Contract Law of
outside interference in contract admnistration is
irrelevant in nmeasuring contract performance itself. For
exanple, the fact that an Enpl oyer term nated your

| i vel i hood, and you subsequent|ly experienced a cessation
of noney coming in, and so that now you are unable to pay
your apartnent | ease paynents, is irrelevant in an Tenant
Eviction Proceeding. Either you have paid your rent as the
Lease Contract calls for, or you haven't. Even though the
secondary effect of your |ivelihood being term nated
directly restrained you from honoring your Lease Contract
due to a lack of noney, your Enployer is not a party to

t hat apartnent Lease Contract, so what your Enployer did
or did not do is not relevant in a | easehold Eviction
Proceeding. That is Contract Law Jurisprudence; its cold,
mean, and it isn't really very "fair" -- so now addressing
that face on, we should start to negoti ate our personal
busi ness contracts on terns we can live with, rather than
sni cker at Judges when we are in default |ater on.
Remenber the reason why "fairness” is not relevant in a
contract grievance: Because if judges allowed "fairness,"
so called, to enter into one side of the grievance and
benefit one party, the effect of the entrance of such
"fairness" into the evidentiary setting presented to the
Judge for a ruling, wll always work a Tort on the other
party. Wat is the correct solution? Ignore all clains for
“fairness" and just enforce the contract. Cold, brutal,
mean, harsh? Yes... but proper. Rather than snicker at
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Judges at that |ate date well after you are in default,
you m ght want to address the origin of your problem You
entered into a contract you could not handl e under a wor st
case scenario (worst case neaning |oss of livelihood).

And those are the kinds of very narrow and precise |lines
that we need to think in, in understanding Contract Law.
You may very well have legitinmate mtigating circunstances
to justify why you could not honor a contract -- but is an

El ection of Renedies for the Party that you are in default
to, to decide what he intends to do with you, and it is
not anything for an enforcenent judge to take notice of.

But contrary to the sub rosa silence of Lucifer on the
exi stence of any Contracts in effect with Father, Father
Is in fact operating on Contracts and under Contract Law
Juri sprudence with all of us down here, and not on the
principles, fairness, equality, and justice of pure
natural noral Tort Law. So only the content of our
Contracts wll be of concern to Father at the Last Day.
Under the justice of natural Tort Law, the equality of
judgnent fairness requires that a person be adjudged on
the basis of how other simlar people are being adjudged;
but this is not relevant to Father for our purposes at our
Fi nal Judgnent. [1]

Those Torts that are conmtted by us and those great

t hings that are done by us outside of our Contracts are
irrelevant to Father (and to ourselves at the Judgnent
Day); also irrelevant will be those factors of natural
Tort Law, such as fairness, rights, equality, and justice.
So the Illumnatti, going into the Judgnment Day with their
pure natural noral Tort Law excuses all very neatly I|ined
up to justify, vitiate, and excuse their incredible

abom nations under Lucifer's brilliant counselling, wll
be just like a Constitutionalist, so called, going into a
7203 prosecution judgnent with a bank account contract and
argui ng principles of natural and noral Tort Law (want of

a nens rea, norality, rights, basic justice, privacy

rights, no corpus del ecti damages, unfairness, excessive
Ei ght h Arendnent puni shnment for a nere om ssion, Conmobn
Law says..., etc.) and then demanding justice, and all of
t hese el enents of Tort Law pronounced very well through
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nunmer ous Suprene Court rulings and Constitutional clauses;
but they are not applicable to the nerits of a Contract
Law Judgnent setting. Both the pseudo-clever |llumnatti
Genmin and wel |l -neaning Constitutionalist who still needs
i ntell ectual devel opnment on Contract Law Juri sprudence,
are both totally convinced that they are absolutely
correct -- but the unknown reality is that they are both
just plain wong, and for the identical sane reason: Their
argunents, reasoning, and justifications, although
absolutely correct in another judgnent setting of pure
natural noral Tort Law, are off-point by a w de variance:
Because in both of those Judgnent Day and 7203 judgnent
settings that the Illumnatti Genmin and wel |l -neani ng
Constitutionalist are being adjudged by, are under

I nvi si ble Contract Jurisprudence and Contract Law, not
Tort Law. [2]

Knowi ng what you do now about Tort Law rationale and our
First Estate Contracts with Father, |et us exam ne, just
for the noment, the A d Testanent's account of Sodom
There was a city, we are told, full of licentiousness and
whor enongeri ng, and al t hough that behavi or doesn't sound
too attractive to nost folks, let us consider the fact
that in such behavior there are no danmages bei ng

experienced by anyone, there is no nens rea, and that all
of the persons who participate in those orgies have
consented -- and furthernore, biological benefits are
present. (Wen crimnals are about to work a crine on
soneone el se, that advance planning in their mnds is

called the nens rea. The reason why their mnd is evil is
because they were about to try and danage either another
person, or soneone else's property). [3]

So if everyone is consenting, and there are no danages,

and there is no nens rea, then there is nothing to renedy,
and there is no cause of action to effect a "retort," and
there is no retortional corrective justice to apply, since
nothing went amss in the first place. General reasoning
in this area is very preval ent today (neani ng that nmany
fol ks today have no concern for the inappropriate use of

t hose ecstatic circunstances which initiate manmal i an
reproduction). Heathens don't like to hear this kind of
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tal k, but Father actually operates in an unchangi ng

strai ght doctrinal line, wthout any skew to accomopdat e
the pleasing intellectual nusic devils propagate that are
sounding in the justifying Tort of liability mtigation,

t hat now, just sonehow, enhanced relative |evels of
techni cal knowl edge ["this is the Information Age"] or

t hat sel f-perceived aggrandi zenent of intell ectual

sophi stication, relegates such anachronistic Stone Age
bugaboo standards to a classification status deneaning to
your enlightened standing. [4]

What then gives Father the right to expect technical
conpliance with such ecstatic extracurricul ar

ci rcunst ances that every person knows Fat her does not
approve the i nappropriate use of ? What gives Father the
right to penalize us for engaging in circunstances that
not only damage no one, but are actually biologically

beneficial -- circunstances which when adm ni stered
clinically during the fornmative years under a therapeutic
factual setting wll actually correct inpending deviancy

i nclinations? The answers lies in Contracts, for where
there lies a Contract, a regulatory jurisdictionis in
effect and there doesn't have to be any damages
experienced for sonmeone to be penalized for technical
Contract violations; and furthernore, your excuses for non-
conpliance are irrelevant should a grievance ever cone to
pass. That is where Father got the right to turn Sodom
upsi de down and term nate all people living therein, and
Fat her did so wi thout any nynph in Sodom bei ng damaged,
everyone consenting to that behavior, and the residents of
Sodom never manifesting an evil state of m nd towards

ot her residents, as pure, raw fl eshy Hedoni sm was
practiced wthout let up. [5]

The questions of damages, of the presence of a nens rea,
and of consent are Tort Law argunents, and are not

rel evant when contracts are in effect. But wait, "I was
never baptized, | never entered ne into no Contracts with
Father. My parents never got ne involved with no church. |
don't have ne no baptismcertificate in ny closet."

Yes, even you have invisible Contracts nowin effect with
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Father. We all have Contracts in effect, and we all took
out these contracts, all of us wthout any exceptions did
this, back in the First Estate as Spirits. And it was then
and there that we were on our knees before Father taking
out Contracts in the angelic | anguage we were then
speaki ng, back before our nenories were tenporarily abated
down here, that's when.

This then is the Grand Key towards understandi ng why
peopl e want contracts out of you: Because that contract
you gave them gives themthe right to deal with you
effectively at a later tine. In the case of Heavenly

Fat her, those previous existing First Estate Contracts
give Father the right to deal effectively with us at a

| ater tinme, both individually and collectively down here,
shoul d our degenerate Contract w ckedness exceed his
patience and threshold |l evel of tolerance (as the Add
Test anent docunents over and over again), as well as
providing a Contract Law Jurisprudential judgnent setting

at the Last Day where Tort Law argunents of evil

acconplished in the good nanme of justice are ignored. In
the case of the King, he too wants contracts out of us to
acconplish his revenue raising objectives, and then |ater
enf orceabl e agai nst us under threat of incarceration

ot herw se not perm ssible absent a Commercial contract. In
the case of Lucifer and certain Mafia Famlies, they too
deal in contracts to deal effectively at a later tinme with
a dissenter who | eaves their ranks and starts to talk or
ot herwi se creates troubles: By having the dissenter

killed. In a contenporary Comercial setting, nerchants,

| ending institutions, |landlords, etc. all want recourse
contracts out of you so they can deal effectively with you
at a later tinme in Summary Judgnent proceedi ngs shoul d
there be a default. And on and on. [6]

Those who want to go forth and fill the neasure of their

creation, just |like Prophets and Patriarchs, need to go
out and get sone replacenent Contracts wth Father;[7] the
status of a person being a Prophet or Apostle down here
does not exalt them or confer upon them any speci al
entitlenent, as everyone is exalted by reason of their
Covenants with Father, and their status as Prophets are
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actually an adm ni strative work assignnent for them [8]

You don't need to be a Prophet, or raise people fromthe
dead, or be endowed with Celestial magic to snap your
fingers and heal people of cancer, in order to go forth

and fill the neasure of your creation, but you do need to
fulfill difficult Contracts. [9]

... Wiich leads us to the conclusory observation regarding
the overall w sdom of ignoring the terns and conditions of
contracts we sonetines inprovidently get ourselves into:
That people who are well seasoned experientially realize

t hat al t hough i gnorance may very well be bliss in the

dreany Alice in Wnderland enotional aura it

psychol ogically creates, this |ine on Contract Law
Jurisprudence is exenplary as to why ignorance is al so
hi ghly self-damaging in the practical setting. [10]

Yes, the benefits inuring to persons entering into and
honoring Father's New and Everl asti ng Covenant are so
great that the judgnent of folks trying to search for ways
to work around it (by either adapting Tort Law reasoning
["] don't need ne none of that -- it's all the sanme God"]
or by adapting a posture of avoiding responsibility

t hrough clains of factual i1gnorance), really | ooks

pat hetic by conparison. [11]

And speaking of ignorance (and of staying in ignorance by
choice): An interesting secondary el enent surfaces in the
Restrai ning Order and the chronologically correlative
crimnal prosecution of Armen Condo. Not only did Arnen
Condo not honor his contracts with the King, he did not
even know of their existence. [12]

This state of affairs of throw ng crimnal prosecutions
agai nst people who do not even know of the evidentiary

exi stence of a contract the King is operating on, has been
under consideration and review by the King's Agents in
Washi ngton. Staff nenbers in the Treasury Departnent have
been anal yzing the possi ble benefits and consequences to
the King if, in the justification of the Incone Tax, the

| RS were to shift over to a correct presentation of the
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Law, in the context of proper and natural norality and
ethics, based on a voluntary attachnment of Equity
Jurisdiction, and applicable only to a special class of
people. At the present tine, the IRS presentation of the
Law, in explaining why an Incone Tax is to be paid,
continuously shifts attention over to the 16th Amendnent,
and kind of w nds up by saying that:

“...well, we collect the tax fromevery one
because the 16th Anmendnent tells us we need to."

