ONTAC

THE PHOENIX JOURNAL
Y2K—THE NEW MILLENIUM

KNOWING TRUTH IS NOT ENOUGH,

SUCCESSFUL CHANGE REQUIRES ACTION

VOLUME 25, NUMBER 6

NEWS REVIEW

$ 3.00

AUGUST 30, 1999

GLOBAL Alliance

Forming In Phillipines

8/26/99—#2

GURUS, PROFESSORS, COHANS, TEACHERS:
IS THERE A DIFFERENCE?

Only in the small-print definition and as categorized
by “subject”, department, or having to have more
definitive information do the above terms have meaning.
And by whose critique? It is much like a University
degree: is the degree in Medicine, Law, Philosophy, Art,
Music—what? The degree CANNOT be in “Military”
Science, “Political” Science’, etc., because there is NO
RESEMBLANCE OF “SCIENCE” IN ANY SUCH
CATEGORIES—ESPECIALLY “RELIGIOUS”
SCIENCE. Even your LANGUAGE has been changed
to mean something you don’'t understand but accept as
readily as your next meal for the puppet-masters. SO
SPEAK RIGHT UP AND IDENTIFY, AND IDENTIFY
YOUR EXPERTISE.

We dl noted in Rick’s “WATCHER” paper that he
noted that in spite of too much SENSATIONALISM—

Korton (jonur) “carried the paper” (CONTACT), since
the Spectrum (and himself) group are no longer “doing”
the paper. Sensationalism? Too sensational? Thisis
followed or preceded by most of Spectrum dealing with
shape-shifting space reptilians and the reptilian shape-
shifting Royal Family of England. (????) CRITICS
ABOUND EVEN WITHOUT ASKING INPUT. | dso
ask you: “Would you put a kindergarten electrical
engineer in charge of GOD’S DIVINE PLAN?' “But
Dr. Young is a profound teacher, scientist and is an
expert in the fidd of light.” It saysright there in print—
written by his house-mate buddy. So, he studied
“LIGHT”? So do the lampmakers. Show me what he
has DONE, other than pronounce his profound opinions?
SHOW ME!

WOULD A UNIVERSITY PROFESSOR OF THE
“DIVINE PLAN” ACTUALLY TURN THE
TEACHING OVER TO A SELF-STYLED GURU
ASSUMING THE POSITION OF KING TUT? EVEN
KING TUT DIDN'T TRY FOR THAT ONE—EVEN
AGAINST ME.

No, | shall not give up my
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“Chair”, nor shall | allow the

students to take over the school. You are in the mess
you're in because of just such stupid ideas and claimed
“ideals’. | do not care what “they” claim for selves—
it does not make it so. However, the very act of
foolishly stating such things proves their ignorance in
most subjects falling into discussion. When you know
too much to even bother to attend classes, never show
respect for the professor aready having begun the class,
as to heed even good manners, and then take over the
school, you have a problem, readers—IF YOU
FOLLOW “THAT” LEADER. It is time to pay
atention, for the students in this school are sick to pieces
of the antics of the bullies and disrupters.

So, | am a teacher, professor, Cohan, etc. BUT |
AM NOT A GURU in the same meaning as that term is
utilized in your modern definitions. |, Hatonn/Aton am
extremely (100%) SPIRITUAL but | have NO
INTERESTS AT ALL IN “RELIGIONS’.

Next? How dare | have so much input in, say,
CONTACT, the paper? BECAUSE | ESTABLISHED
IT AS A PART OF MY “DEPARTMENT”, OF
WHICH | CHOOSE THE TOPICS AND BASICALLY

(Continued on page 2)
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OWN THE PAPER. IT IS FOR INFORMATION FOR
THOSE WHO WISH TO TAKE MY CLASSES! YOU
EITHER WANT THE INFORMATION WE OFFER OR
YOU DON'T, AND THAT ISNOT SO DIFFICULT TO
DECIDE, ISIT? WE ACCEPT ALL COMMENTS, ALL
CRITIQUES, AND RESPOND TO ALL WE CAN
HANDLE. HOWEVER, YOU HAVE CHOSEN, IF YOU
ARE A READER, TO ACQUIRE THE INFORMATION
WITHIN THE PAGES, ON THE TAPES WE MIGHT
OFFER OR WHATEVER YOU WISH. WE COULD
CALL OUR LITTLE PAPER THE FREE ENTERPRISE
INSTITUTE—BUT THAT ISALREADY TAKEN BY A
BRILLIANT PROFESSOR IN LOS ANGELES,
CALIFORNIA. Oh, and by the way, you don't get on alist
because we don’t have memberships. If you wish to get a
cal for a class or two, that doesn't mean you become a
“member” of something or even agree with the curriculum.
However, you have no right to interfere with those who DO
wish to gain something.

If we do not “serve up” what you want, then is there
something binding you to have to tolerate our presence,
our topics, our paper or our presentations? | am NOT
the Phoenix Institute, and the Institute is NOT Hatonn/
Aton, nor is it Ekker-Ekker-Phoenix just because a
greedy attorney in Nevada, George Abbott, chooses to
pronounce that way. We do have a common pathway
and destination but we are NOT “those things’; WE
ARE PART OF THOSE THINGS AS WE ARE A
PART OF ALL THINGS, AND THE “ONE” THING.

As for you who participated as lenders into the
Phoenix Ingtitute—you have LOST NOTHING and shall
not lose anything—unless you destroy the Institute in
point. Furthermore, you who have helped us sustain,
through these recent difficult times, shall reap more
abundant rewards than you have imagined thus far.

Then, for you who think Ekkers and Hatonn have
run away to some South Pacific Islands—THINK
AGAIN. WE GO WHERE WE CAN ESTABLISH
THE BEST SYSTEM FOR THAT WHICH WE
STRIVE—OUR BASIC PROJECT FROM ONSET OF
ANY RELATIONSHIP WITH ANY OF YOU.

There are many reasons for being unable to establish
a non-establishment program of any kind in a politically
controlled (through police force) system, where there is
NO FREEDOM and no longer any RESOURCES
BELONGING TO “THE PEOPLE”.

Do you till believe you are a FREE “REPUBLIC”
in the U.S.? Do you actually believe in your world of
TOTAL REGULATION that you have a Free Enterprise
system at function? Y ou can sing anything you wish on
the Fourth of July—but it does not make you FREE!
Thisis atota illusion, people; you are so controlled that
you don't even understand that you ARE
CONTROLLED—you know nothing €else.

Let us look at something interesting: Y ou own your
home? No, you pay for your dwelling—but ANYTHING
that can be taken by another for any reason, especialy
TAXES, is not owned, except by the government who sets
the taxes. Try your car now—do you own your car? NO
you do not. You pay for the car and all that goes with it—
BUT IT CAN BE CONFISCATED FOR ANY NUMBER
OF REASONS, FROM NOT REGISTERING IT TO NOT
HAVING INSURANCE, AND IF SOMEONE STEALS
YOUR CAR AND LEAVES DRUGS IN IT—IT WILL BE
CONFISCATED. So you are again People of the Lie!
YOUR ENTIRE NATION, AND ALL PROPERTY AND
ACTUALLY YOURSELVES—ARE MORTGAGED TO
THE POWER ELITE! YOU HAVE NO FREEDOM AND
MUCH THE MORE—THE ILLUSION IS GETTING

MORE AND MORE CLEARLY PRONOUNCED ASTO
THAT FACT—GLOBALLY!

So then, what happened to that Free Republic and
Free Enterprise wonderland of ability to produce in that
wonderful land of FREEDOM?

WEell, everything the masters could bring against
you—including REMOVING you from a gold-standard
for valuing your money, at which time you were already
sold down the drain but then they put you through the
disposal. YOU NO LONGER HAVE A “REPUBLIC”
OR A CAPITALISTIC FREE SOCIETY—you have
FASCISM-STATISM-SOCIALISM. BUT WORSE,
YOU HAVE SICK VERSIONS OF EVERY ONE OF
THESE THINGS AS WELL.

What does this mean? Well, it means that this
professor is going to have to bring information that
reminds you about these things, and points out a few
things you might not know or have forgotten, and | am
going to do it by people no longer around so that you
can understand that THIS IS NOT NEW OR A
“REVELATION” FROM SOME GURU SEER.

| promise you here and now that these are the kinds of
LESSONS you are going to get from this paper, CONTACT.
We, as we always have, will speak on a myriad of topics,
from earthquakes and how they happen (Soltec aready did
that, so run it again), to how you can live a more balanced,
responsible life in the human form, while being quite sane
and even joyful in your experience. Man was NOT made
to “suffer”—man in human expression isin an experience
of free-will choices and learning. He pursues happiness, for
all human beings pursue happiness—but he meets that
which is a challenge with responsibility and courage if he
expects to experience that happiness. JOY is that which
abides in a soul which is doing the righteous and goodly
things which bring glory and joy within the being, as in
peace, balance, harmony and yes indeed, LOVE. But there
are so many misused and abused excuses for “love’ asto
amost make me leave that one OUT, except on an in-depth
discussion as to “conditional”, unconditional and
ABSOLUTE. LOVE ISNOT ANY OF THE THINGS WE
SEE BEING USED TODAY ASTO SUIT THAT TERM.

We do have to meet, head-on, those things which
seem to have priority if we are to successfully bring
change, so please bear with us and as long as the back
and fingers hold up, we'll do the best we can and get as
much as we can out to you.

| was just reminded to mention TO ALL YOU
JOURNAL HOLDERS—GO READ THE DIVINE
PLAN, VOL. I. | hope you will find it as interesting as
has our old friend “2 x 6” who has nhow grown to only
needing a “2 x 1/16"™. What does that mean? Norm
doubted everything early on and after al, he is on Book
No. 50 or something—CLUE. He said he was worse
than the old mule who needed a“2 x 4" across the head
to get his attention—he was just at alevel of a“2 x 6”.
He is one of those ROCK 'S upon which a foundation can
be established in THE DIVINE PLAN. Thisis NOT
gushy “religion”—THIS IS TRUTH AT LAST!

What | offer you now, again comes from Ayn Rand
in 1965. So if things were as presented in 1965—
WHERE DO YOU THINK YOU STAND, OR SIT—IN
1999? AND WHERE WILL YOU BE
INCARCERATED IN Y2K AND BEYOND?
INDEED, YOU HAD REALLY BETTER THINK
ABOUT IT.

Because the topic is quite long in presentation and
we have another topic to cover as well, we will please
label this Part One:

[QUOTING]

THE NEW FASCISM: RULE BY CONSENSUS

Ayn Rand, Lecture: April 18, 1965

| shall begin by doing a very unpopular thing that
does not fit today’s intellectual fashions and is, therefore,
“anti-consensus’: | shall begin by defining my terms, so
that you will know what | am talking about.

Let me give you the dictionary definitions of three
political terms. Socialism, Fascism, and Statism.

SOCIALISM—a theory or system of social
organization which advocates the vesting of the
ownership and control of the means of production,
capital, land, etc. in the community as a whole.

FASCISM—a governmental system with strong
centralized power, permitting no opposition or criticism,
controlling affairs of the nation (industrial, commercial,
€tc.).

STATISM—the principle or policy of concentrating
extensive economic, political, and related controls in the
state at the cost of individual liberty.

(—The American College Dictionary, New Y ork:
Random House, 1957)

It is obvious that “Statism” is the wider, generic
term, of which the other two are specific variants. It is
also obvious that Statism is the dominant palitical trend
of our day. But which of those two variants represents
the specific direction of that trend?

Observe that both “Socialism” and *Fascism”
involve the issue of property rights. The right to
property is the right of use and disposal. Observe the
difference in those two theories: Socialism negates
private property rights atogether, and advocates “the
vesting of ownership and control” in the community as
awhole, i.e., in the state; Fascism leaves ownership in
the hands of private individuals, but transfers control of
the property to the government. [H: Go back and read
it again because you did NOT catch it the first time]]

Ownership without control is a contradiction in
terms:. it means “property”, without the right to use it or
to dispose of it. It means that the citizens retain the
responsibility of holding property, without any of its
advantages, while the government acquires all the
advantages without any of the responsibility.

In this respect, Socialism is the more honest of the
two theories. | say “more honest”, not “better”’—
because, in practice, there is no difference between them:
both come from the same collectivist-statist principle,
both negate individual rights and subordinate the
individual to the collective, both deliver the livelihood
and the lives of the citizens into the power of an
omnipotent government—and the differences between
them are only a matter of time, degree, and superficial
detail, such as the choice of slogans by which the rulers
delude their endlaved subjects.

Which of these two variants of Statism are we
moving toward: Socialism or Fascism?

To answer this question, one must first ask: Which
is the dominant ideological trend of today’s culture?

The disgraceful and terrifying answer is: there is no
ideological trend today. Thereis no ideology. There are
no political principles, theories, ideals or philosophy.
[H: Now try August 1999 and see what you find.]
There is no direction, no goal, no compass, no vision of
the future, no intellectual element of leadership. Are
there any emational elements dominating today’s culture?
Yes. One. FEAR.

A country without a political philosophy is like a
ship drifting at random in mid-ocean, at the mercy of any
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chance wind, wave, or current, a ship whose passengers
huddle in their cabins and cry: “Don’t rock the boat!”—
for fear of discovering that the captain’s bridge is empty.

It is obvious that a boat which cannot stand rocking
is doomed already and that it had better be rocked,
HARD, if it isto regain its course—but this realization
presupposes a grasp of facts, of redlity, of principles and
along-range view, all of which are precisely the things
that the “non-rockers’ are frantically struggling to evade.

Just as a neurotic believes that the facts of redlity
will vanish if he refuses to recognize them—so, today,
the neurosis of an entire culture leads men to believe that
their desperate need of political principles and concepts
will vanish if they succeed in obliterating all principles
and concepts. But since, in fact, neither an individual
nor a nation can exist without some form of ideology,
this sort of anti-ideology is now the formal, explicit,
dominant ideology of our bankrupt culture.

This anti-ideology has a new and very ugly name: it
is caled “GOVERNMENT BY CONSENSUS'.

If some demagogue were to offer us, as a guiding
creed, the following tenets; that statistics should be
substituted for truth, vote-counting for principles,
numbers for rights, and public polls for morality—that
pragmatic, range-of-the-moment expediency should be
the criterion of a country’s interests, and that the number
of its adherents should be the criterion of an idea's truth
or falsehood—that any desire of any nature whatsoever
should be accepted as a valid claim, provided it is held
by a sufficient number of people—that a majority may
do anything it pleases to a minority—in short, gang rule
and mob rule—if a demagogue were to offer it, he would
not get very far. Yet all of it is contained in—and
camouflaged by—the notion of “Government by
Consensus’.

