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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
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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

http://famguardian.org/PublishedAuthors/I ndiv/MercierGeorge/InvContrcts--01-I ntroduction.htm (13 of 136) [3/30/2009 8:04:24 AM]



Invisible Contracts by George Mercier -- Introduction

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]
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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
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(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
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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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