You may be surprised to hear this sonmewhat pleasant note,
but there is internal disagreenent wthin the Treasury
Departnment on the |long term w sdom of such an erroneous
presentation of the Law. And both Arnen Condo and Irwin
Schiff are prinme exenplary nodels to explain this

I nteresting change in viewpoint nowin intellectual
gestation within the senior admnistrative rank and file
of the King's own tax collectors. In Treasury staff
neetings ever since the early 1970's, there has been
concern expressed regardi ng the grow ng Tax Resi stance
Movenent, so called.[13]

Seni or staff nenbers have known about this Mvenent well
I n advance, back to the early 1950's, and it was very
clear to themat that tinme in the 1950's what we now are
seeing all around us: Open and grow ng resistance and
defiance to the assertion of tax collection authority by
t he King. [ 14]

Back in the 1950's, statisticians in the Treasury
Departnent, in their long range (10, 20 and 30 year)
revenue/ budget projection plots, saw that the conbination
of both inflation and the percentage progressive |ncone
Tax would, in just a few decades, be pushing just the
average worker into highly aggressive tax levels of up to
50% [ 15]

In the 1950's, those workers had then been paying just a
smal| percentage.[16] It was known at that tine that there

woul d be public concern of the gromh fromthose | ow
taxation rates in practical effect then, to the
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substantially higher tax rates expected in the future, and
that this public concern would grow increasingly with each
passing year.[17] And it was expected that the thrust of
the public concern that was out in the open, would be of
the basic legitimacy of the Incone Tax itself, and that
such concern would have a strong current under it due to
Its percentage progressive nature that woul d accel erate

i nto such noticeable | evels when inflation was strong for
several years in a row, so nuch so that even ordinarily
blind, disinterested, naive and politically benign people
woul d then perk up and take interest; and even busi nessnen
woul d start to slough off, rather than give away their
hard earned incone streamto termtes. Wth the annual
increment in Inflation, the public's questioning of the
general illegitimacy of the Incone Tax woul d be

I ncrenented with each passing year, as it was expected
that the public would notice that although greater taxes
are being paid, no additional benefits or comensurate
services were being experienced or being returned by the
King in one year to the next. This illegitimcy angle was
expected to be a "center of gravity" in the public's view,
since the general public is unaware of the ethical and
noral basis of the Excise |Incone Tax, and of an attachnent
of Equity Jurisdiction involved (in other words, the King
can demand and get anything from0%to 100%in Equity and
be norally correct, because your participation with himin
accepting his benefits in Commercial Equity is purely

vol untary, and so any anount of gain you acquired in
King's Commerce is gain that you woul d not otherw se
have). That attachnent of King's Equity Jurisdiction

al ways precedes the liability for the tax. And so it has
been expected for sone tine that the United States woul d
one day experience the nost extrene and intolerable |evels
of income confiscation ever known to Anmericans: Wt hout
any reciprocity by the King, wthout any apparent quid pro
quo[ 18] of increnental increase in benefits to be
experienced fromone year to the next, and w thout any
justification at all for the annual percentage

i ncrenentation in tax extraction. These projection plots
were not deened to be of very high priority at that tine
back in the 1950's, but the results and findings were
circul ated anong sone adm nistrative personnel and they
eventually made it over to two Congressional commttees.
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Under the Treasury Departnent's projection nodels and
plots, it was predicted that open defiance would cone sone
day as such expected aggressive tax levels are sinply not
bear abl e by average fol ks, previously quiescent, who would
then start to question the legitimacy of the tax itself.
[19]

The catal ytic effect of such aggressive tax |levels would
be the deprivation of the ability of such average folks to
provi de m ni num necessities for thenselves, such as
housi ng and food.[20] One of the questions that was

hypot hetically addressed in the acconpanying report is the
concern the Treasury had of the general institutionalized
acceptance of "Tax Protesting” by the public. Like the

wi despread flaunting of the assertion of the King's | aw
during Prohibition, alittle resistance and a few fl are-
ups can be managed well in the early stages with sone wel |
publ i ci zed spankings,[21] but a lot of resistance |ater on
produces Jury Nullification, w despread adm nistrative non-
cooperation, secondary disrespect for the Law in general,
a growi ng underground econony, as well as nunerous ot her
techni cal problens. In the present discussions that are
now goi ng on in Washington, there is a mnority viewoi nt
bei ng devel oped that suggests the possibility that it

m ght be worthwhile for the United States to consider
exploring the feasibility of heading off the inpending

bl ossom ng Resi stance by preventative neans, and one

possi ble way to do that would be by having the IRS justify
the tax along ethically specific and norally correct
reasons, and on grounds harnoni ous with Natural Law,

i nvolving citing just the Commerce Cl ause, equity benefits
and contracts (bank accounts, direct beneficial interest,
adhesi on, equity, enploynent, political, and state
Juristic Personalities), and to enphasi ze that only
special individuals in these classes who want these
special juristic benefits have any liability at all for
the King's Equity participation tax on incones. Such an
officially sanctioned justification would strip away the
veil of illegitimacy that now perneates the I ncone Tax
anong many people, and would show to all the inmoral
position of Arnen Condo and Irwn Schiff, as those two
wer e caught defiling thensel ves by di shonoring contracts
they had with the King. The consequences of this reversal
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of IRS public justification would be nmanifol d:

1. First, it would discredit people like Irwn
Schiff and Arnen Condo, who have propagated

| egal |y defective tax related information around
the countryside. Appearing on television and
selling | arge nunbers of books, these people

develop a cult followng [if cult is the word]
and contribute to the institutionalization of
publ i c acceptance of defying the King, and their
cult continues to grow even though the

i nformati on they propagate is m sl eadi ng and
technically defective, and will collapse in
front of a Federal Judge.

2. Tax revenues woul d decrease a bit in the near
termas sone people shift their Status around to
avoi d being a Taxpayer; [22]

3. Tax revenues would increase a bit as the

I moral and unethical position of Tax Protestors
Is frowned on, rather than cheered on by
courtroom supporters; and the resentnent agai nst
payi ng a hi gh percentage tax woul d cease; [ 23]

4. The under ground econony, so called, would
partially disappear, as black markets in any
comodity can only exist to escape the forced

I ntervention of Governnent that creates
unnatural pricing. [24] (Bol shevik planners who

have reasoned that the underground econony wl |
di sappear altogether with their planned cashl ess
society, with all financial transactions
reported to the IRS, are in error);

5. Tax revenues would increase in the long run,
as nost of those fol ks who suddenly got rid of
their bank accounts and ot her attachnents of
King's Equity to save noney found out that the
| oss of incone, benefits, cutoff from Conmerce,
deprivation of nortgage and | oan availability,
and ot her adverse secondary effects just wasn't
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worth it. This is now happening on a snmall scale
Wi th sonme commercially oriented enterprising
type Patriots[25] who are re-entering the

hi ghways of Commerce and signing up with the
King again (but this tinme under careful

ci rcunst ances) . [ 26]

6. Near termrevenues woul d i ncrease as
Taxpayers who now view the tax as either wong,
immoral, or illegitimate and then claim
excessi ve deductions would be hesitant to do so
when the noral position is shifted around and
now it's their failure to pay their full share
that i1s a serious act of self-defil enent on
their part.[27]

It 1s the opinion of staff nenbers that although this is
an interesting nodel to consider, its revenue generating
strength for the King lies in the correction of whol esal e
public perception of the King being wong and wor ki ng

| nmoral acts on the countryside. Since a majority of
Anericans still do not perceive of things being this way
at the present tine, this revenue enhancenent and Tax
Resi stance term nation nodel is best kept on the back
shelf, for a while.[28]

The value in this story is the know edge that the King's
Tax Collectors in Washington are not the intellectually

| ethargic and dimw tted bureaucrats sone people nmake them
out to be.[29] They are constantly polling public opinion
and testing for factual know edge, to see what they can
get away wth.[30] They are brilliant and they know
exactly what they are doing at all tinmes.[31] So too, the
| RS knows exactly what it is doing, just |ike the King.
And its present policy of justifying the tax based on a
phony hybrid conposite blend of top-down universal G vil
Law and 16th Anmendnent grounds is in place for just one
reason:. Because at the present tine it is to the King's
financial advantage to do so, due to baneful public

i gnorantia juris. (But renmenber the King propagates this
erroneous justification because of the institutionalized
political banality of nbst Anericans. Reverse the banality
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and the King will very likely reverse hinself). | have a
hunch that the King's reversal wll be virtually automatic
when the tinme is right. He closely nonitors public
opinion, and he is careful in his public pronouncenents.

[ 32]

So all factors considered, it is unlikely that the King
woul d not switch public tax justification positions where
it is to his own self-enrichnment financial advantage to do
so. [33]

Just as there is deception and lies in the conveyance
justification being offered to Americans for an
unreasonably sized chunk of their wealth, nonth in and
nonth out, year in and year out without any let up in
sight, so too was the Incone Tax justified on fraudul ent
terms by Congressnen who, just |ike the King's Senior Tax
Col l ectors today, had a pure and perfect picture of their

magnum Torts of deception and lies. Yes, if you were to

bel i eve Congressnen trying to push the 1913 I ncone Tax Act
t hrough Congress, the world was sinply crying out,

i nsisting, and even strongly demandi ng that they be taxed,
fl eeced, and thoroughly looted.[34] But if that statenent

fromGeorge Hull is not enough to turn your stonmach, then
per haps sone ot her previous statenents, emanating fromthe

fl oor of the Congress in support of the Wlson Tariff Act

of 1894 [which contained an Income Tax rider (the Incone
Tax bill would not pass the Congress by itself)], which
present a flowery wonderland promsed to us all, if only
we were just taxed nore heavily, just damaged nore

I ntensely, and deprived of just nore wealth through one
nore turn of the screws, is just strong enough to nake
soneone choke. [ 35]

The King's policy of keeping the ratio between the |Incone
Tax bracket and the percentage tax denmanded where it is,

I s because it lies just below the threshold toleration

| evel , al though not precisely so. The King's Agents are
constantly surveying us folks out here in the countryside
to see how many of us are in what tax bracket, so the King
can reassess how nuch nore tax confiscation can be
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extracted fromus w thout an unmanageabl e revol t. [ 36]

It 1s the possible likelihood that this threshold
toleration | evel woul d be overpassed and broken that
concerns certain senior bureaucrats in Washi ngton, who are
Wi se to the practical secondary consequences such a
passing of the threshold limt would create. The neani ng
of this concern is perhaps best understood by the 1979
anal ogy of the oil pricing decisions nade by Saudi
Arabia's G| Mnister, Sheik Adned Yamani. The Sheik's
adamant refusal to raise Saudi crude oil prices above the
$40 per barrel limt in the face of such rare and
unusual ly strong world wi de petrol eum demand puzzl ed many
observers. [ 37]