This notion is now being plugged, not as an
ideology, but as an anti-ideology; not as a principle, but
as a means of obliterating principles; not as reason, but
as rationalization, as a verbal ritual or a magic formula
to assuage the national anxiety neurosis—a kind of pep-
pill or goofball for the “non-boat-rockers’, and a chance
to play it deuces-wild for the others.

It is only today’s lethargic contempt for the
pronouncements of our political and intellectual leaders
that blinds people to the meaning, implications, and
consequences of the notion of “Government by
Consensus’. You have all heard it and, | suspect,
dismissed it as politicians oratory, giving no thought to
its actual meaning. But that is what | urge you to
consider.

A significant clue to that meaning was given in an
article by Tom Wicker in The New York Times (Oct. 11,
1964). Referring to “what Nelson Rockefeller used to
call ‘the mainstream of American thought,”” Mr. Wicker
writes:

“The mainstream is what political theorists have
been projecting for years as ‘the national consensus —
what Walter Lippmann has aptly called ‘the vital
center’ ...

"...Political moderation, amost by definition, is at
the heart of the consensus. That is, the consensus
generaly sprawls over all acceptable political views—all
ideas that are not totally repugnant to and do not directly
threaten some major segment of the population.
Therefore, acceptable ideas must take the views of others
into account and that is what is meant by moderation.”

Now let us identify what this means. “The
consensus generally sprawls over all ACCEPTABLE
political views...” Acceptable—to whom? To the

consensus. And since the government is to be ruled by
the consensus, this means that political views are to be
divided into those which are “acceptable” and those
which are “unacceptable”, TO THE GOVERNMENT.
What would be the criterion of “acceptability”? Mr.
Wicker supplies it. Observe that the criterion is NOT
intellectual, not a question of whether or not certain
views are true or false; the criterion is NOT moral, not
a question of whether or not the views are right or
wrong; the criterion IS emotional: whether or not the
views are or are not “repugnant”. To whom? “To some
major segment of the population.” There is also the
additional proviso that those views must not “directly
threaten” that major segment.

What about the minor segments of the population?
Are the views that threaten them “acceptable’? What
about the smallest segment. the INDIVIDUAL?
Obviously, the individual and the minority groups are
NOT to be considered; no matter how repugnant an idea
may be to a man and no matter how gravely it may
threaten his life, his work, his future, he is to be ignored
or sacrificed by the omnipotent consensus and its
government—unless he has a gang, a sizable gang, to
support him.

What exactly is a “direct threat” to any part of the
population? In a mixed economy, every government
action is a direct threat to some men and an indirect
threat to all. Every government interference in the
economy consists of giving an unearned benefit, extorted
by force, to some men at the expense of others. By what
criterion of justice is a consensus-government to be
guided? By the size of the victim's gang.

Now note Mr. Wicker’'s last sentence: “Therefore,
acceptable ideas must take the views of others into
account and that is what is meant by moderation.” And
just what is meant here by “the views of others’? Of
which others? Sinceit is neither the views of individuals
nor of minorities, the only discernible meaning is that
every “magjor segment” must take into account the views
of al the other “major segments’. But suppose that a
group of socialists wants to nationalize al factories, and
a group of industrialists wants to keep its properties?
What would it mean, for either group, to “take into
account” the views of the other? And what would
“moderation” consist of, in such a case? What would
congtitute “moderation” in a conflict between a group of
men who want to be supported at public expense—and
a group of taxpayers who have other uses for their
money? What would constitute “moderation” in a
conflict between the member of a smaller group, such as
a Negro in the South, who believes that he has an
inalienable right to a fair triadl—and the larger group of
southern racists who believe that the “public good” of
their community permits them to lynch him? What
would congtitute “moderation” in a conflict between me
and a communist (or between our respective
“followers”), when my views are that | have an
inaienable right to my life, liberty, and happiness—and
his views are that the “public good” of the state permits
him to rob, enslave or murder me?

There can be no meeting ground, no middle, no
compromise between opposite principles. There can be
no such thing as “moderation” in the realm of reason and
of morality. But reason and morality are precisely the
two concepts abrogated by the notion of “ Government
by Consensus’.

The advocates of that notion would declare at this
point that any idea which permits no compromise
congtitutes “ extremism” —that any form of “extremism”,

any uncompromising stand, is evil—that the consensus
“sprawls’ only over those ideas which are amenable to
“moderation”—and that “moderation” is the supreme
virtue, superseding reason and morality.

This is the clue to the core, essence, motive, and redl
meaning of the doctrine of “Government by Consensus’:
the cult of compromise. Compromise is the pre-
condition, the necessity, the imperative of a mixed
economy. The “consensus’ doctrine is an attempt to
translate the brute facts of a mixed economy into an
ideol ogical—or anti-ideological—system and to provide
them with a semblance of justification.

[END OF QUOTING]

It is very late and it has been a long day indeed—
wondrous—but long.

Team, Chelas of My own, we have formed our
coalition and we can now begin to share more closely
with you that which is coming forth. It must remain in
security for the moment, but | will share a most
remarkable step which has been taken THIS DAY and of
which none of my U.S. team could have any knowledge.

Indeed, for the generations of time, it was KNOWN
that a new ability to form a more balanced world could
and would be in Southeast Asia. Y ou who think “your
place’ isthe CENTER OF THE WORLD must come to
the redlization that you must SHARE.

In the not-too-distant past, a plan was formulated
whereby the world economy could be balanced and set
on afoundation of VALUE. You can huff and puff your
way into turmoil over whether or not you like, didlike or
abhor one called Ferdinand Marcos—but | will tell you
a VERY BIG SECRET. The resources of the “El
Dorado”, placed by our own travelers FOR US IN THIS
DAY AT THIS TIME OF CHANGE, were given into
the attention of this man called Marcos. Whatever the
man was “before”’ has no impact at all on this event. He
was told and immediately began to set forth a plan,
whereby great wealth would be scattered around the
globe for use as we would come upon the millennium.
He would have had the entire thing in order and running,
had he not been “removed” from the “play” by the ones
who took the sheltering assets already structured for this
specific use.

| am not going to tell more of the tale at this time
but let it be known that | was involved, as were others,
not only in the revelations but in the events that have
come to pass to bring together the people who would see
to the ongoing accomplishment of our mission. This
evening we signed our pledge of coalition that we could
move into international interchange as an ALLIANCE.

All those assets now tucked away in security shal be
made available for purposes of Earth Shan (in the
Philippines it is recognized as Sham). And on a higher
recognition we constitute the “Children of the Sun”,
Atom(n). | will remind you again in this note; get a
copy of The Divine Plan, Vol. | (Phoenix Journal) and
hold your breath—this is not something reveal ed
TODAY but | told you in 1991-92 how you could
expect things to begin to unfold. In 1991 | gave the
“Revelations’ to my people in the Philippines and thus
to Southeast Asia. Welcome aboard!

You are blessed and | am proud, as a Father, of my
Children.

And to you who do not cal me “Dad’—go to...you
know, wherever you wish to place your restless heads.

To my team and crew: | salute you (SALU) and
adore you,

DAD

GCH—d
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IDENTIFICATION OF
SPEAKERS AND WRITERS

| am going to make some notations, AGAIN, about
this nonsense taking place regarding our paper vs.
“their” paper. We have a paper called CONTACT and
| have absolutely NO INTEREST WHATSOEVER IN
“THEIR” PAPER(S).

There is, however, ongoing activity, especialy by
Rick Martin-Cortright to INTERNET sites, e-mail
mailings and writings in “their” paper, SPECTRUM,
that continues to bash, denounce and generally try to
discredit, most specifically, E.J. and Doris Ekker and
anyone who touches them, family or friends. Ekkers
have been away for well over a year on a project, which
is utmost in importance to all concerned. Isit not time
that everyone “grew up” and looked at facts? You can
check out anything you have offered—and you can
eadly get facts. You do not and should not need to live
in Limbo-Land—GET THE FACTS IF YOU CARE,
OR FORGET IT AND US IF YOU DON'T WANT
TRUTH—YOU WILL NOT GET IT FROM
SPECTRUM, RICK MARTIN, ED YOUNG, GAIL
IRWIN MARTIN CORTRIGHT (whatever), NOREY
L., OR ANY OF THEIR “TEAM”, WHICH
INCLUDES AL OVERHOLT, CHARLES NEIL,
RAY BILGER, ET AL., OR ANY OTHER
DEVOTEE OF ETHERIC ED.

If you are ever going to run the information
material from Doris to Patrick Bailey (Bellringer), staff,
this may well be your opportune time while we are
starting a new phase of our work. Let us clean out the
old and move on, for we have only a few short weeks
to clear alot of things by the turn of what you consider
the century (millennium) marker on your calendars. We
are going to have massive changes beginning in YEAR
2000 (Y2K). | suggest you, further, will want to
participate. By the numbers of inquiries we receive, the
people may well “say” they don’t want any more
information filling up the paper—but WHO IS
SAYING IT? THE SPECTRUM GROUPIE. OUR
PEOPLE WANT ALL THE INFORMATION THEY
CAN BEG, BORROW OR OBTAIN. THIS IS
“OUR” LIVES, PEOPLE, AND YOU MUST HAVE
INFORMATION YOU CAN RESEARCH AS TO
TRUTH AND NOT MORE BLATHERING FROM
FALSE PROPHETS AND SEERS—WHO PREACH
A LOT BUT OFFER NOTHING, INCLUDING
IDENTIFICATION OF PRESENTERS.

RICK MARTIN, FOR INSTANCE, ISWAS(??)
STILL WRITING FOR SOMEONE HE CALLS
“SANANDA”. THIS IS NOT THE “SANANDA” |
KNOW—SO WHAT HAVE YOU? YOU HAVE
HIM NOW HIDING BEHIND NOT EVEN HIS
RECEIVER LABEL OF THOMAS. YOU GET

NOTHING BUT WHINING AND “PERSECUTION”
OF POOR SELVES FOR THE DEEDS THEY
COMMITTED. THAT IS LIFE, READERS, YOU
GET THE CONSEQUENCES OF YOUR
ACTIONS—NO MATTER WHO YOU ARE AND
ALL THE LIES VOTED ON AND PRESENTED AS
TRUTH—ARE SIMPLY VOTED-IN LIES!

Unless man comes back into credibility where his
word is forthright and is his bond—in INTEGRITY,
you have nothing upon which to base a new society of
goodness, fairness, justice or balance.

We did NOT cause any of the above-named people
to DO ANYTHING. THEY MADE THEIR
CHOICES; THEY DID THEIR DEEDS TOTALLY
INTENTIONALLY OF FREE-WILL CHOICES. SO
BE IT.

First, this morning I am going to give you ALL a
lesson on identification of writers and speakers.

Go get a newspaper and no, | DO NOT mean a
CONTACT or a SPECTRUM—GET A NEWSPAPER!

You will note at the top of the paper there will be
identifying information as to the paper, i.e., Vol. No,
date and whatever other the paper wishes to place there.

Somewhere in that paper will be “paper”
information other than Masthead.

Now look at the articles. If the paper is aregularly
printed paper there will be no By-Line at all unless
there is, simply put, the name of the journalist
presenting the article. Thisis not even recognized on
such as the front page.

Now look at other articles by “journalists” or
“editorial staff”, “publishers’ or Ed-Ops (Opinions).
Then, if there is room for a “Public Expression” or
“Letters to the Editor” page there will be requirements
of the writer, i.e., name, address, phone number. The
printed material may or may not use the name but only
initials and may only give location information: GCH,
Pleiades, Sp. Cmd.

Regular journaists will give the name of the author,
i.e., GCH or whatever is suitable. If it isan unsigned
article typed by a secretary it may or may not have
initials of the secretary OR it may issue a notation as
a Co-Journalist, i.e. Ron Explicit/d.

Now, readers; do you give a hoot? Well, if you are
looking for Eustace Mullins' column, you certainly DO
CARE. And, if he dictated his interview to someone
you most certainly DO want to know who is
responsible.

Eustace would not give his historicd lineage, or his
religious or spiritual BELIEFS—unlessit is part of the
article in point. He will, if a special article, give
credentials so that regular readers can identify or at the
least trace the source. In every instance for other than
a “Doctrined Paper” or Newdetter (and most often not
even then), you simply state author and preferably it
would run something like this: GCH, Manila,
Philippines or Sandorsky, Pleiades or whatever. |f the

secretary has WRITTEN (authored) the piece then say
so0 as a by-line.

Is this so hard to understand?

Now, if you have a writer for A PAPER who
always uses his secretary, it will become a “style” of
the author which bears more identification, and the note
of who wrote (actually took the dictation) to identify by
at the least an initia (usualy in non-capitaized print or
the pen name), identification label or simply one
initial—just as would be offered in a business office
from a typing pool.

If there is a whole paragraph of explanation of a
writer, i.e., “Eustace Mullins, Washington D.C., in the
Holy Light of God, speaking from Space Ship Mars, as
Captain of the Lollypop, and assuming responsibility of
Rehabilitation of Earth Shan—BEWARE. Anyone,
knowing Eustace Mullins, is embarrassed by such
foolishness and the paper then appears to be a CULT
ragsheet of Eustace Mullins' cult. Sorry, kiddies, but
that is a FACT in this old world.

If you want to simply do a newsletter for Spirit-
input—fine, go ahead and ruin your paper if you
choose—BUT YOU WILL NOT RUIN MINE! DO
WE ALL UNDERSTAND ONE ANOTHER? | AM
HERE AS A DIRECTOR OF A PROGRAM/
PROJECT/MISSION (YOU NAME IT) AND | AM
A JOURNALIST AND HAD SO-STATED A
THOUSAND TIMES OR MORE. EVERYONE IS
WELCOME TO READ, PARTICIPATE, ENJOY
AND SHARE. | DO, HOWEVER, NEED TO
COMMUNICATE WITH MY TEAM/CREW/
STAFF (YOU NAME IT) AND THIS PAPER,
CONTACT, WAS ESTABLISHED FOR THAT
PURPOSE! AND, IF YOU DON'T BY NOW
KNOW WHO GCH-d MIGHT BE, NEVER YE
MIND FOR IT IS THE INFORMATION
OFFERED.

Now, if another secretary comes forth and says,
without any identification at all, that Hatonn/GCH/
Aton/hATONN now gives 100% responsibility for that
paper, CONTACT, over to someone who does not own
the paper, and does not even WRITE for me or
RECEIVE from me—would you not think something is
amiss? OK, one step further: Let us say we have Mr.
Max Soliven (Publisher/Editor of the Philippine Sar)
and some nit-wit comes along and says Mrs. Preciosia
Soliven now transfers dl rights, property and operations
of the STAR to Etheric Ed Young and his band of
merry men. WHAT WOULD YOU EXPECT MR.
MAX SOLIVEN TO DO? AND, THAT, WHILE
COMING TO FIND OUT THAT PRECIOSIA 1S
MAX’S WIFE—FILING FOR DIVORCE TO TAKE
AND RUN THE PAPER, WHILE
“HOUSECLEANING” OUT ALL JOURNALISTS,
AUTHORS AND SPEAKERS WHO CAME
BEFORE.

