
On The Nature of Ethical Inquiry
By

Stunned at Sunset

Part II
“me try xplain this beter u r god in yor universe but u not god in gods universe”
[I will try to explain this better.  You are god in your universe but you are not God is God’s Universe {Words 
capitalized denote order of authority and for grammar}]

“u need unerstan this u can only be god in yor own universeu can not be god in gods universe  
ok”
[You must understand this: you can only be god in your own universe.  You cannot be God in God’s Universe. 
Okay? (equivalency: Understand?) {Words capitalized denote order of authority and for grammar}]

“u not in yor own universe yet ok”
[You are not in your own universe yet.  Okay? (equivalency: Understand?)]

“u keep on belive u get yor own universe this take many line times lived then u get yor own  
universe”
[You must continue to believe that you will eventually get your own universe.  This will take many timelines lived. 
Then, you will get your own universe]

“you play god now u just belive u part god universe only”
[You play god now, you just believe you are part of God’s Universe only.  {Words capitalized denote order of 
authority and for grammar}] 

“eventual u create yor universe by belive but 4 now u r god in training ok”
[Eventually, you will create your own universe by believing but, for now, you are just gods in training.  Okay? 
(equivalency: Understand?)]

“what u think u create what u create by thinkings play very big role yes ok”
[What you think, you create!  What you create by your thought will play a very big role.  Yes it will.  Okay? 
(equivalency: Understand?)]

The wisdom of the CHANI entity
Excerpts from the article in Nexus Magazine page 55, June/July 2011

“me tel u now” dialog 
The CHANI Project (Channeled Holographic Access Network Interface) by “Acolyte”

Circa: 1994-1999, C.E.; South Africa 

“The CHANI entity explained that contact  was made because he was our equivalent  of  a  
‘student’ and had authority from his Elders to interact with, observe, study and learn from us.  
The Entity explained that his Elders ‘noticed us and our whole solar system’ when we crossed  
into ‘their’ parallel universe. The Entity also explained that we weren’t the only race reaching  
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this crossroads/merge, and they were monitoring other alien races from other planets in our  
solar system as well. The Entity was specifically tasked to study us (humans, Earth), while  
other students were tasked to study other races and planets corresponding to their planet  
and solar system. It was not just a merging or colliding of our Earth reality, but it was our  
complete solar  system colliding with the reality  of  another  ‘parallel’  solar  system. As we  
humans  (with  some alien  assistance/technology)  had been ‘playing with  dark  and portal  
matters’,  the  result  was  that  our  whole  solar  system  traversed  into  “their”  universe  of  
visibility/perception.”

Excerpt from the article Nexus Magazine page 55, June/July 2011
“me tel u now” dialog 

The CHANI Project (Channeled Holographic Access Network Interface) by “Acolyte”
Circa: 1994-1999, C.E.; South Africa

During that time (1994 through 1999; a period of roughly five years), researchers working on 
the Channeled Holographic Access Network Interface, began receiving communications from an 
entity who identified himself as a being residing in a parallel timeline, in a parallel dimension of  
another parallel universe.  What followed was a remarkable dialog between the entity and the 
researchers.   Over this period of time, the researchers asked the CHANI Entity over 20,000 
questions and received answers to more than ninety-five per cent of them.  One researcher 
described  the  event  as  an  “…  orgasmic  interaction  between  science,  theory  and  spiritual  
awareness."  

Though the project had begun in 1994, the actual communications dialog between the research 
team on Earth and the CHANI Entity began sometime in October of 1999.  Project technicians 
had began a series of software and hardware upgrades 
to  all  of  the  collider’s  components,  equipment,  and 
computer networks.  The purpose was to implement a 
Y2K  compliant  upgrade.   Soon,  researchers  realized 
that this upgrade effort had resulted in a bizarre and 
unexplainable  effect  on  the  CHANI  research  project. 
On  November  14,  1999  contact  with  the  Entity  was 
effectively lost. The Entity was verified to them in ways 
and methods that are still highly classified and which 
cannot  be  discussed.  [The  CHANI  Project; 
http://thechaniproject.com/nexus.html]

 

The Ascension Dialog
The fantastic,  bizarre,  and other-worldly story of  the 
CHANI  Entity  sounds  too  “spaced-out”  to  believe,  I 
know,  but  it  is  an  event,  recorded  in  our  human 
history, that adheres to the theoretical supposition of 
Dewey Larson’s  Reciprocal System of Space and Time. 
Larson believed that  the contexts of  space and time 
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were diametrically opposite of each other—what scientists call a reciprocal relationship.  Within 
these  contexts  Larson  envisioned  parallel  realities  operating  within  many  of  the  same 
mathematical laws that govern our own universe.  So, the CHANI Entity’s access to our realm of 
the “Multiverse” should have come as no surprise to those research scientists but it did.