From the viewpoint of sonme fol ks, the Shei k was passing up
on a gol den opportunity to creamin sone extra bucks while
the oil boom | asted across those several nonths. To other
observers of the passing scene, the Sheik was a friend of
the United States, and was just a good, kind, caring,
public welfare oriented person who sinply had the world's
best interests in his heart as he refused to raise prices
any higher. But the real reason why Shei k Yamani was
trying to keep the oil prices artificially lowis the sane
reason why the Congress has fixed the Incone Bracket/
Percentage Tax ratios for the Incone Tax at their present

| evel s: Because raising oil prices to | evels above a
threshold toleration |evel then equal to higher priced

al cohol woul d cause the universal shift to al cohol and

ot her non-crude oil based substitutes, and so oil would

t hen not be purchased at all in the future; just |ike nore
aggressive Incone Tax | evels would cause folks to sinply
abandon taxes altogether, thus leaving the King with
nothing fromthese folks (as | nentioned that sone Tax

Col | ect ors have been concerned about since the 1950's).
And that is the great art of pricing in business: Keeping
prices conpetitively high, but just below the threshold

| evel of rejection.[38]

No relationship to cost, no relationship to benefits
received, no relationship to hard intrinsic value. Just
pricing based on Enscrewnent (a sim/lar conclusion reached
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by others just cited in the footnote, but they use their
own proprietary |anguage that renoves identification of
the noral orientation (for good or evil) in the actors. As
for pricing within the interior of shared nonopoly cartels
-- this is why sophisticated pricing strategi sts know t hat
chargi ng the highest nonentary price the market wl|l
support is not necessarily the best thing to do for
yourself: You may win that battle under unusual

ci rcunstances, but | oose the long termwar for several

di fferent secondary reasons. And our King, with his
nonopoly, is no different in either notivation or
strategy. And that concern about likely rejection by ex-
Taxpayers is also the sane reason why sophisticated
attorneys who work for the King know that it is often best

to drop a prosecution, sans gene, in a |low |evel

Adm ni strative or Trial setting, rather than raise the
presentation threshold | evel of the grievance to senior
judicial appellate foruns and risk an adverse appellate
opi ni on on appeal that m ght benefit others, even if
unreported. [ 39]

Li ke the Sub-Threshold Pricing Enscrewrent Mdel in
Commerce, there is also a Sub-Threshold Prosecution
Enscrewmrent Model in effect in the corridors of Governnent
as well, as the Judiciary is used |atently by prosecutors
in ways to help enrich the King.[40] [Incidentally, the

Rot hschil ds and their ideol ogical nmentor, Karl Marx, have
pl anned this inpending state of affairs since the Paris

Communes of the 1800's, but their sub rosa political

I nvol venent and qui et intellectual sponsorship required
our national consent through acts of own Anerican

| egi sl atures, which they got. (So we really did this to
ourselves). And so | amonly interested in now addressing
t hi ngs as presently fabricated under Anerican Law, and
since the King is now collecting Incone Taxes excl usively
by contract [nunerous |ayers of invisible contracts
difficult to see], only the content of the contract is
rel evant to di scuss, when a grievance under the contract

| ater comes up for judicial review and enforcenent. And so
guestions, sounding in the Tort of unfairness, as to just
who ultinmately sponsored this grand scenari o becone

| argely irrel evant, when contracts are in effect. The
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facts are that the Inconme Tax has been around in the
United States for a long tine. The Anerican colonists had
such a tax inposed on them[41l] and there was al so one

| nposed during the G vil War under Abraham Li ncol n.[42]
But the distinction between those prior belief and

transi ent ad hoc taxing occurrences and the present
permanent |Inconme Tax is that our contenporary |Inconme Tax
has an underlying political objective as its primary goal:
It was originally designed and is now intended to forcibly
screw, harm and damage people, first, and then to raise
revenue as a wealth transfer instrunment, second.[43]

Creati ng damages t hrough such devices as a national Tax on
| ncones, as a tool for conquest, is very inportant to

I nternational Bol sheviks, particularly since they thrive

I n an at nosphere where the true sem nal point of beginning
of national destruction is obscure and difficult to see;
and very few fol ks see the Incone Tax as the great tool of
destruction that it is.[44]

For exanple, The World Bank in Washington will not nake a
| oan to any political jurisdiction in the world, unless
that country has enacted a national incone tax at rates
hi gh enough to satisfy the Bol shevi ks. Nations rise and
fall on Inconme Taxes.[45] And here in the United States,

the State of New York, under the evil genius of Nel son
Rockefell er, enacted the highest corporate and personal
| ncone taxes in effect, of any state, during the 1960's
and 1970's, driving a |l arge nunber of businesses and
literally mllions of people, to emgrate from New YorKk.
[ 46]

| ncone Taxes have a history of being used to acconplish
speci al objectives which, by their nature, require the
creation of sone incidental damages, and so G emins
trying hard to run a country into the ground, need
generally look no farther than sinply initiating a Taxing
grab on I ncones. [47]

Al t hough making life difficult for Individuals is
i nportant for Genmlins as a source of damages, creating
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mlitary engagenents and wars can be another such source
of damages, [ 48] and qui et national econom c enscrewnent

still another.[49]

Today, in the United States, |aw school students are
taught the Bol shevik line that |Inconme Taxes are good for

t he country because of the social engineering that can
then be perfornmed with the confiscated noney.[50] Having
been contam nated with clever lies originating froma
devilish source far beyond their mninmal factual |evel of
conprehension to understand, and also requiring a |level of
j udgnent operating on a repository of know edge in excess
of their limted capacity, sone synpathetic little Genlin
| awyers are now trying to tw st basic property rights
around to have the nere om ssion of an |Incone Tax be
construed as a Tort on inpoverished people, arguing that
poor folks now have sone type of a social right to your
noney. [ 51]

The bottomline is that the Inconme Tax continues to roll
on; opposition is mninmal; Tax Protestors are being
frowned upon by the general public at |arge, viewed as
cheaters nmaki ng Governnent only nore expensive for

t hensel ves; and so the Incone Tax is now acconplishing its
Bol shevi k political mssion in the philosophically divided
House of the United States, with flying colors.[52]

[ 1] There are many people who take the view, seem ngly
very reasonably that, since they have accepted Jesus
Christ into their lives, and since they are just as good
and noral as anyone el se they know (and a | ot nore noral
t han many ot her people), then it is quite reasonabl e that
they will be going to Heaven. This viewis very w despread
today, and it is also quite defective. First, the fact
that you are just as good and noral as anyone else is
irrelevant to Father in our inpending Judgnent Day to be
hel d under a Contract Law jurisprudential setting. Father
has no interest in any relative or collectively wei ghed
anyt hing. You, individually and personally, have either
progressed under your Contract, or you haven't; and what
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sone guy down the street does or avoids is not relevant to
you and your Contract. The unfairness of possibly being
treated worse than soneone else in a grievance is a Tort
Law argunent. Second, the fact that you have accepted
Jesus Christ into your life is very significant -- but
only as a point of beginning, and not as a term nating
wrap up to anything. The error nmade by nmany Christian
folks -- that their acceptance of Jesus Christ conpletes
their forward notions on Heavenly matters -- is the sane
error that many other fol ks nake by assigning either a
termnating or concluding attribute to the execution of
contracts [like wal king out of an autonobil e deal ership
with a sigh of relief that since you ve the contract and
the car is your's, well, that ends the matter; sorry, but

t hat Purchase and Sale Contract only started the matter].
Entering into a contract -- whether with Heavenly Father
or anyone else -- is always just a point of beginning, a
fact that sharp Grenlins have taken very astute notice of.
Wi | e taking about a Diplomatic Treaty that was just
signed (and Treaties between Governnents are contracts):

"It is a fundamental m stake to assume that the
treaty ends where it really begins. The signing
of the document on June 28, 1919 at Versailles
did not conplete its history; it really began

It. The Measure of Worth lies in the process of

Its execution and the spirit in which it is
carried out by all of the parties to the
contract."” - Bernard Baruch in the Making of the

Repar ati ons and Econom c Sections of the Treaty,
at page 8 [Harper & Brothers, New York (1920)].
(The italics formation of the |ast sentence was
that way in the original, so it represents an

I dea Bernard Baruch deened inportant).

Here is a Gemin -- Bernard Baruch -- telling us that
when he participated in partially negotiating the Treaty
of Versailles in 1919, he knew that many fol ks commonly
view t he execution of Treaties to be the end of the
matter; but sharp Genmlins know that contracts only start
the action in notion; so we too should be cogni zant of
this attribute in Nature. [return]
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[2] As a concluding by-line to this digressionary

di scussion here on Father and Contracts, if you'll but
give it a few nonents thought and imagination, it is
interesting to note that this inpendi ng Judgnent Day
arrangenent that Father designed, gives a generous built

I n structural edge to those persons who are trying to
becone the Sons of Eloha, and the procedure itself also
creates obstacles for those who have no interest in such a
Celestial Objective (as if the operation of the Judgnent
Day nechani cal procedure itself assists in separating
enbryonic Eloha fromtheir mnistrants). So now we need to
ask ourselves a question: Does that structural arrangenent
sound like it cones from soneone who knows what he is

doi ng? Yes, it sounds |ike Father knows exactly what he is
doing; and if that is true, then we should |listen very
carefully to anything Father has to say and would |ike us
to do. And consistent with Father's intentions to give his
Sons the edge whenever possible, while exposing themto

t he sane environnent and standards as everyone el se, cones
the followi ng arrangenent: That after we enter into

Fat her's Advanced Contracts down here there are sone ot her
ci rcunst ances we can go through down here to accelerate

t he Judgnent Day to the present tine (but that is another
Letter). | amonly making the conparative point here that
the lack of national collective interest on the extrene
significance of that Judgnent Day accel erant statenent
replicates the lack of national collective interest on the
extrenme significance of bank accounts and ot her high-
powered contracts as those Equity instrunents define our
sub-parity relationship with the King. In both cases, this
information is freely floating around the countryside, but
one first has to define objectives, ask questions, and
then exert efforts in order to get to and then understand
answers to questions. (And it is the discipline and
serious attitude such a procedure requires which largely
expl ains why there are so few peopl e around who possess
such i nportant know edge; not that there are few

knowl edgeabl e persons that is an inverse indicia to gauge
the i nportance of the know edge). [return]

[3] Furthernore, just to make things seem psychol ogically
i nteresting back then, I amsure that Lucifer blended in
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sone cerenonial flair into those orgies, by conveying the

| mge that orgies were officially sanctioned, sonehow.