IFIT WON'T SELL ON EARTH, CHELAS—IT
CERTAINLY WOULD NEVER SELL IN HEAVEN!

Since our paper is a “Mission/Project |nformation
Paper” and |, GCH, am in command of the project—
| demand that anything in this paper be identified as to
content and source—WITH IDENTIFICATION OF
WHOEVER RECEIVES AND USES MY
INFORMATION, OR THAT OF ANYONE IN MY
COMMAND OR WITHIN THE PROJECT. THAT
IS COURTESY IF NOTHING MORE, BUT IT IS
MUCH, MUCH MORE! WRONG INFORMATION
HAS SPROUTED AND SCATTERED FROM “OUR



AUGUST 23, 1999

CONTACT: THE PHOENIX JOURNAL

Page 5

PAPER”, TAKEN BY ROGUES AND THIEVES
STILL USING MY NAME AND IDENTIFICATION
NAMES AND SO, TOO, MY COMPATRIOTS.
THEY PLACE NO “RECEIVER” INFORMATION.
THEY PRESENT THINGS LIKE “ORACLE” WHO
SAYS: “..."—A SHAMAN OF WHAT? Oh yes, the
Mayans! The Mayans being one of the most
UNGODLY of most other tribal species.

It certainly 1S OK if a publisher/owner of a paper
wishes to run his paper in that manner—but he MAY
NOT USE MY NAMES OR OUR PROPERTY, AND
| AM EMBARRASSED THAT HE TOOK THE
MAILING LIST, FOR SOME OF YOU WHO
CLAIMED TO BE ON OUR TEAM NO LONGER
EVEN GET CONTACT BECAUSE YOU CHOOSE
TO FOLLOW ANYONE “ELSE” WHO COMES
ALONG AND HAVE CUT YOUR OWN
CONNECTIONS TO THE ONES MOVING
FORWARD IN THE ACTUAL “GAME".

NOW, FACE IT: | AM NOT GOING TO DO
ANYTHING FURTHER TO SUIT THE
SPECTRUM GROUPIE—PERIOD. IF THEY
DON'T LIKE MY USAGE OF THE TERM
“DAD”, WHICH HAS GREAT MEANING—
MOSTLY TO CATCH THEM IN THEIR DIRTY
GAME, INSIST ON “STATUS’ FOR THIS OR
THAT “SPEAKER” TO SUIT THE NEEDS OF
THE UNDERLINGS WHO SIMPLY WANT EGO-
RECOGNITION—SO BE IT, AND GOOD
RIDDANCE. | DO NOT CARE TO WHOM THEY
CHANT THEIR NASTIES, FOR IT WILL ONLY
PROVE THEM TO BE PSEUDO-EVERY THING,
INCLUDING “MEN” OF HONOR.

OUR THRUST IS ALWAYS TOWARD AS
NEARLY-PERFECT INTEGRITY AND HONOR AS
WE CAN ACHIEVE IN A WORLD MANIFEST.
THIS IS OUR PLAYING FIELD, OUR BALL, OUR
RULES, AND THEY WILL ALL BE IN
GOODNESS, FAIR RULES AND AS NEARLY
GODLY AS WE CAN ACHIEVE THROUGH THE
IMPERFECTION OF HUMAN ASPECT. THE
SPECTRUM PSEUDO-REPRESENTATIVES OF ME
OR MY COMPATRIOTS, ARE OF NO NOTE TO
ME OR MY COMMAND—HOWEVER, IT SEEMS
A SURLY AND SPURIOUS THING TO
PERPETRATE AGAINST THIEVED
SUBSCRIBERS WHO HAVE WORKED UNDER
MISINFORMATION AND DISINFORMATION—
(THE LIE).

So, when you see [XXX-d, dharma, Dorig] that is,
indeed, Doris Ekker. Doris Ekker has another PEN
name registered as “Dorushka Maerd”. And, since a
human secretary must stand responsible in a COURT
OF LAW (pronounced upon Doris Ekker for that which
SHE writes in the absence of MY PRESENCE by a
Federal Judge, Coyle, and a Superior Court Judge,
Wallace), SHE MUST IDENTIFY.

If you find [XXX-j, jonur, Joseph] it is Joseph and
“Doris’ does not have his surname available and can’'t
remember it (hee heg)! She has no right to identify him;
it is none of HER business!

Next we come to editing. Let us suppose that some
writer/author runs an article in the Philippine Sar, an
article USING Max Soliven’s identification and no
other reference? Max is going to be somewhat
IRRITATED to say the very least. He is not going to
rest, especialy if the information CONTRADICTS or
gives INSTRUCTIONS totally against his own opinion

or stance, until he finds the culprits and confronts them.
Is this right or wrong? It most certainly is lawful and
legal under all laws of morality, ethics and legal
procedure. | am perhaps more fortunate in that |
KNOW MY ENEMIES AND | KNOW WHO
USURPS MY AND MY COMPATRIOT'S
PRESENTATIONS AND INSTRUCTIONS.

NEXT: A “speaker” is one who identifies and may
well have a translator or “interpreter” who puts
language into another format or language—or interprets
or trandates code-signed language or tonal signals (as
in radio transmissions).

| ask you: HOW MANY SECRETARIES, LIKE
COOKS, SHOULD SERVE ONE CHEF IN ONE
POT OF STEW? RIGHT! ONE! Does that mean
that others can’t serve in cooking something else for
that Chef? No, but our thieves took the chef, the stove,
the pot and started kicking out the head cooks, and took
the kitchen and the customers. THIS IS, FIRST OFF:
ILLEGAL! AND YOU WHO BELIEVE IT TO BE
MORAL, NEED LESSONS IN MORALITY, FOR
THIS TOOK PLACE “IN THE NAME OF GOD OF
HOSTS’, AS TO THE SPECTRUM GROUPIE, AS
NOW RECOGNIZED AS A CULT, AND YOU WHO
HAVE SIGNED ABOARD—ARE LISTED ASCULT
MEMBERS AND AS “POSSIBLE” DOMESTIC
TERRORISTS! CHECK YOUR LOCAL FBI, CIA
AND WITH JANET RENO.

Ah, but you were told: “It is rumored that the
‘farm’ is to be another Waco!” Another what? There
were only three persons living at the Farm, Ray Bilger,
his wife Janet and a baby. Ekkers are in the Philippines
and never went to the farm more than a dozen times in
the whole of the yearsin point. So, RUMORS have to
be false, don't they? Unless, of course, the culprits are
the Ray Bilgers and Janet Reno doesn’t like him for
some hidden reason. They also set up a whole display
of guns (mostly Rick Martin’s) to prove how awful
Ekkers are, when one old saddle gun from a rancher
and a youth’'s ranch .22, were al [Ed: that were] ever
touched by Ekker. But TV cameras were brought, and
a SERIES was done on the network and the papers
were present in the form of reporters with cameras—
and Charles had brought forth the guns OUT OF HIS
TRAILER and, they say, from barn-loft hiding places.
Not one of the guns even fit the small amount of
ammunition and none fit the Ekkers (memorabilia of a
father and life on a ranch)—nor were any of the guns
even questionable as to legality. THOSE FIREARMS
RESIDE WITH THE SHERIFF OF KERN
COUNTY—BECAUSE THEY WERE TURNED IN
BY OUR PEOPLE, TO BRING COMPLAINT
AGAINST WHOEVER DID THE DISPLAY WITH
DEMAND FOR INVESTIGATION.

Why make a point? Because the guns were laid out
on a pallet in the barn and then the barn door left open!
There are children al around the area, and for a while,
after Bilger moved out (taking quite a lot of property
not his own), the place was vacant. This draws kids
like a magnet—and they could walk right into that barn
and GET THOSE GUNS AND DO ALL SORTS OF
DAMAGE TO THEMSELVES AND OTHERS—
AND NOBODY BUT THE SET-UP PEOPLE
WOULD EVEN HAVE KNOWN THEY WERE
THERE—THE GUNS OR THE KIDS.

Is THIS Godly, moral, honest or lawful? No, but
Ray Bilger is one of Sectrum’'s mgjor WRITERS, who
writes on what is wrong with the United States of

America, her systems, her government and her people!
YOU BE THE JUDGE!

Let it be KNOWN: WE HAVE NOTHING TO
DO WITH SPECTRUM or their paper—PERIOD! |
do not care WHO subscribes but indeed, | care WHO
FOLLOWS THOSE CULT LEADERS, FOR THEY
ARE CRIMINALS AND TOTALLY LACKING IN
INTEGRITY OR HONOR.

Now may we get on with our work, please.

| have offered to share Alan Greenspan’s writing on
“THE ASSAULT ON INTEGRITY”. The topic in
point is “Capitalism, The Unknown Ideal”. The term
“Capitalism” is misused and has become somewhat of
a negative term, so let us look at the more useful
aternative to the word: “Free Enterprise”’; and this has
MANY references, i.e, free initiative, free exercise, free
volition, as examples.

One most important concept of “Free Enterprise” is
the necessity for QUALITY, FAIR PRICING, FREE
INTERCHANGE AND “INTEGRITY”. We have no
wish, whatsoever, to move toward the tyranny of big
business, industria or otherwise. WE ARE SEEKING
“FREEDOM”!! Go read your Declaration of
Independence and YOUR CONSTITUTION—we ARE
seeking TO ESTABLISH FREEDOM and
EXCHANGE, BASED ON HONEST VALUE!

So, redlize in reading Mr. Greenspan's article that
he is talking about business practices—but business
practices are also individual and societal “practices’.

[QUOTING]

THE ASSAULT ON INTEGRITY

By Alan Greenspan
The Objectivist Newdletter, August 1963

Protection of the consumer against “dishonest and
unscrupulous business practices’ has become a cardinal
ingredient of welfare Statism. L eft to their own devices,
it is alleged, businessmen would attempt to sell unsafe
food and drugs, fraudulent securities and shoddy
buildings. Thus, it is argued, the Pure Food and Drug
Administration, the Securities and Exchange
Commission, and the numerous building regulatory
agencies are indispensable if the consumer is to be
protected from the “greed” of the businessman.

[H: Thisis a good example of what we speak
about in the CONTACT vs. Spectrum circumstance.
You have a group who simply walked away with
funds, subscribers funds, the paper itself, and
continued for at least three editions to push their
hijacked paper, paid for by CONTACT's
subscribers, then set up expensive offices, hired
(transferred conspiratorial staff) and generally
perpetrated FRAUD ON YOU THE READING
PUBLIC—FOR YOU AS SUBSCRIBERS OF
CONTACT HAD NO NOTION OF THAT WHICH
WAS TAKING PLACE WHILE BEING TOLD
LIES, SHIFTING ASSETS AND THUS AND SO.
THIS IS A PURE AND FINE EXAMPLE OF
WHAT IS PRESENTED HERE—NOT JUST
MORALLY—BUT AS A BUSINESS
TAKEOVER! Now, consider what would happen if
the CORPORATE parties responsible for the
cor por ations, failed to do anything, save smile and
say “Go ahead, rape us some more, and rape the
readers and steal what you want, because after all—
you are doing it in the NAME OF GOD!” This,
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readers, is typically called: Rape, Pillage and
Plunder! If you think this is RIGHT, just
because you have a liking for this apparently
“nice’” person who is the criminal here—you have
a long way to go to catch up with integrity within
self. A mistake, because of no honorable
presentation input, is acceptable, but to then
refuse to intake other information or pull others
away so that they do not get facts in truth—is
quite a serious blunder in any BUSINESS
enterprise. And here, we are speaking of
BUSINESS! DO YOU WANT TRUTH OR DO
YOU WANT EDITORIAL NONSENSE? If you
are looking for business information, world
affairs or possible cause and solutions, then you
have to pay attention to same. If you only want
some spiritual input, which can only be fluff
under any circumstance, your spiritual pathway
being YOUR OWN, then you have another focus.
Either way—YOU must get information, and get
FACTS, and not tag-along as in “follow whoever
happens to be the leader” of the sdf-proclaimed
variety also CLAIMING TO BE SOMEONE
EL SE!

| would enter a personal observation: If you
have no interest in this matter and do not care who
or what, how or when of the discussion—then you
are certainly one who has joined the ACCEPTED
and so-labeled “Bogus Generation”. This has
nothing to do with “age” or actual “generation”, but
DOES POINTEDLY REFER TO THE
GENERATION AT HAND WHO WOULD
RATHER RUN WITH THE BOGUS THAN
HAVE ANYTHING TO DO WITH ACTUAL
TRUTH. YOU MAKE YOUR CHOICES ON
OPINION, POPULARITY, LOOKS,
PRESENTATION, ASIN “AGE OR PHYSICAL",
AND/OR ARE SIMPLY BEING CONTENT
WITH BEING PUSHED OR PULLED INTO
CHAOTIC THOUGHT PATTERNS.

Certainly, if you claim to be a “team”
member or a “crew” member and are not curious
enough to not be bored by facts REGARDING
something as SERIOUS as this matter in point—
you are certainly not curious enough, caring
enough, responsible enough—to work within or
with our actual team. If you care no more about
THIS than you do, at the least, the National
Inquirer—then fine, but don’t embarrass your self
by further bothering yourself with facts. If you
don’t want FACTS then you DON'T WANT
TRUTH! THERE IS NO OTHER WAY TO
EXPRESS IT. FACTS ARE TRUTH—NO
MATTER WHICH “SIDE” THE FACT MAY
FAVOR. Rick says: “do your own
investigation”? No, he most certainly DOES
NOT WANT YOU TO DO YOUR OWN
INVESTIGATION—UNLESS OF COURSE
YOUR INVESTIGATION CONSISTS OF
CALLING HIM!]

But it is precisely the “greed” of the businessman
or, more appropriately, his profit-seeking, which is the
unexcelled protector of the consumer.

[H: No, thisis NOT a contradiction—it is time
you also define terms and intent. A good example of
one use of “greed” isthe unequalled desire to hold—
and have. This can be spiritual knowledge,
acquisition of property, an education, a position of

any kind, a good marriage, good children, be a
better person or whatever you seek or want in a
“greedy manner” to have the most, the best, the
quality, the whatever -it-is you seek.]