Years before, Don Elkins had already concluded over nineteen years of meticulous research into 
the “Ra Material” and had established empirical evidence that his research team had actually  
been communicating with a being of a higher order of intelligence.  The entity, “Ra” explained 
the workings of our universe in much the same way that the CHANI Entity did and he added 
greater detail  because Dr. Elkins was an experienced researcher and planned his interviews 
with great care and meticulous preparation.

Cosmology
Chapter introductions aside, the whole point of this essay is to explore some really perplexing  
dilemmas associated with our present  mindset in a logical  progression of  suppositions that 
build upon our initial curiosity a fundamental understanding of “the way things are.  Why does  
it seem so difficult for us to either believe in these fantastic events or to understand them?  I’ve 
chosen to take the philosophical approach and discuss the articles of our reality, those of which 

we are aware, from a metaphysical perspective. 
You  might  want  to  conduct  similar  inquiries 
from another point of view.  I would welcome 
civil  discussion  in  any  case.   Such  a 
metaphysical  perspective can be supported by 
science  and empirical evidence; after all, these 
methodologies are not mutually exclusive.  One 
can  be  used  to  conduct  an  inquiry  into  the 
“explanation”  produced by  the  other  (and,  of 
course, vice versa).

So,  metaphysically  speaking  (though  from  a 
scientific  perspective),  everything  in  the 
Universe is created from pure light electrons we 
can call:  “the mind of  God.”   These electrons 
contribute their material presence to help make 
up the atoms that are the fundamental building 

blocks of our physical world—the World without.  Science teaches that they orbit the nuclei of 
atoms binding—holding together—the atom in a stable, predictable pattern of actuality.  The 
geometrical design as well as the velocity of their orbit about the nuclei, together with other  
aspects of physical science, actually determines the type of atom the infrastructure represents. 
That “type” of infrastructure determines the atom’s rate of vibration.  Everything that manifests 
itself to our awareness emits such a rate of vibration specific to its energy signature.  The lower  
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the level of vibration the lower that article of our reality will be within the spectrum of light of  
which we, as humans, are aware.1

Within the context of this metaphysical reasoning, we are permitted to understand a scientific  
and purely logical  point of  view and that is that  (1)  everything in the Universe is “energy”  
(which can neither be created nor destroyed)2 and (2) all this energy vibrates at different levels 
of frequency and amplitude.3  Okay.   Between my metaphysical  assertion and the scientific 
“explanations”  in  the footnotes,  I  think  that  we can say that  our  “New Age”  theorists  are 
somewhat correct about this fundamental aspect of our Universe.  Its cosmology is defined by 
“light.”  Vedic practitioners and Buddhist devotees should now stop trying to prove their point  
about  “Chakras”  in  this  regard  because  these  “religious”  viewpoints  have  an  associated 
scientific “explanation” that is supported by empirical evidence … granted, I used twelfth-grade 
Chemistry  to  provide  it  but,  hey,  science  is  science.   Then,  philosophically  speaking,  if  
something is proven to be true or to have a particular quality of “Truth,”4 it should then become 
apparent to the observer (that’s us) after a period of time, that it is, in fact, the “Truth” or—at  
the very least—that it can possess the quality of “Truth.”5 

This leads our discussion into another realm of scientific research: that of Don Elkins, Ph.D. and 
his research team and the resulting material produced by a study that he conducted for over 19 
years entitled: “The RA Material” (a.k.a. “The Law of One”). 