Li ke contenporary Wtches enulating their nmentors in Sodom
by performng Fertility Rites on the Wtches' Sabbath, an

I nteresting soundi ng excuse will satisfy nost fol ks. Wen

Wtches are not otherw se busy pulling down the noon,
al nost all of their rites involving |licking down sone
slice of nmeat [see Raynond Buckl and's The Tree, The

Conpl et e Book of Saxon Wtchcraft, from Seax-Wca Voys,
Box 5149, Virginia Beach, Virginia 23455]. [return]

[4] "We do not believe in situation-itis; we do not go
with the people who think that there is a different age,
that this is a different , that these people are nore
enlightened, or that [this standard] was for old tines.

Always the Lord will hold to his statenents that he has
gi ven through the ages, and he wll expect to respect

t hensel ves, to respect their wves, and the wves to
respect their husbands." - Spencer W Kinball in

Conf erence Reports ["God The Sane Today"], page 162
(April, 1975). [return]

[5] "As a young nman David denonstrated a courage and a
strength and a power that |ikely has not been equaled in
all of the great characters of the scriptures. He fought
with wild beasts and overcane them defeated the giant
Goliath virtually with his hands, and then served through
many years as the | eader of |Israel and denonstrated in the
process trenendous control, trenendous discipline. The
greatest eneny he had, perhaps, through nost of these
years -- at |least the greatest threat to his existence --
was the man Saul. Yet on several occasions when David
coul d have renoved this threat by taking the life of Saul,
who was in his hands, [David] w thheld [hinself] and
controll ed those inpul ses. That denonstrated trenendous
power and control. Then later in life, as a mature man
with all the strength that kind of |ife had brought him
David was unwi se. It was not because David was weak that
he fell. He was unwi se. | suspect that David had reached
the point where he felt he was strong enough to indul ge
the entertai nnent of sone enticing possibilities. On the
day he stood on his rooftop and observed the wfe of one
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of his officers, instead of taking hinself by the nape of
t he neck, so to speak, and saying 'David, get out of
here!' David remai ned. David thought about the
possibilities [of getting involved with this slice of
neat], and those thoughts overcane David and eventually
controlled him One of the saddest entries in all the
scriptures, | think, is that which the Lord gave the
Prophet Joseph Smth in Section 132 of the Doctrines and
Covenants. Speaking of David' s situation today, he said,
"For he hath fallen fromhis exaltation, and received his
portion.' (D& C 132:39). "...David, King David, one of the
greatest and powerful nen of the A d Testanment tines,
coul d have been today anong the Gods if he had controll ed

his thoughts.” - Dean L. Larsen in 1976 Speeches of the
Year, at 121 [Brigham Young University Press, Provo, Utah
(1976)] .

The chronicles of David's |life are presented in First and

Second Sanuel . Notice how there was never any unj ust
damages created by David in his |ife down here; David did
not | ose his exaltation because he carefully avoi ded
damagi ng others, as a lot of folks in Christiandom

i ncorrectly believe is inportant, but actually David | ost
his Celestial Status in the inpending Heavenly real ns that
| i e ahead because of an infracted Contract under

ci rcunstances that created no damages what soever [David

mentions that he entered into Father's Everl asting

Covenant in Il Sanuel 23:5], the content of which

prohi bits prom scuous mascul i ne excursions into the
interior contours of fem nine nuscul ature, under certain
ci rcunst ances. The defense argunent that such ecstatic

ci rcunstances create a wi de ranging array of benefici al

bi ol ogi cal and psychol ogi cal side effects (which is
factually correct) is not going to be relevant at the Last
Day -- just |like Tax Protesting argunents sounding in the
Tort of Constitutional unfairness are not rel evant when
Federal Judges are enforcing express Conmercial contracts
(even though the Protestor is also factually correct as

well in his Constitutional research). And Protestors
continue to | ose today on the sane grounds and for the
sanme reasons that good Christian folks wll |ose the

Cel estial Kingdom and take an honorabl e second place as an
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Angel : Because of failure to identify and cone to grips
with a series of invisible Contracts, and for failing to
appreci ate the extent to which contracts are elevated in
Nature to an overruling dom nate position in settling
Judgnents. Father's Covenants were deliberately designed

to provide persons operating under its jurisdictional
penunbra with a confluence of contrasting incentives to
exerci se judgnent on, and it is the outcone of those
deci si ons whi ch Covenant operants make for thenselves --
that is what Father wants to see. Yet David, while he was
still alive down here, knew that he had blown it but good:
"[Jesus Christ told ne that] he that ruleth over nen nust
be just, ruling in the fear of God [and this is inportant
to Fat her because inpending Gods will thenselves be ruling
over angels and the like in the realns to cone]. [...These
j ust persons, who are potential Gods], shall be as |ight

i n the norning, when the sun riseth, even a norning

W t hout clouds; as the tender grass springing out of the
Earth by clear shining after rain."

After describing such a potential Celestial person in
those terns, David admtted that he did not qualify:

“...although ny house be not so with God." - II
Sanmuel 23:3 et seq. [return]

[6] Illumnnatti G emins, vipers, Bolsheviks, wtches and
ot her associated inps who circulate in that genre are not
the only ones to be fooled and taken in on Tort Law
reasoni ng down here. Certain eremtical nonks are anot her
pri me exanple of well neaning people arranging their acts
and behavi or down here to take maxi num advant age of the
"avoi dance of danages" question that haunts so many
people. O the nunerous orders of nonks around, such as
the Trappists, the Carthusians, and the Benedi ctines,
perhaps it is several of the Black Monk abbeys in Europe
that are exenplary in their zeal not to damage anyt hing,
anyone, or any property, at any tine. These particul ar

Bl ack Monks are doctrinaire Benedictine Monks. But uni que
to their own nonastery sect, they wal k through the air
slowy and | ead isolated and inactive lives. On their

m nds, they are taught not to influence the direction of
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anything else (i.e., avoid potential damages there). In
Sai nt Benedictine's Rules [E.C. Butler, Benedictine

Monachi sm (1924)], chapters 23 to 30 tal k about the
relationship in effect between fault for damages and

puni shnents to be expected. The head nonk, the Abbott, is
taught that he will be held accountable to answer for the
souls of all of his nonks before the judgnent seat of God
(chapters 2, 3, 27 and 64). Both the willful avoi dance of
damagi ng anything, and the doctrine that the Abbott is
responsi bl e before Father for the acts of others are Tort
Law argunents, and are defective. Heavenly Father is
dealing in Contracts; and expecting yourself to be

magni fied in stature before Father at the Last Day due to
t he nere absence of not having caused any danmages down
here or assuming responsibility for what a third person
does or does not do, is absolutely incorrect. The only
third party line of liability down here that we need to be
concerned originates wth Contracts, such as one that
deens parents to be responsible for the acts of their
offspring, if the child goes off on a negative tangent.

[ return]

[7] Qur old Patriarch Jerem ah once had a few words to say
about the Principle of Nature that provides for a
supersedi ng | ayer of Covenants replacing a previous | ayer
of Covenants that have fulfilled their purpose. Wile
guoting Jesus Christ, Jerem ah said that:

"Behol d, the days cone, saith the Lord, that |

w ||l make a new covenant wth the House of

| srael, and with the House of Judah; Not
according to the Covenant that | nade with their
fathers in that day [when] | took them by the
hand to bring them out of Egypt; which ny
Covenant they [broke], although | was a
husbandman to them but this shall be the
Covenant that | will make wth the House of

| srael ; After those days, saith the Lord, | wll
put ny Law in their inward parts, and wite it
in their hearts; and wll be their God, and they

shall be ny people." - Jerem ah 31:31 et seq.
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Here we are being told that the terns of Covenants that
were once structured for folks in another area are going

to be replaced with terns of a new covenant for us;
indirectly referring to the nodifications nade in the Law

of Moses relating to blood sacrifice rites that were
deenmed unnecessary after the Crucifixion perfected that

phase of atonenent. This passage in Jerem ah does not talk
about our own specific individual First Estate Contracts

being replaced with another |ayer of new covenants in this
Second Estate, but the Principle that is being spoken
here, of an organic growth in Covenants by reason of
supersedi ng repl acenent, applies to us all individually,
just as Jeremah is telling us that it applies to the
House of Israel collectively. The operation of this
Principle of Nature, whether applied to us individually

covenant by successive covenant or collectively as a
nation by a change in the terns of those covenants en
masse, is well known in Law and is called the Merger

Doctrine by Anerican |awers, which | will discuss later.
Jerem ah was a nmarvelous fellow, and | will have nore to
say about himpersonally near the end of this Letter.

[ return]

[8] Your ability to be exalted is neither dimnished nor
exal ted because you are not a Prophet or an Apostle.

"Here [we Apostles and Prophets are], who [like
common Saints], are destined to be exalted with
the Gods, to becone rulers in the Kingdons of
our Father, to becone equal with the Father and
the Son..." - Brigham Young, in a discourse
delivered in the Bowery, Salt Lake GCty, June
15, 1856; 3 Journal of D scourses 354, at 360

[ London (1856)]. [return]

[9] "W are a Covenant-maki ng and a Covenant -t aki ng peopl e.
We have the Gospel, which is the new and everl asting
Covenant: new in that the Lord has revealed it anew in our

day; everlasting in that its principles are eternal, have
existed with God fromall eternity, and are the sane
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unchangeabl e | aws by which all nen in all ages may be
Saved. The Gospel is the Covenant which God nmakes with his
children here on Earth that he wll return themto Hs
presence and give them Eternal Life, if they will walk the
paths of truth and righteousness while here. "W are the
children of the Covenant which God made with Abraham or
father. To Abraham God prom sed Sal vati on and Exal tation
i f he would wal k as the Lord taught himto wal k.

Further, the Lord Covenanted with Abraham that he woul d
restore to Abrahanmis seed the sane | aws and ordi nances, in
all their beauty and perfection, which that ancient
patriarch had received. 'For as nmany as receive that
Gospel ,' the Lord said to him 'shall be called after thy
nanme, and shall be accounted thy seed, and shall rise up
and bl ess thee, as their father.' (Abraham 2:10).

“"Now we have this sane everlasting covenant. W
have the restored CGospel, and every person who
bel ongs to the Church, who has passed through
the waters of Baptism has had the inestimtable
privilege of making a personal Covenant with the
Lord that will save himprovi ded he does the

t hi ngs he agrees to do when he enters into that
Covenant with God." - Bruce R MConkie in

Conference Reports ["A Covenant People"], at
page 13 (QOctober, 1950).

"The Latter-day Saints are the people of God, a
chosen people, a royal priesthood, a covenant
peopl e, and a covenant- maki ng people. The
greatest and nost inportant bl essings our
Heavenly Father has for his faithful sons and
daughters are received by covenant." - CGeorge F.