What collectivists [H: LOOK IT UP!] refuse to
recognize is that it is in the self-interest of every
businessman to have a reputation for honest dealings
and a quality product. Since the market value of a
going business is measured by its money-making
potential, reputation or “good will” is as much an
asset as its value of its reputation, as reflected in the
salability of its brand name, and is often its major
asset. The loss of reputation through the sale of a
shoddy or dangerous product would sharply reduce
the market value of the drug company, though its
physical resources would remain intact. The market
value of a brokerage firm is even more closely tied to
its good-will assets. Securities worth hundreds of
millions of dollars are traded every day over the
telephone. The slightest doubt as to the
trustworthiness of a broker’s word or commitment
would put him out of business overnight.

Reputation, in an unregulated economy, is thus a
major competitive tool. Builders who have acquired a
reputation for top-quality construction take the market
away from their less scrupulous or less conscientious
competitors [H: if all other things are equal and not
manipulated through regulations put forth by Power
Elite]. The most reputable securities dealers get the
bulk of the commission business. Drug manufacturers
and food processors vie with one another to make their
brand names synonymous with fine quality. [H: It
simply doesn’t work well any more, because you no
longer have a “Free Enterprise” system and you
can’t even recognize when that happened TO you.]

Physicians have to be just as scrupulous in judging
the quality of the drugs they prescribe. They, too, are
in business and compete for trustworthiness. Even the
corner grocer is involved: he cannot afford to sell
unhedthy foods if he wants to make money. In fact, in
one way or another, every producer and distributor of
goods or services is caught up in the competition for
reputation.

It requires years of consistently excellent
performance to acquire a reputation and to establish
it as afinancial asset. Thereafter, a still greater effort
is required to maintain it: a company cannot afford to
risk its years of investment by letting down its
standards of quality for one moment or one inferior
product; nor would it be tempted by any potential
“guick killing”. Newcomers entering the field cannot
compete immediately with the established, reputable
companies, and have to spend years working on a
more modest scale in order to earn an equal
reputation. Thus the incentive to scrupulous
performance operates on all levels of a given field or
production. It is a built-in safeguard of a free
enterprise system and the only real protection of
consumers against business dishonesty.

Government regulation is not an aternative means
of protecting the consumer. It does not build quality
into goods, or accuracy into information. Its sole
“contribution” is to substitute force and fear for
incentive as the “protector” of the consumer. The
euphemisms of government press releases to the
contrary notwithstanding, the basis of regulation is
armed force. At the bottom of the endless pile of
paperwork which characterizes al regulation lies a gun.

What are the results?

To paraphrase Gresham's Law: bad “protection”
drives out good. The attempt to protect the consumer
by force undercuts the protection he gets from incentive.
Firgt, it undercuts the value of reputation by placing the
reputable company on the same basis as the unknown,
the newcomer or the fly-by-nighter. It declares, in
effect, that all are equally suspect and that years of
evidence to the contrary do not free a man from that
suspicion. Second, it grants an automatic (though, in
fact, unachievable) guarantee of safety to the products
of any company that complies with its arbitrarily set
minimum standards. The value of a reputation rested
on the fact that it was necessary for the consumers to
exercise judgment in the choice of the goods and
services they purchased. The government’s “guaranteg”
undermines this necessity; it declares to the consumers,
in effect, that no choice or judgment is required—and
that a company’s record, its years of achievement, is
irrelevant.

The minimum standards, which are the basis of
regulation, gradually tend to become the maximums as
well. If the building codes set minimum standards of
construction, a builder does not get very much
competitive advantage by exceeding those standards
and, accordingly, he tends to meet only the minimums.
If minimum specifications are set for vitamins, there is
little profit in producing something of above-average
quality. Gradually, even the attempt to maintain
minimum standards becomes impossible, since the
draining of incentives to improve quality ultimately
undermines even the minimums.

The guiding purpose of the government regulator is
to prevent rather than to create something. He gets no
credit if a new miraculous drug is discovered by drug
company scientists; he does if he bans thalidomide.
Such emphasis on the negative sets the framework
under which even the most conscientious regulators
must operate. The result is a growing body of
restrictive legisation on drug experimentation, testing
and distribution. Asin al research, it isimpossible to
add restrictions to the development of new drugs
without simultaneously cutting off the secondary
rewards of such research—the improvement of existing
drugs. Quality improvement and innovation are
inseparable.

Building codes are supposed to protect the public.
But by being forced to adhere to standards of
construction long after they have been surpassed by new
technological discoveries, builders divert their efforts to
maintaining the old rather than adopting new and safer
techniques of construction.

Regulation—which is based on force and fear—
undermines the moral base of business dealings. It
becomes cheaper to bribe a building inspector than to
meet his standards of construction. A fly-by-night
securities operator can quickly meet all the SEC
requirements, gain the inference of respectability and
proceed to fleece the public. In an unregulated
economy, the operator would have had to spend a
number of years in reputable dealings before he could
earn a position of trust sufficient to induce a number of
investors to place funds with him.

Protection of the consumer by regulation is thus
illusory. Rather than isolating the consumer from the
dishonest businessman, it is gradually destroying the
only reliable protection the consumer has. competition
for reputation.
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While the consumer in thus endangered, the
major victim of “protective” regulation is the
producer: the businessman. Regulation which acts to
destroy the competition of businessmen for reputation
undermines the market value of the good will which
businessmen have built up over the years. It isan act
of expropriation of wealth created by integrity. Since
the value of a business—its wealth—rests on its
ability to make money, the acts of a government
seizing a company’s plant or devaluing its reputation
are in the same category: both are acts of
expropriation.

Moreover, “protective” legislation falls in the
category of preventive law. Businessmen are being
subjected to governmental coercion PRIOR to the
commission of any crime. In a free economy, the
government may step in only when a fraud has been
perpetrated, or a demonstrable damage has been done to
a consumer; in such cases, the only protection required
is that of criminal law.

[H: Now | am going to tell you some more
information in the CONTACT vs. Spectrum
matter. Many ask why Ekkers and CONTACT
would settle with the Spectrum, Young-Martin
group? Because there is no wish to keep a nasty
thing going which distracts us from our business
at hand and would call us back to the States,
AWAY FROM OUR ONGOING BUSINESS, to
bring charges of criminal nature. Our people
were forced to make a decision as to whether or
not to have the “Young Group” (so-called by
Young's attorney) brought to the court on
CRIMINAL CHARGES, for which there was
PROOF OF CRIMINAL ACTIVITIES; bring a
Civil litigation which could do nothing more than
possibly reclaim some of the funds, but the facts
are, it was recognized that those had been placed
away into new corporate accounts of “Wisdom”,
etc., and SPENT on a new paper, publications,
offices, staff and you name it—but not the least of
which was “pre-payment” (as Rick called the
taking of funds directly from our bank accounts)
of staff (themselves).

There was ample proof of criminal actions
and “their attorney”, a very nice and insightful
man, advised the “Young Group” that this was
going to get about as ugly as could be, the way
they were headed—even with Rick Martin
becoming a very unlicensed attorney in practice
for the Young Group, except for Brent Moor head
who did not join the “Complaint” filing. Their
attorney groaned and said to try and settle this
thing because it was going to be a nasty criminal
case if not. So, FACTS arethat there were ample
GROUNDS for criminal indictment of that
SPECTRUM bunch and Rick saysto produce the

proof—FINE, WE WOULD MOST
CERTAINLY ENJOY DOING THAT, AND IN
ADDITION PRODUCING

“CIRCUMSTANTIAL” EVIDENCE GOING
BACK MANY YEARS AS TO CREDIBILITY
VS. FRAUD.

If our “team” erred in not pursuing that avenue,
it is because we have no time for such idiotic
performances, nor do we want another dime spent
on legal court confrontations—even if the
Prosecution is handled by or through the State.
Since there is interstate activity on their part—it

ends up being a Federal cause of action. Now,
doesn’t it seem ridiculous that Rick, et al., continue
to bait the bear? They could not even find a way to
so effectively destroy themselves, their reputations
and expose their fraud. And yes, we DO CARE—
we care about truth, honor, integrity, repayment of
obligations and RESPONSIBILITY IN ALL
ACTIONS. And we care about our readerswho are
considered a part of our friendship circle, and to
whom we only wish the VERY BEST and owe total
responsibility in anything and everything that
touches upon them.]

Government regulations do not eliminate
potentially dishonest individuals, but merely make
their activities harder to detect or easier to hush up.
Furthermore, the possibility of individual dishonesty
applies to government employees fully as much as to
any other group of men. There is nothing to
guarantee the superior judgment, knowledge and
integrity of an inspector or a bureaucrat—and the
deadly consequences of entrusting him with arbitrary
power are obvious.

The hallmark of collectivists is their deep-rooted
distrust of freedom and of the free-market processes;
but it is their advocacy of so-called “consumer
protection” that exposes the nature of their basic
premises with particular clarity. By preferring force
and fear to incentive and reward as a means of human
motivation, they confess their view of a man as a
mindless brute functioning on the range of the moment,
whose actual self-interest lies in “flying-by-night” and
making “quick kills’. They confess their ignorance of
the role of intelligence in the production process, of the
wide intellectual context and long-range vision required
to maintain a modern industry. They confess their
inability to grasp the crucia importance of the moral
values which are the motive power of Capitalism.
Capitalism is based on self-interest and self-esteem; it
holds integrity and trustworthiness as cardinal virtues
and makes them pay off in the marketplace, thus

demanding that men survive by means of virtues, not of
vices. It is this superlatively moral system that the
welfare statists propose to improve upon by means of
preventive law, snooping bureaucrats, and the chronic
goad of fear.

[END OF QUOTING]

With the last several paragraphs in mind—how do
you think we can move into a way of integrity when the
very people who make up society—have no moral
virtues? Oh, indeed, you DO have to think about it, for
unless all of you start “thinking” toward a very
PRACTICAL WAY to move forward you will be stuck
in the quagmire you have established. GOD IS NOT
GOING TO COME DUMP FREEDOM UPON YOU;
IN FACT, UNLESS YOU CHANGE A LOT—YOU
WOULD ONLY DESTROY THAT NICE NEW
FREEDOM. FREEDOM REQUIRES
RESPONSIBILITY THROUGH MORAL VIRTUES,
AND ONE WHO INDIVIDUALLY DOES NOT
PRACTICE MORAL VIRTUESWILL ONLY LEAD
YOU FURTHER IN THE WAYS OF IMMORAL
VICES. IT SIMPLY IS THE WAY IT IS! “Mora”
and “immoral” are at the opposite end of the
consideration—both do not reside in the same place any
more than can “Jude0” and “CHRISTian”. They are
opposites, and antagonistic opposites at that.

It is time to come into recognition of the paths at
which some of you find yourselves in the middle of the
crossroads seeking direction. Some are already off
hippity-hopping down that pretty primrose path, and
some are standing around under the question marks,
while others are already along way out front and will
not come back to pull anyone along. We have a job,
we know our purpose—at least in concept and
destination—and are moving smartly onward. There
was a good old song in a skit called “Johnny
Appleseed”—" Get on the wagon going west (or
wherever you are headed) or you'll be left behind!”

Salu.

GCH—d

) | say, your former majesty, it rather appears that after the
liquidation of the FRACTURED RESERVE SYSTEM and the
BUNKO BANK OF BRITAN, this is all that remains, AND
THE STAFF WANTS HALF

RoYAL Koi-NIDRE SHREDDER
jreBipoERS |
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|nterest-Free Banking
Backed By Gold & GOD

Part Three of a three-part series
(Reprinted from the March 2, 1999 issue of CONTACT)

By E.J. Ekker, 2/25/99

At first thought the idea of operating a bank
without charging interest on loans seems a bit far-
fetched. It was surprising to learn that a few nations,
Pakistan and Iran among them, do not permit riba,
which means usury or interest. The Qur’an explicitly
states that the charging of interest will draw a
declaration of war from Allah and His Messenger,
destroying any economy permitting interest-based
transactions. Philosophically, the basis of this
prohibition seems to be that Mudims should profit only
through their own exertions and not through the
exploitation of or at the expense of others.

But how can a bank make money without charging
interest? Surprisingly, again, many Islamic banks do
very well while performing far greater service and
community good than do their Pharisee-spawned
counterparts. To explain: the majority of Islamic
banking transactions fall into two closely related classes
called mudaraba (meaning something close to our
profit-sharing) and musharaka (close to our joint-
venture). There are many others, falling generally into
a category that can be classed as “fees’, but for this
discussion we will confine ourselves to Mush and Mud.
(Please excuse my American shortcut.)

When a bank is dependent upon the profit of an
enterprise for its own profit, as it is with either Mush
or Mud, the relationship between the banker and the
entrepreneur is significantly different than an asset-
based (collateral) loan wherein the banker doesn't make
the loan unless he covets the collateral. Firgt, in making
his case for an interest-free loan, the entrepreneur must
do much more research and planning to convince the
banker that he can succeed, thus making a profit for
both. (A significant percentage of foreclosed assets in
the US are the residences of ill-prepared entrepreneurs.)
Then, once the loan is made, the real differences
emerge. Experienced bankers can be extremely helpful,
especially to beginning businessmen, and the thought of
fathering a failure is probably unacceptable to a good
banker.

The difference between Mush and Mud seems to be
whether, if the venture FAILS, the bank suffers all of
the loss (Mud) or if the entrepreneur (Mush) shares the
loss. The beneficial societal contrasts of this system
with the more typical system can hardly be imagined.
At the same time, however, it is easily seen that this
system leads toward what has become loudly criticized
as “cronyism” in Southeast Asia, even though a much
more virulent form of cronyism has been practiced to its
ultimate by the Jews for centuries.

The Islamic society places the banker more in a
position of beneficent public service than his non-
Islamic counterpart. He is charged with helping build

the society and he typically contributes 5% of gross
profit to an organized form of charity (which is not the
same as our system of “welfare”). All Islamic
businesses are expected to earn a profit and to do so
with honor and integrity—any “windfal” profits are to
be shared with depositors and/or charity.

Usually, an Ilamic bank offers at least three kinds
of deposits: current (like checking), savings (no profit,
no risk), and profit-sharing (mudaraba) wherein the
depositor takes the risk of losing his deposit, but like
Mud above, he aso enjoys the opportunity for a share
of the profit. Thisis by far the most popular, and no
wonder! All of the motivations are in alignment.
Hundreds, maybe thousands, of depositors put their
money in the bank expecting a profit; the banker
examines an entrepreneur and his project and lends the
money expecting a profit; the entrepreneur has a plan
to make a profit to share with the bank, and the bank
with the depositors so that it can show a better record
of payout to its depositors; and the bank has the
wherewitha to make it happen. With that much energy
focused upon success, who dares project failure?