The “Law of One” was published as a series of five books.  They are available to the general  
public.  You can access this comprehensive (and very scientifically orchestrated work) here:

1 You can go here to pick up on a more “spiritual” explanation if you prefer: 
http://www.selftransform.net/DensitiesandDimensions.htm
2 This is known as “the law of conservation of energy” and it states that the total energy of an isolated system 
cannot change—it is said to be conserved over time.  Energy cannot be created or destroyed, but is  can change 
form; for instance, chemical energy can be converted to kinetic energy (an explosion, controlled or otherwise).  
[Wikipedia]
3 Scientifically speaking,  under conditions that  can be understood as “normal,”  electrons are in their  “ground  
state,” that is, a state of rest, of normalcy, of physical adaptation to their association—with  nuclei or with other  
electrons.  In the presence of an externalized energy influence (say, an electrical discharge caused by the flow of 
adjacent electrons) the electron will  then "jump" to a higher state (a higher energy level)  called the “excited  
state”—it changes its mode of being!  As the electron returns to its original state (the “ground state”), it then emits 
energy. The “energy” released takes the form of electromagnetic radiation (visible light). Each color of light has a 
specific frequency (read: vibration). There is a mathematical formula that defines this process (known as Planck’s 
Constant): E = hv where “E” is a determination of the energy a photon “h” (a “light thingme”) can produce and “v” 
the frequency of its associated electromagnetic wave.  This “relationship” of energy to frequency is called “the  
Planck  Relation”  or,  put  to  words,  the  higher  the frequency,  the  greater  the amount  of  energy  that  will  be  
released.  The different “elements” of our Periodic Chart of the Elements contain electrons that vibrate at various  
energy levels.  So each element has its own vibratory aspect which  we see as a specific color of our definable 
spectrum of light. [Wikipedia]
4 When I refer to the “truth” in this fashion—“Truth”—I am suggesting  absolute “truth,” that is, “truth” as it is 
given to us from the thoughts of the All-Mind—The One Infinite Creator.
5 “Truth” is definitive.  “Truth” is absolute.  “There can only be one definitive, absolute “Truth” associated with any 
particular aspect of our Universe.
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http://www.llresearch.org/ where you will be able to download free copies of the five books.

and here:

http://www.spiritofra.com/Ra-section%201.htm where you can access “summaries” that will be 
helpful to your studies.

This work can also be acquired inexpensively in a publication from Whitford Press available at  
Amazon.com.

I’ve taken the time to give you this information because the material contained in this work is  
very profound from our own insular point of view as the dominant form of sentience on this  
planet.   Many people make the mistake of  operating under the influence of  Third Density,  
three-dimensional prescriptive thinking ingrained in our mindset as a meme 6 of our somewhat 
dysfunctional  system  of  theological  and  ideological  apologetics—and  that  goes  for  every 
organized religion and every socio-political system of governance!  Apologetics (from the Greek 
meaning:  “speaking  in  defense")  is  a  discipline  of  defending  a  specific  religious  position 
(although it can be a position that is otherwise not religious) through the systematic disclosure 
of  relevant  information.   For  example:  Early  Christian theologians  were called “apologists.” 
Apologetics uses legal nuance in its dialog.  It is an attempt to validate a particular policy or  
divine  a  specific  “authenticating  point  of  view”  about  any  kind  of  belief  system  through 
contention  using  a  mix  of  dogma  and  empirical  evidence.    Apologetics  has  a  prevailing 
vernacular and from this point of view, we can classify its “exposition” as common philosophical 
reconciliation.  [This explanation was developed from 
information in the Wikipedia]

As  I  was  saying,  this  particular  aspect  of  our 
mindset (that of being under the influence of 
one  sort  of  meme  or  another)  creates  a 
paradox that becomes unmanageable if we fail 
to discard all of the bullshit associated with our 
observations.  I’m not saying that you have to 
simplify  the  information  you’ve  received, 
stripping  out  the  relevant  details  of  its 
architecture to the degree that you’re left with 
nothing of value.  What I mean is this: If you hypothesize an estimable argument in the defense 
of any particular mindset, to  validate  that estimation, you will  have  to provide the observer 
access to the underlying “truth” associated with your assertion.  That not only requires logic  
and  empirical  evidence;  it  also  demands  that  the  information’s  “clarity”  stand  on  its  own 
principles.  So, you can’t make an assertion as “truth” if you claim that it is “true” because you  
said that it was “true.”  That’s subjective and offers no principle.  In communicating the “Truth,” 
we’re going to have to establish an order of reasoning that compels our “observer” to arrive at 
the same conclusion within the boundaries of its own mindset.