Ri chards, in Conference Reports, page 129
(April,1945). [return]

[ 10] "The first objective of our existence is to know and

understand the principles of life, to know good fromevil,
to understand |ight from darkness, to have the ability to

choose between that which gives and perpetuates |life and

t hat which would take it away. The volition of the
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creature to choose is free; we have this power given to
us." - Brigham Young, President of the Mdrnon Church,
speaking in the A d Tabernacle, Salt Lake Cty, Decenber

8, 1867; 12 Journal of Discourses 111, at 111 [London
(1869)]. [return]

[11] "We can not receive, while in the flesh, the keys [of
Celestial Jurisdiction] to formand fashi on ki ngdons and
to organize , for they are beyond our [limted] capacity
and calling [down here], [they are] beyond this world. In
the resurrection, nen who have been faithful and diligent
in all things in the flesh, [who] have kept their First
and Second Estate, [will] be crowned Gods, even the Sons
of God, [and] will be ordained to organize matter [and
then go off and create and people their own planets]." -
Bri gham Young, in a discourse delivered in Farm ngton,

Ut ah, August 24, 1872; 15 Journal of Di scourses 135, at
137 [London (1873)]. [return]

[12] A necessarily difficult position to be in. However,
since ignorance, whether real or pretended, of the
contract's existence does not vitiate one's liability,
then restraining one's self to remain within the contours
of such intellectual containnent, in such a state of

I gnorance is self-damaging, and is to be di scouraged. And
as for the Law of Contracts, whether known or unknown:

"A contract is an agreenent in which a party
undertakes to do, or not to do, a particular
thing. The law binds himto performhis
undertaking, and this is, of course, the

obligation of the contract." - Sturges vs.
Crowni nshield, 17 U. S, 122, at 197 (1819).
[ return]

[13] "A grow ng nunber of taxpayers are devel oping
negative perceptions of the Federal Incone Tax. For

exanpl e, surveys conducted by the Advi sory Conm ssion on

I ntergovernnental Relations finds that Anmericans perceive
the Federal |Incone Tax as the worst tax inposed on them
and the least fair. Further, tax evasion appears on the
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rise -- paralleling the increase in negative perception.”
- Steven Kaplan and Phillip Reckers in A Study of Tax

Evasi on Judgnents in 38 National Tax Journal 97, at 97
(March, 1985); citing in turn the research of Myers and

Shannon in Changing Public Attitudes on Governnent and

Taxes [Advisory Conmm ssion on |Intergovernnental Relations,
Washi ngton, D.C. (1980-1983)]. [return]

[ 14] Sharp Congressnen thensel ves knew of this inpending
state of defiance back in the 1800's, before the original
version of our present Incone Tax was creat ed:

"The inposition of the [incone] tax will corrupt
the people. It will bring inits train the spy
and the informer. It will necessitate a swarm of
officials with inquisitorial powers. It will be
a step towards centralization... It breaks

anot her canon of taxation in that it is
expensive in its collection [a condition since
remedi ed by the clever use of admnistrative
contracts to force people into a taxabl e status
they would not otherwise be in]..." -
Represent ati ve Robert Adans, speaking in
opposition to the proposed I ncone Tax Act of
1894, on the floor of the House of

Represent atives, January 26, 1894 [as quoted by
Frank Chodorov in the Incone Tax, page 63 (Devin-
Adair, 1954)]. [But as usual in Congress, cries
and pleas for the continuance of the quiescent

status quo of the 1800's fell on deaf ears.]

[ return]

[ 15] Throughout the years, nunmerous Hearings have been
held and Bills introduced into the Congress proposing a
Flat Rate Tax, but they have never gotten anywhere. See
such Senate Hearings in The Flat Tax Rate ["Hearings
Before the Commttee on Finance of the United States
Senate"], 79th Congress, 2nd Session (Septenber 28 and 19,
1982) [GPO, Washington (1983)]. Many of the persons
presenting evidence in that Hearing expressed know edge on
t he enscrewnent orientation of progressive taxation,

http://famguardian.org/PublishedAuthors/I ndiv/M ercierGeorge/ I nvContrcts--02-ThirdPartyl nterfWithA Contract.htm (26 of 63) [3/30/2009 8:05:46 AM]



"Invisible Contracts' by George Mercier -- Third Party Interference With a Contract

t hrough their own words. Wien such wi dely held know edge
jells into sonething tangible in the corridors of Congress
Is largely a function of overcom ng the Genlins who now
control the Congress. [return]

[16] As recently as the early 1930's, a nere 5% was the
maxi mum gr aduat ed federal incone tax due, but in tine
Bol shevi k Grem ins changed that, by escal ating taxing
percentage grabs to enscrewnent |evels nore satisfactory
to them The schedule was, at that tine:

. 1-1/2%on the first $4, 000

. 3% on the next $4, 000
. 5% on the bal ance.

- Wall Street Journal, February 8, 1929 ["Incone
Tax in a Nutshell"], page 4. [return]

[17] This idea has al so been a dom nate and recurring
theme in research and literature in this area of studying
tax revolts. See generally:

. Lee Sigelman and David Lowery in The Tax

Revolt: a Conparative State Anal ysis, 36
Western Political Science Quarterly, at 30
(March, 1983); This paper explains eight

di fferent possible explanations of tax
revolt success in the 18 states where such
revolts have surfaced as of 1983;

. Geoffrey Brennan and Janes Buchanan in The
Logic of Tax Limts: Alternative
Constitutional Constraints on the Power to
Tax, 32 National Tax Journal, at 11 (1977);

. Janes Buchanan in Wiy Does CGovernnment G ow
(an article appearing in Budgets and
Bureaucrats, edited by Thomas Borcherdi ng
[ Duke University Press, Durham North
Carolina (1977)];

. Janes Buchanan in The Potential for

Taxpayer Revolt in Anerican Denocracy, 59
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Soci al Science Quarterly, at 691 (1979); -
Janmes Buchanan and Ri chard Wagner in

Denocracy in Deficit:the Political Legacy
of Lord Keynes [Academ c Press, New York

(1977)]. [return]

[ 18] The phrase quid pro quo neans that there has been an
exchange of "sonething for sonething." It has a Roman
origintoit, and is a termthat appears in old nedi eval
English Crown cases | have read, and now carries on down

to the present tine with Federal Judges. See In Re
Lueder's Estate, 164 F.2nd 128, at 135 (1947). [return]

[19] And other top tax bureaucrats have repeated the
warnings initially contained in that Treasury Depart nent
report of the 1950's. At the close of the Johnson

Adm nistration in 1969, Secretary of the Treasury Joseph
W Barr warned of a growi ng resentnent agai nst higher

taxes. [See the Foreword in The Incone Tax: How

Progressive Should it Be? by The Anerican Enterprise
Institute, featuring cross discussions on the question of
progressivity with Charles Galvin and Boris Bittker (AEl,
Washi ngton, 1969)]. [return]

[20] This is a conclusion also reached by the Fund for
Public Policy Research, in a report entitled Tax Changes

and the Conposition of Fixed Investnent: An Aggregate

Si nul ati on by Aaron, Russek, and Singer. The study was
conducted to informthe Joint Congressional Conmttee on

| nternal Revenue Taxation as to the inpact of the Tax

Ref orm Act of 1969 on investnents in housing. [Wshington,
D.C. (1969)]. Sone of the data used in this report was
obtained fromthe Federal Reserve Board, who researches
Its own nmacro-econom c taxation nodels isochronously

(i sochronous neans at reqgqularly occurring intervals of
tinme). [return]

[21] "...there is one way by which the Governnent could

avoid al nost all resource costs in enforcing the tax code:
Penal i ze only a few taxpayers, but with inordinately high
fines or other punishnents. Gven that taxpayers are risk
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adverse, such a strategy has a mniml resource cost while
serving as an effective deterrent to tax evasion."
Jonat han Ski nner and Joel Slenrod in Econom c Perspectives

on Tax Evasion, 38 National Tax Journal 345, at 346
( Sept enber, 1985).

Notice why this in terrorem nethod of collecting taxes
woul d succeed: Because the Taxpayers are deened to be

m | kt oast ri sk adverse persons [neaning that unlike
Patriots, Taxpayers would rather pay than put up a good
fight]. The authors then discuss and cite in turn two
books that discuss ways on how t he Governnent can magnify
the inportant inmage of such tax spankings adm nistered to

potential tax evaders in the public's eye; see:

. Thomas McCal eb in Tax Evasion and the D fferenti al

Taxation of Labor and Capital Incone, 31 Public
Fi nance Magazi ne 287 (1976);

« Nicholas Stern in On the Econom c Theory of Policy

Towards Crine, appearing in "Econom c Mdels of
Crim nal Behavior" by Heineke, Editor [North Holl and

Publ i shi ng, Amsterdam (1978)]. [return]

[ 22] An adjustnent in status from Taxpayer to non- Taxpayer
I s a behavioral nodification designed to experience relief
froma taxation load; if invisible juristic taxation
contracts remain in effect after the transition in status
adj ust nent was believed to have been conpl eted, then what
could be the provident saving of resources then
degenerates into tax evasion. Tax evaders have been

t horoughl y studi ed, exam ned, and restudi ed over and over
again [for the fabul ous anobunt of noney at stake in this
Gemin enrichnment gane, we really do not need

col | aborati ng docunentation on what is nerely common

sense, but termtes do].
For the behavi oral aspects of tax evasion, see:

« MW Spicer in A Behavioral Mdel of I|Incone Tax
Evasi on [Doctorial Dissertation, Chio State

http://famguardian.org/PublishedAuthors/I ndiv/M ercierGeorge/I nvContrcts--02-ThirdPartyl nterfWithA Contract.htm (29 of 63) [3/30/2009 8:05:46 AM]



"Invisible Contracts' by George Mercier -- Third Party Interference With a Contract

Uni versity (1974)];
. M chael Allingham and Agnew Sandow i n I ncome Tax

Evasi on: A Theoretical Analysis, 1 Journal of Public
Econom cs 323 (1972) [discusses the utility
maxi m zi ng behavi or of Taxpayers who are subject to
detection and penalties, as viewed this way, these
tw n researchers nodell ed the tax evader as persons

who t hus demand the | evel of evasion given the prices
for evasion as set by the Governnent. In the context
of constructing a supply and demand nodel, these two
aut hors concluded that the evadi ng Taxpayer takes in
factual information (like the structure, enforcenent
effect, and puni shnents specified in the tax code) as

given criteria the Taxpayer cannot control, an then
t he Taxpayer nmakes an assessnent as to the nost
preferred dollar level that the tax evasion is worth
to him]

. Charles Cotfelter in Tax Evasion and Tax Rates: An

Anal ysis of Individual Returns in 65 Review of
Econom ¢ and Statistics 363 (1983) [discusses direct
measure of tax conpliance based on 1969 | RS data
call ed TCOW (Tax Conpliance Measurenent Program), to
exam ne the sensitivity of tax conpliance to the
margi nal tax rate (that nouthful neans that Charles
Clotfelter did sone statistical work and determ ned
on his own that the lower tax rate a Taxpayer is in,
then the nore conpliance a Taxpayer woul d gi ve back
to the Governnment [which is only commopn sense]).];