The beauty of the Iamic system is that it is totally
dedicated to “win-win”. It is not a “zero-sum game’
wherein to win, someone must lose—which is the most
basic tenant of the Pharisee/Khazar/Zionist (PKZ)
position. (How can you own the world if you don’t
take something from somebody? And the Protocols Of
The Learned Elders of Zion surely disclose the
intentions of the PKZ as being to own the world.)

In Islamic Law there are prohibitions against
accepting paper money in payment of certain debts and
obligations. Only gold (Dinar) and silver (Dirham)
coins are acceptable. The Dinar is 4.3 grams of gold,
approximately .15 ounce, worth (at $300/0z) $45. The
Dirham is 3 grams of silver, approximately .106 ounce,
worth (at $4.50/0z) 48 cents. If the Islamic countries
and their combined population of some 1.2 billion
people were to return to the gold standard, the demand
would be huge. And that might be enough to dislodge
the London “price fixers” who are artificialy holding
the price of gold at low levels to support their
derivative-based currency trading as well as discourage
and gain control of gold production.

And what of the other non-Judeo-Christians in the
world, the Buddhists and Hindus? Can it be expected,
or even hoped, that the benefits of gold-based currencies
in an interest-free banking system will someday be
important enough to justify the effort to make the
change? Is there enough gold? The IMF's inventory
of gold in central banks totals 124,000 metric tons
which, at $300 per ounce, would be worth $1.25T
(trillion). What if gold were $9000 per ounce (like
rhodium or iridium)? Then the central banks' gold
would be worth some $40T, and it is estimated that

there is at least as much outside the central banks as
there isinside. So, in our wild imaginings, we could
say there could be as much as $80T worth of gold and,
at the traditional ratio of 20 to 1, the amount of
“currency” available could be as much as $1600T.

We can say, “That is not only illogical, it is
impossible.” Maybe not. It is calculated that the
“Western” banks, including central banks, contain
“assets’ amounting to nearly $100T. Nearly every day
we hear about the new derivative-based high-yield
“trading programs’ that pay off at the rate of 100% per
WEEK. If true, that would indicate that certain
elements (those with “IMF trading account numbers”)
are making (manufacturing might be a better word) a
lot of money—all of it baseless paper in our lingo.
However, alot of rivers have been dammed to supply
electricity, a lot of powerlines, roads and railroads,
bridges and buildings have been built using only paper
money. But we must wonder: why the sudden rush to
debase virtually al of the world's currency? Knowing
about the Zionist Plan 2000 and relating that to the so-
called “Millennium Bug” as a “triggering” mechanism
may provide the answer. |If so, there is very little time
to do much about it.

What can be done about it? To answer that
guestion requires a bit more background. All of the
naughty games played by the hedge funds, currency
traders, rollover artists and their supporting banks,
including the Federal Reserve System, World Bank,
IMF and Bank of International Settlements, require
what are called, in the trade, “spreads’, differentialsin
interest rates. If there is no interest, usury, riba, they
cannot play their games, which are designed, and now
refined, to suck the liquidity (money) out of their victim
nation’s foreign exchange and stock markets. They
have become so adroit that they can name a victim in
advance (such as Brazil), borrow (the buzz word for
borrow is now “leverage”) hundreds of BILLIONS of
dollars (the most common foreign exchange currency)
so that they can sell short (on paper they “borrow”
currency or stock [yes, it is fictitious, just as are
“derivatives’] and “sell” the currency or stock) in the
expectation that it will go down in price (what else can
it do with so much “sold into the market”?) so that,
when it does go down they “buy” it at the lower price
(to be “returned” to their co-conspirator from whom
they “borrowed” it) and thus pocket the difference,
which is often tens of BILLIONS of dollars. (At this
time it is estimated that nearly a trillion dollars have
been “stolen” out of Southeast Asia) The money is
held for a period of time until the economies and stock
markets adjust and settle down and then the
conspirators send in their brokerage arms to buy up the
best businesses and properties of what still survives,
using the very money stolen from within the victim
nation. (Why have “colonies’ when this scheme is so
much more efficient and costs nothing?) In the
Philippines we see evidence nearly every day of the
deals put together to “save” or “salvage” Philippine
companies, banks, and properties by these corporate
carpetbaggers.

These are al very dishonest transactions (although
perfectly lega since “they” have been writing all of the
laws for so long), and the “top dawgs’ take great care
that their involvement in the conspiracy is never
disclosed. Because they seem to be so very “light-
sengitive’, it is quite likely that, when their involvement

(Continued on page 22)
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Writings

You May

Never Have Seen

You may never have seen the following four articles, if CONTACT's former staff had succeeded
in their ill-advised attempt to seize control of the paper. The printing of these articles will bring
readers up-to-date with all public writings this year, filling in the gap caused by the desertion.

3/7/99—#1

NOW FOR A GENERAL
BUSINESS DISCUSSION

We dangle in speculation and exasperation over
individual errors, omissions, commissions, etc. \We must
LEARN lessons, commit to not repeating the errors and
repeating and compounding the positive growth.
Remember, please, that negative growth is not a term of
validity. Negative input is but positive growth when
utilized to learn or grow. So, let us drop the garbage from
our backs and drag-sacks and focus on the positive
movement of our purpose.

The “Ekker loan” will be used to clear Ekker debts.
Included in this is what is now known as Institute Lender
Debt, interest, etc. Also, Ekkers may include “markers’
or a portion thereof. This, however, is in expectation of
larger funding, and should that larger funding become
material fact, this loan will be paid in full by the larger
funding resource. Ekkers have been accused and blamed
of everything from fraud to running away with millions
of dollars. This will be put to rest immediately and
totally. However, aslong as there is litigation pending,
the Institute itself is in jeopardy, so other security
arrangements will be structured to protect all ongoing
activities. Ekkers will have no private funds, so don’t
even go there in personal-gain expectations if you have
a “pick” with them over anything! If you do not like
them—fine. If you hate Hatonn, fine. But, we shall
never again experience as we have in the negative
aspects of some intertwined groupie.

The pressures on Ekkers have been extreme and lately
the assaults and insults against Dharma have been
incredible—while we are producing the most “impossible”
task ever placed on man or beast on your planet.
Frustration is such an understated term as to be silly and
remarkably foolish in descriptively immature terms of
language use.

She “retired’? From exactly what did she retire? She
retired from the TOTAL responsibility of representing me,
Hatonn, in the load of gathering ongoing capita to keep the
program moving. She resigned from bearing responsibility
of meeting every need of anyone drifting along who wants
a “place’, have persona pulling and/or demands—when
said demands CANNOT BE MET.

There is never a negation of pouring in of all (ALL)
funds incoming to continue serviceto al involved. But, no
longer will “original lender” funds, signed for by E.J., be
used—upon which the demand is against Ekkers
persondly—TO THE LENDERS.

With the interim “Ekker loan”, we hope to have
enough flow to catch up monthly bills, and debts and any
arrears in those categories, by the end of March and

perhaps sooner if the loan clears sooner.

Thiswill catch up al “employees’ and an effort will be
made to include some “markers’ for things, which have had
to wait on an emergency basis. All due-and-owing product
bills outstanding will be caught up and cleared.

All costs outstanding for the paper and crew will be
caught up and some funds placed into account from which
to run the paper, until such time as additiona funding is
forthcoming. We will not move forward in conflict or
confrontation, so anyone not wishing to meet our tiny and
fundamental requests will smply have to do whatever it is
they fedl they have to do.

The paper, however, will never again be used as a
sounding board or training paper for receivers of
repetitious spiritual content only. A receiver will aso
act, as will, | assure you, the Master teachers act in their
capacity of current journalists. It is time to stop the
spiritual retrofitting and get with what the paper and our
projects are about—MOVEMENT in the better-
structured foundation for a world in evolvement and
transition.

All that has been are lessons for al involved as to
sorting, readization, testing and gaining readiness. We
now need to move on with input from multiple resources,
so that people can draw their own conclusions from
presentation of FACTS by learned and knowledgeable
participants, writers and researchers. We do not dedl in
mysticism or even very much on mysterious lights in the
sky. There may well be mysterious lights in the sky but
it is as with Hale-Bopp ship travelers, the facts can be
covered and misrepresented and we will not longer stand
for such integration into controversial circumstances.
Leave that to those who are titillated and only want
intrigue. We will have plenty of THAT but it will not
be in other than projection of basic human presentation,
journalistic information WITH COMMENTARY. We
are not going to publicly “clean house”, for that simply
destroys accountability and responsibility. If a“Master”
can't clear his receiver—then both are unworthy.

Readers must be able to READ a paper—not become
the paper, or the presenters of any document or topic.
Communion with GOD does not require any man-made or
guidelined human—THE WORD SPEAKS FOR ITSELF.

But NO, no ONE will tell me what | will or will not
do with my OWN PROPERTY. When a person comes
into YOUR home and tells you to get out, along with
your family—what do you do? Ah so! And, so shdl I.
And when you give God ultimatums of Him, or me—
guess what! Therefore, | suggest we all get clear (not
just cleared) and we won't have to redo this bit of
confrontation. The players didn't mean what they
presented in the first place, for stress of the minute
caused errors in good judgment. However, the point is
to find out facts, put aside persona opinion and ego—

and then think a very long time before accusing or
abusing ANYONE. Even a DOVE will defend her nest,
her babies and her property—and even a sparrow can
inflict alot of damage with its needle-sharp beak, while
afinch, tiny asit is, can grasp a bit of flesh and hang on
until the person bleeds to death. Don’t do these things
and then claim to only want to serve God and Man and
actually be serving Satan influence. Am | accusing
anyone of serving SATAN? No! | am not accusing. |
am stating a fact—if you are not serving God—you
ARE serving Satan.

AND ABOVE ALL—STOP USING OTHERS.
WHEN YOU SEDUCE ANOTHER, IT IS USUALLY
THROUGH WORDS AND PHYSICAL EXPRESSION.
YOU MEN CAN END UPWITH A BEVY OF LADIES
ALL EXPECTING LONG-TERM COMMITMENTS,
MARRIAGE—WHATEVER. THE REVERSE IS TRUE,
SO STOP THE FLIRTING AND PROMISING AND
SELLING TO GET A MINUTE OF FUN AND/OR
GAMES. AND STOP ACTING LIKE PIOUS
PRETENDERS. YOU ONLY LOOK THE FOOL WHEN
IT BACKFIRES.

So, what would “I”, Hatonn, suggest you do?
Nothing, except shape up SELVES and make decisions
about your preference as to tasks and participation, for
when | return personally with speaker from distant
places—we intend to MOVE AHEAD FULL-STEAM-
UP AND ROLLING. IF THIS DOES NOT SUIT
YOUR PERCEPTION OF SPIRITUAL TRUTH—
THEN STICK AROUND, AND YOU WILL LEARN A
LOT ON THAT TOPIC OF SPIRITUALITY IN
TRUTH AND ACTION.

Don't save up your arguments, defense or assaulting
to take the time of our team, just to express some
“stuff”—THEY DON’'T HAVE THE TIME FOR
SUCH THINGS. It is now time that, if you take
responsibility for a thing, be sure you want that
responsibility—because you are GOING TO GET IT,
and there will be funding for projects, backing for the
paper, whatever you need—hbut we have to give relief to
our team who has carried this load this far. Thisis not
JUST Ekkers—it is all of you. However, you MUST
look at things as they ARE and not as you have assumed
themto be. Thereisafull payback program and THAT
is where Ekkers must turn their own attention, because
everything in the Ingtitute is still blocked by continuing
litigation. They can offer interim support—but at the
moment that is ALL they can offer or provide. AND,
ON THIS DATE AS WE WRITE HERE, THEY
CAN'T EVEN PROMISE THAT. IFWE TELL YOU
THE FACTS ARE THAT THEY ARE TOLD THE
15™ OR 16™, THAT IS ALL FROM WHICH THEY
CAN WORK. THEY CAN “NOT” SHARE WITH
YOU, BUT YOUR EXPECTATIONS SOMEHOW
“BLAME” THEM IF DELAYS OR DENIALS
HAPPEN.

| DO NOT WORK WITH “ULTIMATUMS’ AND
YOU MUST KNOW THAT RIGHT NOW BEFORE WE
GO FURTHER. THISISTHE VERY REASON | DON'T
TELL YOU WHEN THE NEXT MAJOR EARTHQUAKE
WILL BE FORTHCOMING. YOU USE THE
INFORMATION INCORRECTLY TO COVER SELF-
ASSETS, AND ONCE A STANCE IS TAKEN IN
UNBENDING FASHION, EVEN IF YOU ARE WRONG,
YOU SEEM TO NEED TO DEFEND IT UNTIL DEATH.
AND, SURELY ENOUGH, DEATH ISUSUALLY THE
OUTCOME, ONE WAY OR ANOTHER.

Yes, alot of “friendships’ are broken, and mistrust
replaces what was “trust” when misperceptions are offered
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on misinformation. However, that does not mean that there
cannot be some measure of understanding reached or work
continued. Perhaps one learns to not share so much and
the other stops “assuming” so much—especidly consdering
persondities involved in each instance.

People are going to STOP, while in my service,
judging other of my people—PERIOD. You will
undoubtedly continue to have an opinion and
observation—but you will either keep it to yourself or
yourself will be kept out of my loop. Simple is thisin
both concept and action. WE ARE BUILT AND
FUNCTION ON LOVE, HOPE, CHARITY AND
FORGIVENESS. AND, HE WHO IS WITHOUT SIN
CAST THAT STONE. STOP IT—EACH ISFILLED
WITH SIN AND FOOLISHNESS, WITH A WISH TO
GOSSIP, TATTLE AND PRATTLE TO MAKE
SELVES LOOK SOMEHOW SUPERIOR, MOSTLY
TO SILLY SELF. STOPIT. If abrother or sister has
a problem—HELP, and stop the mouthing so that
somehow you look wiser or better.

Let me example: Stop accusing and bashing the
addicted to alcohol or illness—if you are not perfection.
And, if you are two pounds overweight and can’t seem to
drop it—you are in the same TY PE of addiction behavior.
Only YOU seem to be able to cast stones at other addicts
and their problem, instead of forgiving your own and
helping self, and the other, through whatever is required to
assist them instead of breaking them further.

You who just don't seem to LIKE anybody and pick,
find fault and yet delve into that which is not your
business—get ready for change, for it is not acceptable
longer for YOU to decide the placement or activities in that
which is NOT your respongibility. If you are given the role
of “investigator”, fine, otherwise keep out of things, AND
FIND SOMETHING GOOD TO SAY, OR SEE OR
RECOGNIZE IN “EACH” “OTHER". By the way, to
express that “good” to the person producing the “goodness’
is a stroke of genius and you will find yoursdlf the recipient
of untold riches of appreciation.