6 Meme: a noun; a way of thinking or any other element of human social behavior passed on through the various 
generations within a culture via the use of ritual or as the result of the influence of repetition that defines any  
commonly accepted behavior as a “norm.”
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My Brother Tertius
To move on to the next step in our essay’s argument, I’m going to borrow the words of my 
brother in the Light, Tertius Gaudens7 (that’s his avatar).  Well, Tertius was in a “quandary” one 
day just like we are in the context of this discussion.  He was trying to understand just why our  
present world without is so dysfunctional—why we were deficient at building any element of 
our own human condition.  In the course of his musings he realized that it was because, over  
great epochs in our evolutionary development,  we gradually determined that our “point of 
purpose” as a species was exploitation.  Everything alive exploits its environment and the other 
articles within that closed universe.  However, humans made the act of exploitation something 
more than  instinctive.  What our forebears began to develop was, in fact, a “self-apparent” 
doctrine of existence.  They reasoned that humans should exploit the utility, accessibility, and 
availability  of  everything  around  them  (Including  other  humans!)  and  as  time  moved  on 
inexorably, their reasoning developed the sophistication of a self-sustaining ideology.  In our 
present condition, we are taught at an early age to submit to this “Ideology of Exploitation.”

In a fundamental way, this exploitation is achieved through the intellectual abrogation of the  
obvious.  If one looks at “the world without” one would notice that everything is associated 

with  and  connected  to  everything  else. 
We  survive  through  our  dependencies.  
New  Age  theorists  claim  that  this  is 
empirical evidence of the claims made by 
Vedic and Buddhist teachers that “we are 
one.”   To  support  the  “Ideology  of 
Exploitation,” we would have to engage in 
an  act  of  separating  ourselves  from 
anything  that  we  were  observing.   My 
brother  Tertius  calls  this  by  its 
philosophically  formal  definition, 
“Subject/Object Separation.”  To explain, 
observing a “subject” intuitively separates 
it  as  an  article  of  the  observable  world  

without and establishes a declaration of itself as being “apart” from the world which it then 
declares is the “object” it is observing.  If you can think of the world without in this fashion (as 
not  “being”  one  with  it),  then  everything  you’re  observing  becomes  an  object  in  your 
observations and can, subsequently, be exploited.8  In the development of this “outlook” on our 
life experience, our thinkers—Descartes in particular—provided additional theoretical license 
for this entire “idea” of the “exploitation” of “things” that we declare to be objects of the world  

7 Tertius gaudens is a Latin term which means “a rejoicing third.” It means that a third party will have benefits  
when two other people are in some dispute. In other words, tertius gaudens refers to a situation in which one 
party benefits from a conflict among two others.
8 As “observed” by the philosopher, Heidegger.
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without.  Descartes made a powerful assertion that all of what we call Nature would become a 
source of  things  that  could be exploited—used as elements of  whatever process we might 
engineer  to  accomplish  any  particular  outcome.   Together  with  John  Stewart  Mill´s 
utilitarianism,  and  Adam  Smith’s  obsession  with  “wealth,”  Descartes’  mathematical 
machinations9 and  ideological  musings  helped  lay  the  foundation  of  our  present  economic 
model  for  adulterating just  about  anything we endeavor  to accomplish:  Capitalism!10   The 
premier operational principle of Capitalism is exploitation; without an unencumbered capacity 
to “exploit” all of the elements of any process, Capitalism would not function.

Tertius  goes  on  to  establish  a  provenance  for  our  quandary  by  explaining  that  a  dynamic 
rationalization between two philosophical perspectives (that of Hegel and that of Karl Marx) 
contributed to the next global refinement to the “Ideology of Exploitation.”  According to Karl  
Marx, Georg Wilhelm Friedrich Hegel theorized a basic description of the manner in which the 
general population determines its niche within the context of any society.  He articulated a 
method of argument for resolving disagreement.  This methodology had actually been a central 
premise  of  European and Indian  philosophy since antiquity 
but  Hegel  “illuminated  it.”11  It’s  called  “The  Hegelian 
Dialectic.” It is a method of discourse between two or more 
people holding  different  views about a  particular subject for 
which they wish to establish the “truth” of the matter guided 
by  reasoned arguments.  Such dialectic embodies the art of 
rhetoric because the dialectic argument can never arrive at 
any particular conclusion; each assumption—as an element in 
dispute—has the capacity to become the next differing view. 
In other words, within the context of the Hegelian Dialectic, a 
discussion  could  go  on  forever  and  never  prosper  as  a 
resolution of any quandary.