. Nat han Boidman in A Sunmmary of Wat Can Be Learned

fromthe Experience of Other Countries with Incone
Tax Problens, an article contained in a publication
called "I nconme Tax Conpliance: A Report of the ABA
Section of Taxation Invitational Conference on |Incone
Tax Conpliance," at page 149 [ Anerican Bar
Associ ati on, Washi ngton (1983)];

. Age, incone, noral beliefs and other econom c factors
have been found to influence the tax evasion

gquestion. See A Lewis in An Enpirical Assessnent of
Tax Mentality in Public Forum Magazi ne, page 245
(1979); and Y.D. Song and T.E. Yarbough in Tax Ethics
and Taxpayer's Attitudes in Public Adm nistration
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Revi ew Magazi ne, page 442 (1978);

. Based on sanple data containing these five nain
denogr aphi ¢ vari abl es suggestive of tax evaders: Age,
| ncone by Category, Belief that tax evasion is
norally wong, belief that the Federal Incone Tax is
fair, and econom c factors, Researcher A Lew s
generates a pretty accurate |arger estimate of the
per cent age of non-conplying Taxpayers who exhi bit tax
evasi on behavior, by multiplying his sanple data to
the known entire national population that conforns to

each variable classification [see A Lewis in The
Psychol ogy of Taxation [Saint Martin's Press, New

York (1982)]. [return]

[ 23] When Tax Protestors are parties to invisible juristic
contracts, they are in fact tax evaders, because they do
in fact owe the tax, regardless of their political

phi | osophy justification sounding in the Tort of
unfairness [even though nmany Protestors do not want to
admt it]. In Nature, whenever contracts are in effect
when a grievance is up for settlenent, then the contract
cones first, and Tort argunents of unfairness cone second,
and nothing wll change at the Last Day. The econom c
perspective on tax evasion [neaning the effect of tax
evasi on on tax recei pts] has been frequently comrented

upon. For recent technical exanples see:

. Vidar Christianson in Two Corments on Tax Evasion, 13
Journal of Public Econom cs 389 (1980);
. Jonat han Ski nner and Joel Slenrod in Econom c

Perspectives on Tax Evasion, 38 National Tax Journal
345 (Septenber, 1985); discusses horizontal fairness

[ horizontal neans anal yzed anong Taxpayers of equal

I ncone] wth vertical fairness [vertical neans
anal yzed anong Taxpayers of different incone], in an

on-goi ng practice of tax evasion:

"Public Policy towards tax evasion reflects
conpl ex and often conpeting goals of collecting
taxes efficiently and treati ng Taxpayers

equi tably. Since Adam Smth, econom sts have
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been aware of the conflict between the

conpr ehensi ve coll ection of Governnent revenue
and the costly and unfair or "odious" nethod
necessary to enforce these conprehensive
collection rules.” - Skinner and Slenrod, id.,
at 345

That reference to Adam Smth is:

"A maj or source of Governnent revenue in Adam
Smith's day was duties, which 'by subjecting at
| east the dealers in the taxed commodities to
the frequent visits and odi ous exam nation of
the tax gatherers, expose them sonetines, no
doubt to sone degree of oppression; and al ways
to trouble and vexation; and although
vexation... is not strictly speaking expense, it
Is certainly equivalent to the experience at

whi ch every man would be willing to redeem from

it'." - Adam Smth in Walth of Nations, at 430
[ University of Chicago Press, Chicago (1976)].

As can been seen fromthe days of Adam Smith, tax
collection is very nmuch a continuing source of frictional
confrontati on between the Crown and the Countryside, and
under such an inherently tortional factual setting, tax
evasion will remain alive. Even though there is nothing

| mmoral or inproper about the use of inplied invisible
contracts by Juristic Institutions to raise revenue, tax
evasion will so remain on the scene until such tine as
Juristic Institutions are barred fromraising revenue
under these inplied contracts [as | w Il discuss |ater]

(inplied neaning invisible nmass contracts that are not

I ndi vidual |y negotiated with each Person); so Juristic

I nstitutions would then be required to rely on either
express negotiated contracts (nmeaning contracts negoti at ed
with every Person individually), or restricting the
mani pul ati ve use of inplied contracts to only those
factual settings where special optional benefits are being
offered. In both instances, you can forget about either of
t hese contractual restrai nnents ever surfacing in
Constitutions. [return]
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[ 24] Concern for the so call ed Underground Econony has
been a recurring theme within the corridors of Governnent.

By calling it the Underground Econony, the King's Agents
are trying to color an illicit and tainted i mage in such
activities; but the Kingis in no position to do so.

[Later | will talk about the use of guns, literally, by
Treasury agents in the 1800's, to seal up a national
nonopoly on circulating Currency; in the old days, private
m nts and businesses freely issued out their own
circulating coins and script, and so back then there was a
real question as to whether or not comon fol ks were

I nvol ved with what is called Interstate Commerce; but
t oday everyone is automatically "in" this invisible

Interstate Commerce by the use and recircul ati on of

Federal Reserve Notes, because the King once used his guns
and bouncers to acconplish by hard physical duress what

nat ural conpetitive econom c attraction and good conmobn
sense could not bring about: A tight national Governnent
nonopoly on circulating Currency instrunents, enforced by
penal statutes. Should we be surprised that today, the
King's Agents are nowtrying to tw st things around enough
so that those sane common fol ks who sinply do not want to
use the King's noney are now colored as being illicit
participants in that vile, illegitimte "Underground

Econony” -- but in fact the King should be the very | ast

one to tal k about what is illicit, vile, tainted, and
unsavory. |

For recent recurring Governnent concerns echoed on that
hei nous and obscene Under ground Econony, see:

1. The Congressional testinony of IRS
Comm ssi oner Jerone Kurtz, and two Treasury
termtes Richard Fogel and Robert Mason in

Heari ngs entitled Subterranean or Underground

Econony, held by the Subcomm ttee on Conmerce,
Consuners, and Monetary Affairs of the Commttee
on Governnental Operation; House of
Representatives, 96th Congress, First Session

( Sept enber, 1979).
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2. The Congressional testinony of Conm ssioner
Roscoe Egger and termte David dickman (Deputy
Assi stant Treasury Secretary for Tax Policy) in
Di sclosure of IRS Information to Assist with the
Enf orcenent of Crimnal Law, Senate Subconmttee
on Oversight of the IRS, Senate Finance
Committee, 97th Congress, First Session
(Novenber, 1981); Committee Serial No. 97-58.

Comm ssion Egger starts letting the Underground
Econony have it at page 63.

3. See al so Congressional Hearings entitled The

Under ground Econony, held by the Subcomm ttee on
Oversight, Commttee on Ways and Means, House of
Representatives, 96th Congress, First Session,
Serial No. 96-70 (July, Septenber, Cctober,
1979).

Various different mat hemati cal nodel s have been devel oped

on the Underground Econony. One nethod devel oped initially
in the United States involves the use of making inferences
about the underground econony on the basis of changes in

noney hol dings over a period of tine; see:

. PP.M Quttman in The Subterranean Econony, 33
Fi nanci al Anal ysts Journal 26 (Novenber/ Decenber,
1979);

. EEL. Feige in How Big Is the Irregul ar Econony?, 5
Chal | enge 22 Magazi ne, at page 5 (1979);

. B.S. Frey and WW Pomerehne in an article entitled
Measuring the Hi dden Econony: Though this Mdness,
There is Method in It, appears in a book called The
Under ground Econony in the United States and Abroad,
edited by Vito Tanzi [Lexington Books, Toronto
(1983)].

A British researcher devel oped an Under ground Econony
nodel using differences between estinmates of reported
I ncome on tax returns and ot her estimates of incone based
on househol d and industrial surveys of spending as an

http://famguardian.org/PublishedAuthors/I ndiv/M ercierGeorge/ I nvContrcts--02-ThirdPartyl nterfWithA Contract.htm (34 of 63) [3/30/2009 8:05:46 AM]



"Invisible Contracts' by George Mercier -- Third Party Interference With a Contract

i ndi cator of the percentage slice of the econony going
underground [see K. MaCafee in A Ginpse of the Hi dden

Econony, 316 Econom c Trends Magazi ne, at 81 (February,
1980)]. Another researcher based in Italy used data from
the relative level of public participation in what is

called the Oficial Labor Participation Rate to arrive at
his conclusions as to the nunber and magni tude of which
Italians are declining their Governnent's invitation to
deprive thenselves of daily necessities so their

Gover nnent can engage in conquests [see B. Contini in an

article entitled The Second Econony of Italy, in Vito

Tanzi's Underground Econony, id. Here in the United Stats,
one of the ways Governnent researchers probe for areas of
“illicit" subterranean activity is to exam ne what each
Aneri can spends per year for food and other retail
purchases, and then figure up a national per person
average. Based on that information, a reasonable figure
can be estimted that each typical American would spend
each year on, for exanple, food.

Then checking each city in the United States against that
nati onal average, they |l ook for food stores that are
selling food to a known popul ation area at a rate far in
excess of the national per person average -- then

obvi ously there are nore people in that city than official
census tracts are reporting. One such representative
nmetropolitan area of a city swirling in such anillicit
vortex of unreported incone and officially nonexistent
peopl e, not surprisingly, is Las Vegas, Nevada. [return]

[25] | feel unconfortable with the use of the word

Patriot, but it does describe a characteristic worthy of
admration, even though the majority of Patriots I wll be
referring to in this letter have been engaged in highly

| nmmoral activity, by dishonoring invisible contracts they
have no know edge of. [return]

[26] A British researcher argues that the hard suppression
of tax evasion by the Governnent is actually self-

def eati ng, since such a characteristically Gestapo
suppression of evaders produces the secondary effect of
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reduci ng aggregate tax recei pts by having di scouraged
econom ¢ activity; which if, in contrast, would have
surpassed those taxes that were evaded [see B. Bracewell -

MInes in The Fisc and the Fugitive: Exploiting the Quarry
appearing in "The State of Taxation," The Institute of
Econom ¢ Affairs, London (1977)]. Many other parallels
exist all throughout the very wde ranging field of

I nterpersonal relations that suggest that the rel axed

gui escent at nosphere generated by nice guys al ways vyi el ds
the nost fruit; but Bol shevik Gemins believe that they
are on an inportant mssion and that terror is an

| nportant accessory instrunent available to help them
acconplish their objectives, and so nice guys are in their
way, and Gemins have no roomfor people that are in
their way. [return]

[27] But the realization will never be universal:

"The problem[of both tax avoi dance and evasi on]
I's an ancient one. The natural desire of the
Citizen to pay as snmall a tax as possible is
doubtl ess as old as taxation. It would be
difficult, indeed, to devise a system of
taxation under which it would not rear its head.
In this day of manifold Governnental activities
Wi th the consequent need for constant and fi xed
revenues, it is of paranount inportance that the
revenue | aws be so drawn and so adm ni stered
that the taxes inposed do not depend for their
col l ection upon the whim caprice, or astuteness
of Taxpayers and their counsels.