And, you who think you can “run” everything—forget
it for you can't—YOU ONLY “THINK” you can do so. If
you are the open psychiatrist—you are worthless in
everything—for you will continue your assumption that you
are dl-knowing, and your entire life will be consumed and
you will give fase and hurtful conclusions, which may well
serve as Band-Aids for a moment—but will not allow
healing of the problem or wound at hand.

S0, as thisis MY (Hatonn's) mission | will, yes
indeed, require that you consider these guidelines very
carefully, for THIS is the way we'll be functioning—
directly according to the laws of cause and effect, reward
according to projection, and right down through the
expectation of living within the guidelines of the
LIGHTED directives of GOD, by whatever name you
choose for CREATOR. This does not include any
allowances for the PRODUCERS OF DARKNESS.

Does this mean that we need a “court of law” for such
decisions? No, for thisiswhat I, as head of this mission,
require. | will make many, many allowances on the
persona level of sdf and sdf-choices. | will not, however,
relinquish my position to ANYONE unless it be by MY
CHOICE.

Is this unsatisfactory? Well, consider that you have a
business with a goal, and you own your company and the
product. Would you like anyone walking in, and taking
over and becoming King in your Kingdom? Keep thisin
mind, please, at every opportunity. No one stops you from
moving to other pastures—except SELF.

Let me example further: If Claudia makes a great error

in paper “layout” because she didn’'t see something out of
order—she must be told, GRACIOUSLY, according to
circumstances, the error. But, if Claudia wants to go out
and work for dingly-dunk, outside of her responsible
position with “you”—then it is NONE OF YOUR
BUSINESS. If she needs help and seeks it—help her ina
positive way—but otherwise, KEEP OUT OF IT, even to
the prattling and gossiping.

If you feel that your family is no one else's business,
be it a brother, sister, or parent, etc., then can’t you respect
another, for just because you happen to “know” the
individual—gives you no further right to opinion than they
to your hidden relations or relationships.

In this example: What is your business into that of
Doris or E.J.’s relationships or relations?? They take no
input into the affairs of YOUR relatives OR YOUR
RELATIONSHIPS,

Can you have an opinion about the “actions’ of others
in point? Of course, for you DO HAVE AN OPINION—
just, 1 suggest, keep it to yoursdlf, lest it come up to bite
you to death. When ALL is perfection in your own
relationships and “house’, then and only then can you turn
to atend another’s—and BY THEN YOU WON'T WANT
TO DO SO.

We will be having some great flux in both people and
jobs but it will al bein amost positive manner. We have
those waiting for “cal” to fill positions for which they have
long waited in patience. Some will move locations, some
will be wherever they are to be—according to THEIR
CHOICE, not yours and not mine.

| do not anticipate that YOU will like all changes as
we evolve—but that is up to you. If you do not like
something you may even express it—not demand or just
complain AFTER THE FACT. We can grow together or
gpart—whichever might be your choice—but WE are going
to grow and if you choose to simply step back out of the
MAIN flow of responsihility, then so beit. NOBODY IS
GOING TO JUDGE YOU FOR CHOICES OF THIS
NATURE AND IT ISNONE OF “THEIR” BUSINESS IF
THEY “CHOOSE” TO DO SO.

This message is NO DIFFERENT from that offered at
upstart of our relationship long years ago—I just find that
you forget, and get confused by remoteness-dilution of time
and space, and need some summary reminders. And, yes,
| expect you to outgrow the need for “reminders’ of large
nature, because you should be in knowledge by now and
stop the goofing off at every opportunity to attend your
persona druthers.

We are right on track toward goa accomplishment, so
| would appreciate it if you would get on the same track.
| know that | seem to change directions or include that of
which you “seemingly” knew nothing—nbut that IS the way
it IS. I, quite honestly, CAN'T TRUST YOU WITH
ADVANCE INFORMATION. If this offends you, then |
suggest you look at what you are doing this minute, other
than while reading this paper, and check out what | say as
to truth and redlity. Covering actions is not the same thing
as having committed nothing which needs covering.

Some of you have lately been bending, adjusting and
tweaking things so that you might look a little less guilty
than another for actions already committed to history. Fix
what you can and don’'t go there again, is the WISE
APPLICATION OF THE LESSONS.

| think in your Bible there are parables about the
Bridegroom coming and a preparation for that event. GET
BUSY, CREW, FOR THE TIME FOR THAT
PREPARATION IS AT HAND.

Salu, Dad

GCH—d

3/23/99—#2

CAN CHANGE REALLY BE ENDURED?

Yes, change is a necessary part of living—as much as
breathing in and breathing out. Someone once said that
only death and taxes remain basically unchanged. No,
EVERYTHING IS IN CONSTANT CHANGE. Even dying
doesn’t change change—for your old body just keeps right
on changing in a more interesting manner, as it reverts to
elements and energy.

To facilitate pogtive change, however, you are going to
have to look at many things differently and adjust to
possibilities. By possibilities | mean such things as karma,
reincarnation and some quite controversia ideas whose time
have come—to take careful consideration and clear-up
perceptions.

The big one is KARMA. Here we may well have to
also define DHARMA for the two ideas go hand-in-glove.

| will offer awell-done recognition of the term Dharma
but will not linger on it at this point:

DHARMA: The term Dharma has many connotations bt,
on precise English equivalent, it is most often used to refer to
the teachings and doctrine of the Buddha (but is not limited to
same). Thisincludes the scriptural tradition as well as the way
of life and spiritual realizations that result from the application
of the teachings. Sometimes Buddhists use the word in a more
general sense—to signify spiritual or religious practices in
general, universal spiritual law, or the true nature of
phenomena—and use the term Buddhadharma to refer more
specifically to the principles and practices of the Buddhist path.
The Sanskrit word Dharma is derived from the etymological
root meaning “to hold”, and in this context the word has a
broader meaning: any behavior or understanding that serves “to
hold one back” or protect one from experiencing suffering and
its causes.

Now, when you consider use of the term “dharma’ as
a“handle’ or identification of my transcriber—it is exactly
THAT: an identification. We have aways preferred the use
of the label in SMALL TYPE to simply identify for
recognition. Editors always choose to CAPITALIZE the
word as we use it as “transcriber”, smply because it acts as
a “name”. ALL RECEIVERS, TRANSCRIBERS,
TRANSMITTERS AND SPEAKERS MUST HAVE
IDENTIFICATION, OR THERE IS NO ABILITY TO
DISCERN FACT FROM FICTION. The messageis of the
utmost importance but WHO brings the message is the
focus in every instance in your recognition of this world
BEFORE CHANGE.

The “identification” word (name) need not be up front
but in some manner of reference within the text. | have
chosen to ask that it be put right up top, henceforth.

| asked long ago that this identification be made for al
writings presented through any connection with Dr. Ed
Young, only to be denounced and ignored. If you don't
think, readers, that this is important—you are grossly in
error. And, further, Dr. Young's assurance that he is equa
to those Etheric Beings doing the speaking, and can sort
and discern all messages, is total hogwash. Why would a
worthy receiver, who acts in integrity, hesitate even a
moment to identify? All can do so without ever using their
given, human names.

In the written word there is no real ability to discern
energy—ONLY STYLE OF PRESENTATION, so dl the
blathering in self-identification up front, or at the rear, or
both, from a discarnate energy MEANS ABSOLUTELY
NOTHING. Neither, for instance, does it mean anything
for the transcriber to go through the silly antics. The
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reader, however, had best get dert and dlive, or you will be
dumped on, as recently underway—nby the self-styled ego-
trippers.

| will go further: In this new game of Dr. Young's, in his
sdf-proclaimed genius a work—he has dlowed full discounting
of ANYTHING in his second book on the Rays. For one clue
right here, it is noted that he has presented personages in
message-sending from extremely-high-energy forms (if they be
red at dl) BUT, THE ONES OFFERED ARE NOT OF THE
“RAYS’ (THE COHANS) OF ACCEPTED “MASTERS'. Is
this not suitable? What it IS, is a recognition of total
IGNORANCE, even with a dozen PhDs to anyone's credit. So,
take care in your ooing and awing, because you may be
attending the clowns a play. This could have been avoided by
some modicum of respect and modesty on the part of the new
god-discerner. However, | have little patience in book upon
book of NOTHING-rote copy. “TRUTH AND KNOWING
ARE NOT ENOUGH, SUCCESSFUL CHANGE
REQUIRES ACTION” (Me).

So, do we put Dharma to pasture because she has
matured in her work? Well, that is one way to get rid of
a real problem to the adversary, but no, it won't work.
Working hard a mental antics and workouts through the
years does NOT EXHAUST A BRAIN OR A MIND—IT
ONLY SHARPENS AND BECOMES MORE
INSIGHTFUL THE MORE IT IS EXERCISED. THE
NASTY STUFF OF HUMAN ACTIVITY AND
ASSAULTS ON THE SENSES OF HUMAN PHY SICAL
ARE WHAT CAUSE DEBILITATION AND FATIGUE.
THE BACK MAY HURT—THE MIND?—NEVER!

KARMA

Since “Karma’ is dso a Sanskrit term and is used aso
as a Buddhist term, | suggest we look at something from
Buddhist tradition to speak about it.

| persondly know that you more often use “Karma’ as
an escape clause than to actually mean anything. You can
“suffer” in Karmic misery until YOU DECIDE TO STOP
IT.

[QUOTING, from interviews with the Dalai Lama]

On the topics of unfairness, self-created suffering and
Karma

In our daily life, problems invariably arise. But
problems themsalves do not automatically cause suffering.
If we can directly address our problem and focus our
energies on finding a solution, for instance, the problem can
be transformed into a chalenge. If we throw into the mix,
however, afedling that our problem is “unfair’, we add an
additional ingredient that can become a powerful fuel in
creating mental unrest and emotional suffering. And now
we not only have two problems instead of one, but that
feeling of “unfairness’ distracts us, consumes us, and robs
us of the energy needed to solve the origina problem.

Raising this issue with the Daa Lama one morning,
| asked, “How can we deal with the feeling of unfairness
that so often seems to torture us when problems arise?’

The Dalai Lama replied, “There may be a variety of
ways that one might deal with the feeling that one's
suffering is a natural fact of human existence. And | think
that in some ways Tibetans might be in a better position to
accept the reality of these difficult situations, because they
will say, ‘Maybe it is because of my Karma in the past.’
They will attribute it to negative actions committed in either
this or a previous life, and so there is a greater degree of
acceptance. | have seen some families in our settlementsin
India, with very difficult situations—living under very poor
conditions, and on top of that having children with both
eyes blind or sometimes retarded. And somehow these poor

ladies till manage to look after them, smply saying, ‘This
is due to their Karma, it is their fate’

“In mentioning Karma, here | think that it is important
to point out and understand that sometimes it is due to
one' s misunderstanding of the doctrine of Karma and ones
try to exonerate self from the responsibility or from the
need to take personal initiative. One could quite easily say,
‘This is due to my past Karma, my negative past Karma,
and what can | do? | am helpless” Thisis atotally wrong
understanding of karma, because, although one’s
experiences are a conseguence of one's past deeds, that does
not mean that the individua has no choice or that there is
no room for initiative to change, to bring about positive
change. And this is the same in all areas of life. One
should not become passive and try to excuse oneself from
having to take personal initiative on the grounds that
everything is aresult of Karma, because if one understands
the concept of Karma properly, one will understand that
Karma means ‘action’. [H: PLEASE GO BACK AND
READ THAT LAST STATEMENT AT LEAST
TWICE!] Karmaisa very active process. And when
we talk of Karma, or action, it is the very action
committed by an agent, in this case, ourselves, in the
past. So what type of future will come about, to a large
extent, lies within our own hands in the present. It will
be determined by the kind of initiatives that we take now.

“So, Karma should not be understood in terms of a
passive, static kind of force but rather should be understood
in terms of an active process. This indicates that there is
an important role for the individual agent to play in
determining the course of the Karmic process. For
instance, even a simple act or a simple purpose, like
fulfilling our needs for food. In order to achieve that
simple goal, we need an action on the part of ourselves.
We need to look for food, and then we need to edt it; this
shows that even for the smplest act, even asingle goa is
achieved through action.”

Widll, reducing the feeling of unfairness by accepting
that it is a result of one’s Karma may be effective for
Buddhists, but what about those who don’'t believe in the
doctrine of Karma? Many in the West, for instance...

“People who believe in the idea of a Crestor, of God, may
accept these difficult circumstances more easily by viewing
them as part of God's cregtion or plan. They may fed that even
through the situation appears to be very negative, God is all-
powerful and very merciful, so there may be some meaning,
some significance, behind the situation that they may not be
aware of. | think that kind of faith can sustain and help them
during the times of suffering.”

And what about those who don’t believe in either the
doctrine of Karma or the idea of a Creator God?

“For a nonbeliever,” the Dalai Lama pondered for
several moments before responding, “perhaps a practical
scientific approach could help. | think that scientists
usually consider it very important to look at a problem
objectively, to study it without much emotiona involvement.
With this kind of approach you can look at the problem
with the atitude * If there's away to fight the problem, then
fight, even if you have to go to court!”” He laughed.
“Then, if you find that there’'s no way to win, you can
simply forget about it.”

[H: Now, with this TRUTH at hand, you can see
that you do have some real nonbelievers among you,
even in the most seemingly high-level insight-bringers
(or perhaps“thrusters’ is a better term), who toss their
nonbelief upon YOU under the guise of supposed or
espoused “ connection with the REAL God”. But, these
are the clues you must seek, aren’t they? And for you
sweet and innocent ones who can’t decide about input or

who offers that insight “shared” with you—where is
YOUR OWN DISCERNMENT, for anyone can SAY
ANYTHING and it isonly YOUR PERCEPTION of the
content which has value. Be careful to NOT put off
your perceptions of input upon those close to you, lest
you be on the outside while respect for your maturity
and understanding islogt in the quarreing and nagging.
You who are married must be exceptionally careful, for
one may wel be receptive to another’s so-called psychic
fortune-telling, while the whole thing accepted is
Pigswill, at best. Oh yes, EVERY ONE OF YOU will
know at least one “channe” or “psychic mouth” who
offers such personal opinions based on wrong input.]

“An objective analysis of difficult or problematic
situations can be quite important, because with this
approach you'll often discover that behind the scenes there
may be other factors a play. For instance, if you fed that
you're being treated unfairly by your boss at work, there
may be other factors at play; he may be annoyed by
something else, an argument with his wife that morning or
something, and his behavior may have nothing to do with
you personaly, may not be specificaly directed at you. Of
course, you must still face whatever the situation may be,
but at least with this approach you may not have the
additional anxiety that would come along with it.”