Karl Marx, being a hard-nosed rationalist, threw out all that 
equivocal speculation as nothing more than an epistemology 
focused on “universal” themes supported by baseless theory.  In general, he thought, human 
knowledge is the product of thought systems that exist as historically variable collections of 
relevant but unrelated conceptual frameworks.  They really don’t follow the regimented and 
keenly articulated metaphysical, logical, and epistemological arguments that “connect” to the 
issue of just how human cognition can even view the world without as a collection of objects!12 

9 Remember: One of Descartes' most enduring legacies was his development of Cartesian or analytic geometry,  
which uses algebra to describe geometry. [Wikipedia]
10 No, I am neither a “socialist” nor am I a “communist.”
11 [Wikipedia]
12 The  authority  and  influence  with  which  these  individuals  convey  their  various  “theories”  was  supported, 
encouraged, promoted, and—eventually—enforced by the “western university system” through its complex and 
continually  evolving  programs  of  accreditation.   During  this  time,  our  “shamanic”  traditions—the  product  of 
elementary  reasoning,  experience,  and  unpretentious  cognition—was  systematically  discredited  by  this  very  
system of education.  Eventually, this “community of professional educators” convinced their governing authorities 
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Tertius poses the question: “How do we know, for example, that the Pythagorean Theorem 
holds universally, for all possible right triangles?”13  If what these men say is “true” about the 
nature and cosmological complexion of our Universe, then how might we ever become aware 
of the potential for that same Universe to be  infinite?   Given that we can only see a finite 
number of “objects,”14 how can we accept the principle that this Universe could contain every 
possible “right triangle” ever conceived?  That’s the paradox!

Are you getting all of this?

To continue; there is only one way to acknowledge paradox and explain it with some precision 
and  that  is  to  illuminate  the  immutable  difference  between  language  (our  method  of 
communicating “ideation”) and reality.  Language, my brother Tertius asserts, is not identical to  
the reality the language is trying to describe (that is, the language we choose to employ).  Put 
another way, a person’s description of what is being observed is not the actual thing.  And that 
conclusion takes us all the way back to our discussion of “wholeness” and the implicative order  

as we were mulling it  over in Part I  of 
this essay.

Language  then,  becomes  the  core  of 
most human problems.  Language, as a 
deficient  interpretation  of  the  human 
mind  system’s  thoughts,  can  generate 
causal events the occurrences of which 
have  no  resemblance  to  the  outcome 
originally  conceived within the thought 
process.    So,  if  finding  the  proper 
language to “describe” reality can be so 
difficult,  how  can  we  perceive  “truth” 
through its use?   Tertius then turns to 
an old Latin expression to make a point 
to us: “Veritas est adeaquatio intellectus 

et  rei”  which  is  to  say,  “The  truth  of  the  matter  is  in  its  adequate  understanding.15  The 
“intellect” must achieve the capacity to know things as well as qualify them!  

to encourage the condemnation of these priceless shamanic traditions and, over time, this more fundamental way  
of thinking about our Cosmos became a social taboo.  This is part of the technique associated with sustaining the 
“Ideology of Exploitation;” you have to destroy any alternative viewpoint.  Today, these shamanic traditions are  
enjoying a modest recovery of their value as ancient wisdom but, after centuries of being submerged in a sea of  
speculative dogma, the damage to our mindset has been done.  We presently think in terms that seldom entertain 
any alternative view.  This is the reason why our scientific community is so astonished when confronted with an  
inexplicable paranormal experience.  We have become “ideologues” in the purest sense of that word.
13 Kind of boggles your mind, doesn’t it?
14 Because of the limitations of our five senses through which we perceive the physical world without.
15 The Christian Apologist, Thomas Aquinas is credited with this saying.
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The resolution of this paradox rests with the “adequation” of our intellect as it deals with the 
thing that  we’re observing;  to “adequate” is  to acquire information sufficient to define the 
articles of your reality as they are observed as objects for a specific requirement (exploitation?). 
As Tertius points out, since there can be no adjective or phrase limiting or restricting a “thing” 
to  a  particular  kind  or  type  of  embodiment,  (manifestation,  appearance,  exhibition)  then, 
neither can we restrict or limit the language we use to describe it to “the other” or even to 
ourselves.  This implies that “thinking” is linked to our external “world without” by some notion 
of  proportion.   Now consider  this:  if  our  ethical  and moral  consideration  of  the “truth”  is  
defined by  these  cockamamie  parameters  of  a  deficient  language  representing  a  defective 
thought  process,  wouldn’t 
it  be  logical  to  conclude 
that  “truth”  itself  can  be 
considered  an  object  and, 
therefore,  can  be  used  
(exploited)  for  something; 
an agenda, in support of a 
lie,  to  exemplify  an 
ideological distortion of its 
properties  (bending  the 
truth, so-to-speak), or even 
to  construct  a  declaration 
denying  its  existence 
(“There is no God!”)?   Can 
you understand this?