"An added consideration is the equitable rights
of Taxpayers thenselves. It is of abiding

I nportance to Taxpayers as a class that each
Taxpayer pay his proportion of the tax burden,
that each Ctizen share the cost of Governnent

I n accordance with his ability to pay. Hence, in
conbati ng both evasi on and avoi dance, the
Governnment is protecting itself and the
equitable rights of all Taxpayers. The probl em
Is one in which small Taxpayers, in particular,

http://famguardian.org/PublishedAuthors/I ndiv/M ercierGeorge/ I nvContrcts--02-ThirdPartyl nterfWithA Contract.htm (36 of 63) [3/30/2009 8:05:46 AM]



"Invisible Contracts' by George Mercier -- Third Party Interference With a Contract

have a very definite interest. John Doe has a

t axabl e net inconme of one thousand doll ars.
Generally, John Doe pays his tax thereon. If he
tries to avoid he usually evades, because he is
unable to enploy skilled advisors, and many of

t he nmet hods by which he m ght avoid are not
avail able to him On the other hand, Henry Doe
has a taxable net incone of three thousand
dollars. He has skilled accountants and advi sors
to reduce this net incone and thereby mnimze
his tax liability. H s business and investnents
are, generally, of such a nature as to render
avai l able to himmany tax saving schenes. Hence,
the ability to pay frequently carries with it
the ability to avoid. After all, tax avoi dance
cannot be had at the dollar book counter." -

Luci ous Buck in Incone Tax Evasi on and

Avoi dance: Sone General Considerations, 26
CGeorget own Law Revi ew 863, at 863 (1937).

[return]

[28] At the present tine, while a majority of Americans
still do not perceive of things as being structurally
wrong, however, there are many other fol ks who do possess
inclinations of irritation:

“I'n an era of heavy taxation, nmany taxpayers,
not nerely "tax protestors," feel intense
irritation at the federal tax authorities..." -

Caneron vs. |.R S., 773 F.2nd 126, at 129
(1985). [return]

[ 29] Tax bureaucrats conduct extensive continuous
statistical research on various different nethodol ogi es of

conducting the best cracking that can be had for the tax
col l ection dollar spent. Based on technical information
derived fromsources within the IRS, researcher Ann Wtte,
et al., devel oped an econom c nodel of tax conpliance by
Aneri cans. She cane to the sane conclusions that I RS
statistical termtes had already arrived at | ong ago:

1. That the decline in tax audit rates during
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the 1970's may have accounted for a substanti al
portion of the decline in conpliance during that
peri od.

2. That increases in probability of tax audit
and such things as information reporting and tax
W t hhol ding are likely devices to increase tax
code conpliance [not very difficult to figure
out, but bureaucrats need to have it all handed
to theny.

3. That increases in noral anbival ence towards
tax conpliance will increase tax non-conpliance
[not very difficult to figure out].

The I RS divides Taxpayers into different strata of audit

cl asses since it believes that conpliance behavior differs
significantly on the basis of |evel and type of incone.
Ann Wtte constructed a statistical analysis for
honogeneity of coefficients across the seven audit cl asses

t hat her sources in the IRS would admt exi sted; she used

| east squares and a generalization of the chow test as
statistical tools to cone to a conclusion. That yes,
Taxpayers situated within the seven different strata of
audit cl asses devel oped by professional termtes in the

| RS do in fact exhibit an amazingly simlar nodus vivendi

to ot her Taxpayers in the sane class [nbdus vivendi neans
node of living in the sense that it is a tenporary
arrangenent pendi ng settlenment of sonme grievance]. Yes,
those termtes are quite proficient unknow ng Bol shevi k
instrunentalities at their juristic tasks of eating out

our substance [see Ann Wtte in The Effect of Tax Law and

Tax Adm ni stration on Tax Conpliance; The Case of the
United States Individual |Inconme Tax, 38 National Tax
Journal 1 (March, 1985)]. [return]

[ 30] The assessnents and judgnent calls that our King goes
t hrough in determ ni ng how nuch noney should stay on the
farm what m ni num anount i s needed by the farnmer for
survival, and then how nmuch should be turned over to the

State for his own Royal purposes, is the sane judgnent

http://famguardian.org/PublishedAuthors/I ndiv/M ercierGeorge/I nvContrcts--02-ThirdPartyl nterfWithA Contract.htm (38 of 63) [3/30/2009 8:05:46 AM]



"Invisible Contracts' by George Mercier -- Third Party Interference With a Contract

call that Gemins nestled in Juristic Institutions nade
world w de:

"We were back to food requisitioning, only now
It was called a tax. Then there was sonet hi ng
called '"overfilling the quota.'

"What did that nean? It neant that a Party
secretary would go to a collective farm and

det erm ne how nuch grain the collective farners
woul d need for their own purposes and how nuch
[grain] they had to turn over the State. Oten,
not even the local Party conmttee would
determ ne procurenents; the State itself would
set a quota for the whole district. As a result,
all too frequently, the peasants would have to
turn everything over they produced -- literally
everything! Naturally, since they received no
conpensati on whatsoever for their work, they

| ost interest in the collective farm and
concentrated instead on their private plots to
feed their famlies." - N kita Khrushchev in his

menoi rs Khrushchev Renenbers: The Last

Testanent, page 108 [Little Brown, Boston
(1974); translated by Genlin Strobe Tal bott].

The reason why Gemins world wide are continually
confronted with the sanme naggi ng taxation question over

and over again, is because they are dealing with direct

t axes operating largely on Ctizenship Contracts, and so
there is inherently always going to be tension, friction,
and confrontations, as direct taxes by their nature
require strict adm nistrative conpliance, which is
fundanental |y out of harnony with the happy go | ucky
nonchal ant anbi val ence many fol ks mani fest. And there wl|
al so be correl ative factual assessnents bei ng nade by
Governnent as to just what the perm ssible | evels of

tol erabl e enscrewnent are, that can be sustained by the
peasantry before en masse rejection gets out of hand. By

the nature of direct taxes, for the reciprocal
conpensati on denmanded, there never is any relationship to
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juristic benefits offered, nor any rel ationship between

I ncone extracted from people and Governnental needs -- and
so what we are left with is just an extraction fornul a
designed to nmaxi mze Crown enrichnment. [return]

[31]] And they al so know exactly what they are doi ng when
the go around the countryside | ooking for sone Tax
Protesting giblets to crack:

"Senat or Snoot hers: | have been concerned, M.

Al exander, [Director of the IRSin the md
1970's], and the commttee has received

I nformation regarding how the IRS deals with its
enemes, if you wll, particularly the tax

pr ot est or groups.

"We have information indicating that there has
been an effort nade to infiltrate these groups,
If you will, primarily based on their anti-IRS
activities, including such things as [their]
efforts at physical destruction [in] your [IRS
offices and the filing of reans of bl ank
returns. Is it your view that IRS investigators
shoul d be used in this capacity, or is this a
matter better handl ed by other investigative
agencies, |like the FBI?

"M . Alexander: M. Snoothers, there have been

I nstances where the use of the techni ques that
you descri bed woul d be necessary. Those

I nstances are few indeed. | think that the IRS
has a responsibility to see to it that those who
attenpt to defeat tax adm nistration and tax
enforcenent do not succeed. And, accordingly, as
to tax resisters, we have an interest, and
shall, | think, maintain an interest in nmaking
their efforts fail. But we also have a duty in
the fulfillment of this limted goal to live up
to constitutional principles and the | aw,
because we cannot enforce the |aw properly by

violating the law [a lie, but a cracker is not
about to tell the Congress anything el se].
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Tax protestors are indirectly related to tax
adm nistration, in that those who preach
resistance to tax laws are likely to practice

resi stance as well." - Hearings to Study

Governnmental Operations with Respect to

Intelligence Information, 94th Congress, First
Session, Volune 3 ["Internal Revenue Service"],
page 7; United States Senate (COctober 2, 1975).

A Genlin once had a few words to say about Executive

Power, such as that power w el ded by Presidents and his
adm ni strative assistants:

"Executive power conbines policy-making with the
direction of policy execution. It is this

conbi nati on that endows the executive organ in

t he governnental structure with its cruci al
functional inportance and vests it, or rather

t he persons who synbolize or control it, with
the nmystique normally surrounding a head of
State or a nonarch. In the mnds of the people,
a president, a king, or even a premer... plays
the role of leader, nmuch in the tradition of the
famly head, the village elder, or the tribal

chi ef.

"Through the ages, society has depended on the
chi ef executives for a sense of direction, and
t hey have stood at the apex of the social and
political hierarchy whenever necessity has
forced men to band together. Executive power
may, in fact, be the oldest and the nost
necessary social institution in the world. It
has taken many forns, has been established

t hrough diverse channels ranging frombirth to
pur posel y perpetrated death, and has been
invested with different ranges of authority at
various places and tinmes and in response to
varyi ng requirenents..

"The [bureaucratic] executive... is relatively
unhi ndered in the exercise of [this] power...
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Formal restraints, such as |egal injunctions,
are also either absent or circunvented, while
informal restraints [such as the press] are
sonewhat nore elastic in the assertion of their
cl ai ns agai nst the executive." - Zbigniew

Brzezi nski in Ideol ogy and Power in Sovi et

Politics, at 13 [Fredrick Praeger Publisher, New
York (1962)].

G emins know that folks will go right ahead and

| nprovi dently place an aura of nystique about the nom nees
t hey sponsor into visible executive positions in Juristic
Institutions, such as Presidents and Menbers of his
Cabinet -- while the real action [the |evel where the
bureaucracy is interfacing with the public, the |evel
wher e danages are being created), is taking place at a

| oner | evel -- an invisible bureaucratic level. And
Genmins are also cogni zant of the fact that formal |egal
restraints, such as those residing in the Constitution,
are in fact circunvented, as M. Al exander adm tted; and
third parties the public seens to trust, |like the Press,
are noted for their acquiescence of m schief through their
silence. Always renenber that Genlins nerely take

advant age of what is handed to them and wi |l back off
when the knife encounters a bone instead of nore flesh;
this is a Principle pronounced over and over again in

eccl esiastical settings, as Lucifer is identified as a

cl ever adversary specializing in taking prinme advantages
of weaknesses. Patriots assigning a degree of trust in the
Constitutional conpliance inclinations of |ower strata
bureaucratic underlings, by virtue of the stature
possessed by a President sponsored by Genlins, are in
error; as Genmin Brzezinski pointed out, when the house

I s under Grenlin managenent, such as the United States is
today, the policy maker is largely aloof fromthe
admnistrative termte. [return]