Could this kind of "scientific" approach, in which one
objectively analyzes a situation, also possibly help one to
discover ways in which oneself may be contributing to the
problem? And could that help reduce the feeling of
unfairness associated with the difficult situation?

“Yesl” he responded enthusiastically. “That would
definitedly make a difference. In generd, if we carefully
examine any given situation in a very unbiased and honest
way, we will realize that to a large extent we are also
responsible for the unfolding of events.

“For instance, many people blamed the Gulf War on
Saddam Hussein. Afterwards, on various occasions, |
expressed, ‘That's not fair!”  Under such circumstances, | redly
feel kind of sorry for Saddam Hussein. Of course, he is a
dictator, and of course, there are many other bad things about
him. If you look a the situation roughly, it's easy to place all
the blame on him—he's a dictator, totalitarian, and even his
eyes look alittle bit frightening!” he laughed. “But without his
army his capacity to harm is limited, and without military
equipment that powerful army cannot function. All this military
equipment is not produced by itsdf from thin air! So, when we
look at it like that, many nations are involved.

“So,” the Dalai Lama continued, “often our normal
tendency is to try to blame our problems on others, on
externa factors. Furthermore, we tend to look for one
single cause, and then try to exonerate ourselves from the
responsibility. It seems that whenever there are intense
emoations involved, there tends to be a disparity between
how things appear and how they realy are. In this case,
if you go further and analyze the situation very carefully,
you'll see that Saddam Hussein is part of the source of the
problem, one of the factors, but there are other contributing
conditions as well. Once you redlize this, your earlier
atitude that he is the only cause automaticaly falls away
and the reality of the situation emerges.

“This practice involves looking at things in a holistic
way—realizing that there are many events contributing to
adituation. For example, our problem with the Chinese—
again, there is much contribution made by ourselves. |
think perhaps our generation may have contributed to the
situation, but definitely our previous generations | think
were very negligent, at least a few generations back. So |
think we, as Tibetans, contributed to this tragic situation.
It's not fair to blame everything on China. But there are
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so many levels. Of course, although we might be a
contributing factor to a situation, that doesn’t mean we are
solely to blame. For example, Tibetans have never
completely bowed down to Chinese oppression; there has
been continued resistance. Because of this the Chinese
developed a new policy—transferring large masses of
Chinese to Tibet so that the Tibetan population becomes
inggnificant, the Tibetans displaced, and the movement for
freedom cannot be effective. In this case, we cannot say
that the Tibetan resistance is to blame or is responsible for
the Chinese policy.”

When you are looking for your own contribution to a
situation, what about those situations that clearly aren't your
own fault, that you have nothing to do with, even relatively
insignificant everyday situations, such as when someone
intentiondly lies to you?

“Of course, | may initialy feel asense of disappointment
when somebody isn't truthful, but even here, if | examine the
situation, | might discover that in fact their motive for hiding
something from me may not be the result of a bad motive. It
may be that they smply have a certain lack of confidencein me.
So sometimes when | feel disappointed by these kinds of
incidents, | try to look a them from another angle; I'll think that
maybe the person did not want to fully confide in me because
| won't be able to keep it secret. My nature usualy tends to be
quite straightforward, o, because of this, the person might have
decided that I'm not the right person who can keep the secrets,
that 1 may not be able to keep secrets as many people would
expect. In other words, | am not worthy of the person’s full
trust because of my persona nature. So, looking et it in that
way, | would consider the cause to be due to my own fault.”

Even coming from the Dalai Lama, this rationale
seemed like a bit of a stretch—finding “your own
contribution” to another’s dishonesty. But there was a
genuine sincerity in his voice as he spoke, which suggested
that in fact this was a technique he had used to practical
advantage in his personal life to help deal with adversity.
In applying this technique to our own lives, of course, we
might not always be so successful in finding our own
contribution to a problematic Situation. But whether we are
successful or not, even the honest attempt to search for our
own contribution to a problem alows a certain shift of focus
that helps to break through the narrow patterns of thinking
that lead to the destructive fedling of unfairness that is the
source of so much discontent in ourselves and in the world.

[H: May we please hold up here for a minute and
really look at what was just said. Lately in our own
little narrow world of expression, in the matter of the
CONTACT paper and total betrayal of what were
considered business partners and, above all, friends, we
find this is truly helpful. Thisis not necessarily just
because you want to overlook the lies but for your own
softening of feelings of other emotions such as anger,
insult, sorrow or outright challenge. If you can see what
istheintent of the other person from his point of view—
it makes the “understanding” of the incident more
honest in presentation. What you are doing is opening
insight into your own perceptions and possibilities
without dumping on anyone else or demanding any other
perceive what you are perceiving—but ALLOWING the
others involved in any way to realize the facts for
themselves and not simply through your eyes and
perception. Thisisa good thing in ALL circumstances
of any kind of disagreement.

Let us consider what is taking place in the “hostile
theft” of the CONTACT newspaper through outright lies
and deceit, added upon by accusations againgt the very
property owners and denouncement of all abilities of the
partiesin point, who are somehow displaced to even do

business. What do you have? Wdll, firg of all, you have
people who couldn’t make such a paper work—ever, on
their own input and merit—or financial circumstances.
And yes indeed, every day they are doing more things
that will look even more terriblein the eyes of the public
when they surface—everything from corporation
manipulation to bank account thefts, shiftsand all things
in between. To keep the game alive and the liars
covered, more lies must be told. You can still have
compassion for the players, even if they be total nitwits.

But what happens with those who “side” with the
liars and deceivers? Well, they fall into the same pot of
soup, and by their total lack of discretion, discernment
and ability to see TRUTH and facts—are equally, or
perhaps more o, discounted. So any good receiver who
errsin perception, even in thisinsance—is false and has
no valid input to any subject otherwise reflected in that
person’s projections. AND BEWARE OF ANYONE
WHO SPEAKS IN TONGUES AND THEN
INTERPRETS—YOU HAVE A REAL PROBLEM,
FOR YOU ARE WORKING ON THE POSSIBILITY
OF TOTAL DECEPTION, WHETHER
INTENTIONAL OR UNINTENTIONAL. YES
INDEED, THIS IS HAPPENING CONSTANTLY,
RIGHT IN THAT “TEHACHAPI” SETTING.

| also would suggest that those who say great and
nasty things against those they choose to displace, and
then come forth with, “but we love you and just want
you home again, broke or not”—this saysit all. They
don’t really want you home, so they have to be
embarrassed by their own deceit. THEY DO NOT
LOVE YOU, and they are INTENTIONALLY
PLANNING TO HURT YOU TO COVER THEIR
OWN ACTIONS AND DECEPTIONS. THEY ARE
ALSO DARING YOU TO COME BACK WITH
EMPTY HANDS, LEST THEY BRING MORE
LAWSUITS AGAINST YOU TO PROVE THEIR
ACCUSATIONS MADE IN TOTAL FOOLISHNESS
OF PERSONAL, “BY GUESS AND BY GOLLY”".

USE YOUR GOD-GIFTED INTELLIGENCE AND
REASON, PEOPLE, AND DO NOT BE SUCKED IN
BY THE DECEIVERS—NO MATTER HOW KINDLY
AND KNOWING THEY APPEAR.

SOME OF YOU HAD BEST START
“LISTENING” TO OTHERSWHO DISAGREE WITH
THE “CROWD” OR THE TINY GROUP—BECAUSE
YOU CAN'T HEAR WHILE YOU ARE YIPPING
AND YAPPING, AND IN THESE RECENT
HAPPENINGS WHICH | JUST MENTIONED—YQU
ARE WRONG |F YOU REMAIN ON “THEIR SIDE”
AND/OR THE VICTIMS OF SELF-ANNOUNCED
RECEIVERS FROM, ESPECIALLY, THE HIGHER
TEACHERS SUCH AS SANANDA OR ATON. A LOT
CAN BE “GOTTEN AWAY WITH”, WITH OTHER
COHANS AND ENTITIES—BUT THE FALSE
PROJECTIONS IN THE NAME OF THE GREAT
SPIRIT, THE SOURCE, GOD, ETC., ARE “TAKING
THE NAME OF GOD IN VAIN", AND THE
CONSEQUENCES ARE MORE DEFINITELY
HARDER TO OVERCOME WHEN REALIZATION
HITS THAT FAN THAT IS ALREADY FULL OF
THE OTHER STUFF IN THE FAN|]

[End of Quoating]

LET USLOOK NOW AT GUILT

Guilt and SHAME are so intertwined that it is difficult to
consider one without the other. There is in this very same
significant attack upon the Ekkers and Hatonn, in the ongoing

saga around and about Tehachapi and the “SORTING
PROCESS’ (Yesindeed, IT IS the sorting process and MY
UNCOVERING OF THE ONES WHO ARE AGAINST ME)),
that we can know that following the shallow and ridiculous
“choosing” of sides and moving in the actud crimind circles—
there will later be loads and bunches of both GUILT AND
SHAME. But then it will be TOO LATE. Thisis not because
of anything Ekkers or God will do, but the people who take
from God always end up in tremendous guilt and shame, even
if it be hidden behind egotistical superiority. THE END
RESULT IS THAT OF TOTAL INSECURITY, BOUND
WITH “SELF’-UNCERTAINTY IN INSECURITY, WITHIN
A VERY FLAWED PERSONALITY. Ah indeed, guilt might
be valid but certainly shame for wrong actions is quite
appropriate. s asking “forgiveness’ enough to solve the
problem? NO, because these people cannot CORRECT the
situation and the intent is deliberate in the actions taken.
Therefore, “forgiveness’ hasn't anything to do with the
“victims’—and cheaters, liars, deliberate abusers, criminal-
activity participants, etc.—must bear shame for shameful
activities againgt another, for they have broken their covenants
with GOD, cadled COMMANDMENTS. And when you do it
in the name of LOVE and GOD you have redly erred. Now,
in this instance, when MY NAME IS USED AS AN
AUTHORIZING PARTY IN THIS BASH-AND-STASH
GAME, PLACING DR. ED, THE TALKING HEAD, IN
ABSOLUTE CHARGE AND CONTROL OF “MY” PAPER
CONTACT, AS HE HAS PUBLISHED, | am just pretty
upset at the arrogance AND TOTALLY FALSE
PRESENTATION.

Since it is unbelievable as to Truth to my people here, |
don't have to further explain anything to them, for they aready
KNOW what is taking place and it is only a necessary part of
the package of mission necessities. Actualy, through his own
foolish actions, Dr. Young is the destructive party in the
destruction of the VERY THING MOST DESIRED TO HAVE
AND HOLD. SOBEIT. There are so many egotigticd, false
projections, from not allowing me to refer to you, my closest
friends and children, as “Dad”, to the incredible rank-pushing
status of what he assumes | SHOULD demand for my stature
in tenure and rank—according to his perception of HIS status
and egotistical pecking order.

As products of an imperfect world, all of you are
imperfect. Every one of you has done some wrong. There
are things you regret—things you have done or things you
should have done. Acknowledging your wrongdoings
with a genuine sense of remorse can serve to keep you
on theright track in life, and encourage you to rectify
your mistakes when possible and take action to correct
things in the future. But, how can you see and “know” ?
You can know by the confusion, doubts and holding to
a stance which is unreasonable.

Now, what do | mean? Well, in this same area of concern
inloca circumstances, we have some ladies who regularly meet
with one another and one in the circle “channels’—very much
as for Sananda in dl-knowing, all-receiving authority. YOU
ERR, students, for the information is based on incorrect data
and wrong data IN—wrong data OUT. If you had atruly vaid
“speaker-teacher” there would be no errors in the projections.
But, even if there are errors and/or truth—YOU ARE
CHOOSING DIRECTIONS BASED ON THAT INCORRECT
DATA OFFERED THROUGH ANOTHER'S OPINIONS—IN
THIS PARTICULAR INSTANCE. SEE WHO THIS
PERSON SERVES, AS IN CHOOSING SIDES, AND
ASK YOURSELF WHY THAT MIGHT BE SO! ONCE
A STANCE IS CHOSEN, NOTE THAT THAT PARTY
WILL DO ALMOST ANYTHING TO KEEP FROM
BEING UNCOVERED IN THE ERROR. THAT IS
SIMPLY THE WAY IT IS, AND CERTAINLY
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COMPASSION IS THE CHOICE OF EMOTIONAL
RESPONSE TO SUCH INDULGENCE IN WARP-
DRIVE-10 PSYCHIC GAMESMANSHIP.

| especially ask V.T. to take careful heed to this
message, for you came to share a wondrous experience and
now you dlip into false entrapment. This can either be a
wondrous growing experience for you, and your mate—or
the downfall of relationships, for you may not ask another
to give up, totaly, reason and choices just to suit your own.
The other party may well not be totally correct in
assumptions but he/she deserves the RESPECT of your
silence on the matter—for in this instance—HE IS GOING
TO TURN OUT TO BE THE CORRECT PARTY.

The channeling party has aready chosen and expressed
“sides’, so thisimmediately dissolves any possibility of non-
biased input. Think about it. Now it degrades itself to
comments of love for the perceived offending parties—because
the choice is already projected—TO OTHERS, and
backtracking seems an impossible option to the trapped party in
point. Be careful so that the choices for SELF are based on
SELF and not on someone else's perceptions and projections.
WHAT IS YOUR RELATIONSHIP WITH EKKERS, FOR
INSTANCE? HAVE THEY ACTED IN SUCH VILE AND
EVIL WAYS AS ARE NOT REPORTED, AND IS IT
WORTHY THAT PROPERTY BE SEIZED AND
CRIMINALLY TAKEN? BE VERY CAREFUL IN YOUR
ACTIONS, FOR THERE WILL BE NO MOVING BACK
FROM THESE CHOICES NOW MADE AND INTO
COMFORT WITH THESE FRIENDS AND LOVED ONES,
WHEN LIFE AS“NORMAL" ISRESUMED. WHAT HAVE
THESE PEOPLE DONE TO YOU OF SUCH NEGATIVE
MERIT? THEIR SIN IS THAT THEY LOVE YOU AND
TRIED TO SHARE THAT LOVE EVEN IN MOST
OBVIOUS ACTION AND PRESENTATION. CAN YOU
NOT BE PATIENT FOR THE UNFOLDING? WHY DO
YOU CHOOSE THE ENEMY CAMP WHEN YOU CAN
ALWAYS JOIN THAT BUNCH AT ANY TIME LATER
ALONG THE WAY? IT ISIN LEAVING MY CAMP YOU
TOSS AWAY ABILITY TO FULLY RECOVER FULL
ATTACHMENTS, ONCE SEVERED. AND WHEN YOU
FIND THE TRUTH WHICH IS BEING REVEALED EVEN
NOW—YOU SHALL WANT TO RECLAIM YOUR PLACE
WITHIN MY WINGS. It will be up to Ekkers, as to how
much they can move beyond in persona interchanges, for they
long for more privacy and lack of focus. However, when you
have a goose (Dharma) who lays golden eggs (Me), it is not
wise to kill the goose to spite the gander.