Tertius  asserts  that  the  consequences  of  such  a  distortion  of  meaning,  knowledge,  and 
understanding  are  more  than  just  enormous!   Within  this  paradigm  of  governance  where 
“thought” is orchestrated upon the unwashed masses by deficient civilization builders, 16 who 
mire  their  reasoning  in  abstract  fabrications  of  ethical  behavior,  topical  significance,  and 
subjective and arbitrary determinations, our World, the Cosmos, truth, and reality can now be 
categorized as “objective” and considered “objects” seen as separated by “us” the observing 
subjects.   They no longer have anything to  do with “us”  and,  according to our “New Age” 
theorists “we” (humanity) should function as the “I Am”—as a living, sentient, creature bound 
to  the  One  Infinite  Creator.    Within  the  context  of  this  “cosmology,”  “I”  cannot  see  the 
connections between me—myself--and the Cosmos surrounding me.  I am not aware of truth as 
connecting everything and occurring with a mysterious uniformity but as an objective “thing” to 
be  exploited—manipulated  whenever  an  intangible  need  arises  in  my  twisted,  distorted, 
dysfunctional “Self.”  And, wouldn’t you know it, boys and girls, that’s just what the bastards 
have been doing!  My brother Tertius has obviously helped me make a significant point in this  
discussion; wouldn’t you know it!

I have to believe that this comprehensive “explanation” describing humanity’s central problem 
as we observe it in the “now,” has got to be as much of a revelation to you as it was to me! 

16 The WingMaker James uses this descriptive phrase effectively.
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However, the unsettling aspect of all of this “discussion” thus far is that the inquisitive among 
us—people like you and me—haven’t noticed a whole hell of a lot of difference between these 
ideological  yahoos and many present-day “New Age” sophists  who maintain that  there are 
“techniques”  for  achieving  “higher  consciousness,”  traversing  other  dimensions,  and  even 
graduating to higher densities!  These are the people my brother Tertius casually refers to as  

“the  technocrats.”   True,  he’s  categorizing 
them in  the course  of  the  conversation  but 
he’s  really  not  “objectifying”  them when he 
explains  that  your  inner  work  shouldn’t 
become  embroiled  in  psychotic  exercises—
continually  reviewing  human  fear  and 
emotional and physical pain as a therapy that 
promotes “healing” for healing then becomes 
the object  that  serves  a  purpose.   That  act, 
brothers  and  sisters  of  the  light,  is  the 
exploitation  that  robs  us  of  “truth”  as  a 
knowing;  it  uncouples  us  from our  inherent 
unity  and  compels  us  to  become  “the 
creature”  and  not  an  exalted  sovereign 
integral at one with the Infinite Creator.  This 
is  the  consequence  of  our  Third  Density, 
three-dimensional prescriptive thinking.  

This  becomes  patently  obvious  to  all  of  us 
when  we  consider  our  circumstances.   We 
reflect upon the days of our youth when our 
water  was  refreshing,  our  food  was 
nourishing, our planet a magical wonder to all 
of  us.   The  skies  were  very  often  a  deep 
majestic  blue,  the  oceans  replete  with  all 
manner of life.  The Earth was much cleaner 

and the scent of its soil and atmosphere gave us cause to reminisce; a phenomenal abundance  
of every conceivable thing gave us reason to rejoice during each and every harvest.  What is it  
now, today, in this moment?  I know that I never wanted all this pollution, death, destruction,  
and conflict!  I can sense that neither do any of you.  If our Third Density, three-dimensional  
prescriptive  mind  had  entered  into  a  truly  higher  “unity  consciousness,”  why  aren’t  the 
mathematical laws of the Cosmos working?  If our Universe is a “hologram” it certainly doesn’t 
seem to be functioning like one—according to the mathematics of the Mandelbrot Fractal, that 
is.  Why isn’t our love, sense of equity, fairness, harmony, and hope for peace, prosperity, and 
abundance manifesting itself in the whole?  Why does it seem that “the Dark” has gotten the 
“upper hand?”
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As I wrote my dearest brother, Tertius, in reply: We sometimes plod these paths of resistance 
with  a  wholly  intuitive,  artistic,  and  emotionally  heartfelt  abandonment  of  reason  as  a  
ratification principle. Why is that? 