[32] It is my hunch that a contributing inducenent el enent
to the King's deceptive deflection of the justification
for the Incone Tax, away from our Father's Common Law on
Contracts and towards the phony 16th Amendnent, is likely
to also indicate the presence of a norbid intell ectual
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di sorder wwthin the King's Senior Tax Collectors in
Washi ngt on: A di sorder of deception. Consider the
conposi te conclusions that the psychol ogical fantasy lie,
of which Senior Tax Collectors manifest wth the
deception, is a sign of intellectual norbidity when
strongly devel oped, and additionally, is a synptom of

severe pat hol ogy [see Hel ene Deustch and Paul Roazen, On

t he Pat hol ogical Lie, in the Journal of the Anmerican
Acadeny of Psychoanal ysis, July, 1982, pages 369 to 386].
Anot her article which explores the clinical need for the
operant reconditioning of lie therapies to correct

structural deception disorders in the nodus operandi of
people is by Robert Langs, [witing in the International

Jour nal of Psychoanal yti c Psychot herapy, at pages 3 to 341
(1980-1981)], where he discusses psychot herapeutic
treatment nodalities on the treatnent of deception

di sorders, especially psychoanal ysis and

psychoanal ytically oriented psychot herapy. Boy, that
sounds |i ke just the right nedicine for the King's Senior
Tax Collectors. [return]

[ 33] Anerican Jurisprudence, |like Nature and society, is
stratified into different statuses. And people and objects
situated wthin those different strata (statuses) have
different rights, notivations, and objectives. | am not
convinced that there are not other secondary el enents
comng into focus when comng to grips wth this
psychol ogi cal analysis of the King's Tax Col |l ectors and
their deception regarding the legal validity and general
tax rel evancy of the 16th Amendnent. For an interesting

di scussion on the intricacies of deviant behavi or

mani fested in people by virtue of the el evated status they

hol d, see Social Stratification and Devi ant Behavi or by
John Hewitt [published by Random House (1970)]. M. Hew tt
tal ks about the enpirical connections between deviancy in
nodus operandi and sel f-perceived el evated status, when he
di scusses the "Anal ytical Mdels of Social Stratification
and Devi ant Behavior." [return]

[34] "During recent years there has been a general
agitation and demand in al nost every state in the union
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and in alnost every country in the world for intelligent,
fair, and practical reforns and readjustnents of their tax
systens to the end that every citizen nay be required to
contribute to the wants of the Governnent in proportion to
t he revenue he enjoys under its protection. To this end
the doctrine of equality of sacrifice or ability to pay is
bei ng universally invoked." - Representative George Hull,
on the floor of the House of Representatives in 1913; as

gquoted by Thomas Lyons in Incone Taxes ["Mdern Anerican
Law Lecture"], page 14 (The Bl ackstone Institute, Chicago,
1920). [return]

[ 35] Speaking of the Inconme Tax provision of the WIson

Tariff Bill, a Congressman once had a few flowery words to
say: "The passage of the [Wlson] bill wll mark the dawn
of a brighter day, with nore sunshine, nore of the songs
of birds, nore of that sweetest nusic, the |aughter of
children, well fed, well clothed, well housed. Can we
doubt that in the bright, happier days to cone, good, even-
handed Denocracy shall be triunphant? God hasten the era
of equality in taxation and in opportunity. And God
prosper the Wlson bill, first leaf in the book of reform
I n taxation, the promse of a brightening future for those
whose genius and | abor create the wealth of the |and, and
whose courage and patriotismare the only sure bul wark and
def ense of the Republic." - Representative David DeArnond,

of M ssouri (1894); [as quoted by Frank Chodorov in The
| ncome Tax, page 41 (Devin-Adair, New York 1954)].

Al ways renenber that David DeArnond was sent to Washi ngton

fromcountry folks in Mssouri -- ordinary Ctizens just
like us all, so to a large extent, he nerely replicated
the indifferent will of his Constituents who actually

admred a man of his pathetic calibre; so before
snickering at the clever Rothschilds, we need to realize
that we did this to ourselves. Although it is popular to
sni cker at Congressnen, Congressnen reflect sonewhat
fairly the judgnent calibre of their Constituents, and so
now the correct renedy lies not by slothing off

responsi bility by pointing to soneone el se and bl am ng
them and not by the selective political criticismof the
world's Genmlins (exenplary of Birchers and LaRouchies),
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but rather by a national internal self-exam nation that
originates, like everything else, individually:

"When politicians discover that the people wll
turn out in mass to the primaries, their hope of
controlling delegates in their own interest wll
di sappear; and whenever political conventions

di scover that the people will carefully
discrimnate in the selection of officers,
choosing only those who live within the Law and

who are pledged to support it -- those whose

| ives and characters are above reproach -- then
will political parties fear to put up for

el ection men who are unworthy. |If the people
wll only exercise their privileges as Anerican
Citizens, they will find in their own hands the
power to correct our present evils." - Mlvin J.

Ballard in Inprovenent Era ["The Politi cal
Responsibility of Latter-day Saints"], at 464
[ Desert Book, Salt Lake City (1954)]. [return]

[36] A Gemin once nade a Statenent that is a good
representation as to how Gemins think in taxation areas:

"The problem of the Governnment is to fix rates
which will bring in a maxi nrum anount of revenue
to the Treasury and at the sane tinme bear not
too heavily on the taxpayer or on business
enterprises. A sound tax policy nust take into
consideration three factors. It nust produce
sufficient revenue for the Governnent; it nust
| essen, so far as possible, the burden of
taxation on those |least able to bear it; and it
must al so renove those influences which m ght
retard the continued steady devel opnent of

busi ness and industry on which, in the | ast
anal ysis, so nuch of our prosperity depends." -

Gemin Andrew Mellon in Taxation: the People's

Busi ness, at 9 [MacM I 1ian Conpany, New York
(1924)].

Notice what is inportant to Grenmlins: Maxi mum revenue
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generation for the Governnent; and maxi mumtaxation from
the public that can be tolerated, individually and
comercially. Gemins do not concern thenselves wth such
pesky little nuisance questions as to whether the
Governnent really has any good cause to spend the nobney on
in the first place; Genlins do not concern thensel ves
with the correl ati ve damages experienced by fol ks as

| nportant resources are preenptively grabbed fromthem
resulting in a deprivation of mninmal material needs to
support a famly. Genmins do not want you and | to have
prosperity, they want the Governnent to have the
prosperity, so that once Governnent has got the noney,
then they can spend it. [return]

[ 37] Saudi Arabia acconplished its objective of
restraining other oil producers by increasing their oil
production to maxi nrum capacity, while refusing to raise

its own price. See nunerous articles in the Wall Street
Jour nal discussing the Saudi Arabian crude oil pricing

freeze while maxim zing their own oil production to
physical [imts:

«July 3, 1979 ["Saudi Arabia |Is Said To Pl an An
Increase In Its Ol Production"], page 3;

. July 10, 1979 ["President Confirnms Saudi Myve To
Boost G| Qutput Sharply"], page 2 ("... Saudi
production should have a noderating influence on
world oil prices...", id., at page 2);

. Septenber 27, 1979 ["Saudis Allowi ng H gher G| Level
To Remain In '79"], page 3;

. Novenber 29, 1979 ["Coll ection of Confusions" poorly
witten Editorial], page 2 (Saudi perspective on oi
pricing);

. Decenber 6, 1979 ["Saudi Arabia Probably Coul dn't
Bail Qut G| Consuners If Qutput In Iran Coll apsed"],
page 2 (Saudi at maxi numoil capacity);

. Decenber 13, 1979 ["Saudi Arabia O -Producing
Capacity Is Up To Alnost 11 MIlion Barrels a Day"],
page 3;

. October 27, 1980 ["How Energy Boss Met Secretly Wth
Yamani On Untinely Q1 Deal"], page 1 (Saudi oil
output raised, id., at page 23). [return]
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[ 38] For recent conmmentary of this idea expressing simlar
conclusions in different words, and based on different
reasoni ng, see:

1. Jon Harkness in Opec, Rationality and the

Macr oeconony, 7 Journal of Macroeconom cs at 567
(Fall, 1985); the author discusses a sinple two
nati on macronodel with OPEC exploiting the
vertical total supply curve of an open econony.
Has interesting theories intellectuals would

li ke.

2. Marie Paul e Donsinoni in Stable Heterogeneous

Cartels, 3 International Journal of Industri al
Organi zations, at 451 (Decenber, 1985);
originates fromthe Netherlands. The author

di scusses how cartels constrict and enl arge
their supply of product as denmand changes, in
order to maintain high prices and prevent cartel
nmenbers from having an incentive to | eave the
cartel. Under this nodel assunption, cartels
conposed of nmultiple types of firns can prosper
and enhance revenue with greater efficiency than
firms can individually outside of the cartel.
Once established, cartels act |like price |eaders
in an industry, with the uniqueness, size, and
conposition of cartels changing according to

mar ket denand.

3. MA Adelman in Western Hem sphere

Perspectives: G| and Natural Gas, 3
Contenporary Policy |ssues, at 3 (Summer, 1985).
The aut hor di scusses several conpeting and
conflicting incentives to change pricing on oil,
as they continuously seek to shift that el usive
equilibriumto favor thensel ves. The i ndivi dual
mar ket rol es and shared concerns of Argentina,
Canada, Ecuador and Mexico are discussed.

4. Claudio Loderer in A Test of the Opec Cartel
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Hypot hesi s: 1974-1983 in 40 Journal of Finance,
at 991 (July, 1985). Discusses oil pricing over
the last ten years, and addresses the

hypot heti cal question as to whether or not the
collusive policies of OPEC really had that nuch
of an effect on oil prices. Very scholarly, with
daily spot oil prices from 1973 to 1983,

equati ons, tables and other instrunments for
intellectuals to exercise with

5. Frank Bass and Ram Rao in Conpetition,

Strategy, and Price Dynami cs; a Theoretical and
Enpirical Investigation, 22 Journal of Marketing
Research, at 283 (August, 1985).

Di scusses the pricing inpacts of new conpetition
on industries domnated not by cartels, but by
ol i gopolies. The authors devel op a nodel
reflecting sonme sensitivity resulting from
demand di ffusion, saturation, and cost
reductions through growth in market share and
accunul ated experience. Price and market share
dynam cs are exam ned for the presence of a
possi bly conpetitive oligopoly; the authors

anal yze the pricing geonetries of sem conductor
manuf act uri ng conpani es and concl ude that the
growh rate of the demand pricing elasticity in
Integrated circuits and correl ated sem conduct or
products contributes significantly to pricing

geonetries (called Paths by the authors) across
di fferent products. Wth graphs and equati ons,
this is an intellectual's delight.

6. K. Sridhar Morthy in Using Gane Theory to

Model Conpetition, 22 Journal of Marketing
Research, at 262 (August, 1985). The aut hor
presents the idea that conpetition springs from
I nt erdependence in effect between conpetitors,
such that actions taken by one firmw /Il have

| npact and create both opportunities and

| npedi ments on its conpetitors. The author

creates a Gane Theory, whereby deci sion nmakers
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can nodel prospective reactions by conpetitors
on what it does. Applications are nmade into:

(a) Product and price conpetition;
(b) Price wars;

(c) The product quality/price

relati onship

(d) Conpetitive bidding conpetition.

7. Jehoshua Eliasberg in Anal ytical Models of

Conpetition with Inplicat