Well,  one  of  those  abandoned  reasons  is  that,  having  suffered  beneath  the  yoke  of  
manufactured  obligation  for  most  of  our  lives  as  the  “objects”  of  exploitation,  our  years 
advance and, inevitably, the end of our human experience approaches.  It is only then we all 
tend to grasp at—what we convince ourselves to be—the unpretentious.  None of us discover 
this dalliance with the obvious until it’s too late.  It becomes a familiarity of the kind that does  
not comfort us as our understanding of such behavior is limited by our ignorance of the World 
within.  And so, we externalize the problem as having much to do with our human cognition. 
We reason that is has become fragmented by the motive behind an indeterminate external  
force we refer to as our “intellect.”  And we go on to attribute this “thing” as having an “other-
worldly,” disembodied empowerment capable of obscuring our understanding of what is real.  
In  reality,  our  intellect  functions  as  a  subset  of  our  intuition  defining  the  unnatural  and 
inordinate propensity we all  exhibit for the implicate order as we dissect the Whole to our  
satisfaction  (thereby  creating  these 
“objects”).

We make these unqualified assumptions 
and to our peril, they later teach us that 
we  have  initiated  a  causal  event, 
through  the  distortion  of  our 
misunderstanding,  the consequences of 
which become the  effects  that  we will 
struggle  to avoid.   Realizing  that  these 
hypotheses meet the criteria associated 
with  the  characteristics  of  the “Truth,” 
we are left  to scrutinize the claim that 
there  has  been  a  “Shift”  with  scathing 
skepticism.   It  is  ostensible  that  this 
transformative event has been,  is now, 
and  will  forever  be  asserted  as  pure 
speculation  for—our  present  human 
condition having no apparent access to 
the  assets  of  unity  consciousness that 
would make using such a preference amenable to that “liberated mindset” so prejudiced by the 
deep “feelings” of our hearts.  Quantum physics didn’t give us the “Truth” that “science” can 
describe “God.” The One Creator/God gave us a glance into the inconceivably complex and 
wonderful hidden region of Its thoughts.  That is not a polemic; it is an acknowledgement that 
we have been given access to an entire communications corridor and it is because we merely 
“seek” the “Truth.”  If we make any attempt at all to understand the All-Mind, it will be made  
using  our  mind  as  a  balanced,  articulate,  inquiring  appliance  of  fluid  contemplation;  a 
contrivance of many distinct operational characteristics that function as a whole.
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That having been said, the events that are taking place all over the planet are not indications of 
an evolving “Shift”  in vibrations;  neither do these events advance any speculation that the 

“Shift”  may  have  already  occurred.    The  brutal  wars, 
imploding  economies,  natural  disasters,  and  shifting 
socio-political  entanglements are evidence that the old 
paradigm of the “Ideology of Exploitation” is collapsing. 
This paradigm of manipulation was envisioned and made 
manifest in separation.  It had no principles to support its 
inauguration—no universal laws to govern its evolution. 
A fabrication conceived in the act of alienating ourselves 
from  the  Divine,  it  never  adequately  expressed  the 
cosmology of Creation as it “truly” functions, holistically, 
in  “God’s  Universe”  apart  from  our  intellectual 
abstraction  with  separation  and  the  mean  justice  of 
“service to self.”

Neither are the reasons for everything we are witnessing 
the product of our “Groupthink.”  They are the disasters 
of  our  downfall.   We  are  the  “fallen  angels.”   Those 

aspects of the Cosmos that we can perceive with our five senses are the material evidence that 
we live in “God’s Universe” and not within our own.  We are only empowered to correct our 
own mindset as  it  compels us to  reason  together  that  we are  not  in  control  of  the World 
without.  We are gods in training only; students of the mysterious and powerful Wisdom of the 
Prime Creator.  Here, on this plane of existence we are taught the mechanics of our World  
within and that world has no supporting connections to the World without by reason of our  
unfathomable stupidity.  We will know tranquility when we have completed our inner work,  
that’s true, and there will  be a balance struck as our spirit resumes its journey toward  true  
enlightenment.  But, before we can achieve that balance we will have to use our inherent skills 
to bathe our minds in the universal truth that “we are all one with the Infinite Creator!”

—Continued in Part III—
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