CHANGE

We will now briefly look at resisting change before we
close.

Guilt arises when you convince yourselves that you've
made an irreparable mistake. The torture of guilt isin
thinking that any problem is permanent. Since there is
nothing that doesn’t change, however, so too pain
subsides—a problem doesn't persist. This is the positive
side of change. The negative side is that you resist change
in nearly every arena of life. The beginning of being
released from suffering is to investigate one of the primary
causes. resistance to change.

Ah, but you may well think that circumstances, say in
Tehachapi in OUR own instance, are not a movement into
change, IF YOU CAN HANG ONTO THE OLD
SPIRITISM BEING SHAFTED INTO YOUR SENSES BY
SELF-STYLED GENIUS-MINDS. But what you are
actualy DOING is clinging to the old, to disdlow yoursdlf
to move with the next phase of our own mission and
purpose. YOU DON'T KNOW WHAT TO DO IF THERE

IS CHANGE—WHICH WILL SURELY HAPPEN AS WE
MOVE FROM MOMENT TO MOMENT.

You are, reader, as you read, faced with some sort of
choice regarding something and that is a form of suffering
as you make those choices—especialy big ones as regards
CHANGE. The very nature of life is ever changing. It's
extremely important to investigate the causes or origins of
your particular form of “suffering”, and how it came to be
and how it arises. One must begin that process by
appreciating the impermanent, transient nature of your
exisgence. All things, events, and phenomena are dynamic,
changing every moment; nothing remains static.
Meditation on one’'s blood circulation could serve to
reinforce thisidea: the blood is constantly flowing, moving;
it never stands till. This momentarily changing nature of
phenomena is like a built-in mechanism. And sinceiit is
the nature of al phenomena to change every moment, this
indicates to you that al things lack the ability to endure,
lack the ahility to remain the same. And since al things
are subject to change, nothing exists in a permanent
condition, nothing is able to remain the same under its own
independent power. Thus, al things are under the power
or influence of other factors. So, at any given moment, no
matter how pleasant or pleasurable your experience may be,
it will not last. This becomes the basis of a category of
suffering, known in many religions as the “suffering of
change’, and becomes the foundation of individua suffering
in amost all circumstances.

Know that in the acceptance of change there can be an
important factor in reduction of a large measure of your
self-created suffering and indecisiveness. So often it goes
further than to the moment and any current choices or
circumstances, for in most cases, with immediate
indecisiveness there is a refusal to relinquish the past. |If
you define your self-image in terms of what you used to
look like or in terms of what you used to be able to do and
can’'t do now, it is a pretty safe bet that you won't grow
happier as you grow older. Sometimes, the more you try to
hold on, the more grotesgue and distorted life becomes.

While the acceptance of the inevitability of change, as
agenera principle, can help you cope with many problems,
taking a more active role by specifically learning about
normal life changes can prevent an even greater amount of
the day-to-day anxiety that is the cause of many of your
troubles. Y ou can watch for the clues as you move through
your experiences within your days in this expression and
you will see—IF YOU REALLY LOOK.

| hearken back to Marina's statement, as presented
harshly upon Doris' head, that “any blind person could see
the clues’ (of Doris downfall, etc.). Oh? But how much
can she see of her own foolishness, aging, assumptions and
so forth? Or isit only because Doris “should” be weary
from years of constant writing, serving my needs as
speaker, entertainer, business presenter and meeting
trandator? What exactly is it that people see happening to
areceiver that has now had over a decade of hard labor in
the classroom and practice? What is this envy and FEAR
that causes the very friends who once claimed love and
devotion to turn into hostile bomb-tossers? If you have
trouble making choices—watch who throws, and at whom
the bombs are directed, while asking the participation of
those present to back the actions in order to “gang up”, so
that blame is not so hard to carry if you might be wrong in
actions or perceptions. BE CAREFUL!

Thank you, and may you think hard on these things for
we are moving into mgjor change—and you REALLY DO
WANT TO COME ALONG!

Salu and good afternoon.

GCH—d

4/14/99—#1

DO YOU SEE?

In the beauty of the morning, whether it bein Latin
America or Siberia—things are only pertinent to YOUR
circumstance and how “things’ relate to YOU. It was
ever thus and it shall ever be so.

Mankind can only occasionally rise beyond the
moment in “space’, as he perceives it to be. All the
magnificent teachers in the universe can teach
ascension, for instance, and yet—none can accomplish
this at will—unless they have already ascended.

Yes, Dharma, this writing is more for you than
possibly for others, for you feel great responsibility in
these times of deliberate attempts to destroy you and
that which we attend, and yes, | know the testing is
heavy and | also note that, within—you plead to have
this cup removed that you might just go your way in
peace. And so shall it be, student. You simply do
not yet perceive HOW. It shall not be as in dumping
the cup but rather the overflowing of the cup, so do
not pass it on from yourself, for to toss away the
filled cup is indeed a tragic thing. Yes, indeed, that
is what many are doing this very day, as they meet
and plot and join with those who are proven thieves,
cheats and liars. Thisis the plight of the multitudes,
to simply get within the goal-line area and to,
actually, that line and then fall away, turn away or
toss the gifts back into the face of God. We will
endure and we shall prevail. The paper, CONTACT,
has a far, far greater purpose—and a global audience
in waiting—than to argue over who shall have power,
and certainly over who of the human forms shall have
right and authority to EDIT the programs to suit
themselves. It is fine that they try, | suppose; it is
NOT adlright that we would allow them success. If
you have ever been told otherwise about the paper
itself, then you have not had good instructions.

By the way, THIS IS NOT SOME ELECTION
OF SOME KIND, WHERE YOU CAN JUST
CHOOSE UP THE MOST VOTES FOR ONE SIDE
OR THE OTHER. RIGHT IS RIGHT AND NO
MATTER HOW MANY VOTERS FOR THE
WRONG WAY WILL NOT MAKE ONE IOTA OF
DIFFERENCE AS TO THE “RIGHT”. TO BREAK
THE LAWS OF GOD OR THE LAND (MAN) IS
WRONG—PERIOD. NEVER WOULD ANY
LIGHTED TRUTHBRINGER TELL YOU
OTHERWISE. HOW CAN YOU CLAIM TO WISH
TO CHANGE A WORLD AND SOCIETY INTO A
BETTER WAY IF YOU CONDONE AND
ACTUALLY ACT WITHIN THE LIE TO SUIT
SELVES? HAVE YOU NOT HAD QUITE
ENOUGH OF THAT ALREADY?

Will our first meeting at home be small?
Perhaps, but it will be wonderful, for have we not had
enough backstabbing and hacking away at our very
beings? The blind are simply choosing their blind
leader and the problem with that is that they, none of
them, know where they are headed or how to get
there.

Can Rick Martin or Ed Young lead this band of
blind beings among the pitfalls? Perhaps, it depends
ON WHERE YOU WANT TO GO. | suggest,
however, that Dr. Young can't even find his way
through the maze of corporation structure correctly,
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so how in the world can you do business in a worthy
way, which is what the argument, in actuality over
CONTACT, is al about. Even his letter to CONTACT
appears to be something more suitable for having been
unprofessiondly written by George Green, in its attempt
to make one thing appear to be that of another. It may
well fool the fools—but it will not fool the intelligent
among you.

I will repeat something here. | did not, nor did
E.J., ask that all Spiritual writings be withdrawn from
the paper, EXCEPT UNTIL THE FINAL COPIES
OF THE PUBLIC NOTICES COULD BE
PRINTED. And then, | ASKED THAT THE
RECEIVERS BEGIN TO IDENTIFY
THEMSELVES, FOR ALL OF YOU KNOW THAT
ANYONE CAN MAKE ANY STATEMENTS
THEY WISH—AND DO. We have never interfered
with the paper’s context as long as it was an
expanding current-events format and spiritual truth.
Isit too much to ask identification so that READERS
can discern possibilities?

If what you as readers want is only that which can
be offered by Dr. Young and his crew, then what is
your problem? He can have any kind of paper he
chooses—but like any business association or matter, he
must do his own—NOT MINE. He can write and
publish any books he wishes—but he may not do it
with our funds, our time and our advertising, just
because he pronounces that he is henceforth THE
BOSS. No, he is NOT the boss and | DID NOT
APPOINT HIM SUCH NOW OR EVER! And, since
THIS SPEAKER (GCH) is the same one who controls
the paper—I say that | have not been replaced, except
by imposters dreamed up by said receivers of this NEW
CULT.

By the way, you followers of the “new idea’—
HOW LONG WILL IT BE BEFORE THE
BETRAYERS BETRAY YOU? Ah ha! They
wouldn’'t? You betrayed me and our work! Why
would anyone trust any of you to hold to your word,
when you can't hold strong for a brief necessity of ones
to be away to conclude business which allows the
fulfillment of ten years of labor in the vineyards? So,
you turn now to drink the new wine—but the kegs are
bad, my chelas, and you shall not be content with the
drinking.

Yes, just as told by Canadian friends—your own
former teammates are joining with George Green simply
to destroy Ekkers. Never you mind, children, for GOD
DOES NOT BUCKLE NOR FALL! And,
furthermore, the sorting is necessary NOW, because
you will not be allowed to bring your corruption and
egotigtical status within the Sovereign Governments of
our NEW NATIONS. Those citizens do not want you
and they will banish you from their councils. The
indigenous “human people”’ of Great Spirit will not long
tolerate more pious spewing and out-of-balance
receivings put forth as law. LAW IS RIGHTEOUS
OR IT HAS NOTHING TO DO WITH LAW IN
REALITY. When you replace tyranny with more
tyranny—you still have TY RANNY.

We OWE you explanations and trials, asin court?
NO, WE DO NOT OWE YOU ANYTHING! YOU
OWED US LOYALTY, AND A KEEPING OF
YOUR PROMISES OF SERVICE AND
FRIENDSHIP. YOU WHO HAVE BROKEN THAT
BOND AND CONTRACT—PLEASE DO NOT
DEMAND HEARING, FOR WHAT YOU HEAR

WILL NOT BE THAT WHICH YOU WANT TO
RECEIVE.

Mr. Young now comes forth and says he has
documents which will destroy the Ekkers, reveal all
sorts of mismanagement (but fails to mention his
own) and will destroy, as well, the Institute! Is there
never an END to what you of the Institute
involvement will indulge? Does no one see that
destruction of your nest will only do exactly that—
destroy your nest and all that is within? Can't you
see that the bunch trying to destroy the Institute are
the very ones with NOTHING in the Institute, but
still wanting more and more and more of YOUR
property? So be it, for we are confident the lawyers
will find a nice, new, golden-egg basket from which
to strip you further. Dr. Young promises to pursue
his idiotic capers to the “limit of the law”. Wéll, the
law in your system has only one limit—when all the
money is GONE. Nobody, | repeat, is stopping
anyone, including Dr. Y oung, from doing anything he
wishes—EXCEPT HE MAY NOT TAKE OUR
PROPERTY NOR DO HIS DEEDS ON OUR
PROPERTY, USING OUR LISTS AND THOSE
THINGS FOR WHICH WE ARE RESPONSIBLE.
HE CAN GO FORTH, IF HE CAN, AND TAKE
OVER THE WASHINGTON TIMES, BUT |
DOUBT IT WILL FLY WELL AND HE HAS
HERE DONE THE SAME THING. Or, he can try
the Los Angeles Times or even the Tehachapi News,
but | sincerely doubt he would get as far as he
has managed to get in this escapade, aided and
abetted by those who knowingly push him on into
ever more egotistical blunderings—it, of course,
appears to us.

It is unfolding exactly asit is unfolding so what do
| suggest? Let it finish its unfolding.

We will talk of that which shall come “after”, when
you who can’t decide—DECIDE. However, we are
going to move on, and whether or not you like it or
choose it, we are going to be very successful in every
aspect of God's work and structuring in HIS plan, in
which the sorting is now necessary.

The receivers of this “take-over” gang say that the
enemies are among you—and yes indeed, they still are
among you, and we here are extremely HAPPY AND
JOYFUL TO HAVE THEM DEPART OUR SPACES.

We needed to proceed along the pathway until
those who truly wished to participate in something
could light on the fence, but have found the fence
electrified and can only, “quite blindly as to human
sensing”, fall to one side or the other—and in the
doubting, chelas, they fall to the WEAK side for they
have truly failed to gain wisdom within SELVES,
wherein lies ALL THERE IS.

We do not need to argue or even debate
ANY THING—remember that TRUTH STANDS
QUITE UPRIGHT ALL ALONE. The confused will
simply seek, fail and push on in the muddle of
confusion, while those MORE CONFUSED will
proclaim themselves leaders.

You, Dharma, still concern over Rick? Please, do
not. His own maother knew his problems and facade.
Let me tell you something that will perhaps shock you,
for Rick is one who CLAIMED to receive as THE
PRIME RECEIVER for a RETURNING ESU
SANANDA CHRIST. Oh my, sometimes it takes a
while for you loving and giving entities to confront
truth. You SAW it, however, for self.

Y ou will note that Rick might not know anything
about remembering a name of someone met less than
ten minutes before, but in the Hard Rock or Fridays
for lunch, would know EVERY band that came on
the video and the lead performer. This is not without
note, for you will also note that he knew them all—
more especialy the ones who came on stage giving
the sign of the goat (Satan’s sign), meriting response
of the same greeting from the audience. Then, within
seconds of the music beginning, Rick would be
WITH THEM to the very beat—sitting right at the
table.

When last there was a meeting in Tehachapi,
whereat came distant visitors—including ones from
Canada, and it was said that they went to Rick’'s and
visited al night—no, not so. After some “prudes’ left
for their motel, Rick proceeded to show some of his
collection of pornographic videos. DOES THIS
STRIKE YOU TRULY AS THAT WHICH “THE”
SPEAKER-RECEIVER FOR GOD OF CHRIST
WOULD DO FOR THOSE COMING TO RENEW
THEIR OWN SPIRITUAL INNER-STRENGTH?

Didn't it strike you as somewhat uncaring that
when his Mother was terminally ill that Rick was not
even going to let her come to his own home, for it
was too much of a bother? He looked for apartments
and ones in the group to attend her, for it was too
bothersome for himself. You Ekkers were on a
“legal” trip to Carson City, as decisions had to be
made because Rick needed money for the apartment
or living facilities. All this was taking place on a
cellphone and Rick was adamant about not having
Zita with him—period. Charles spoke with Rick at
some length, and persuaded him that there were not
funds for such a thing, and couldn’t a son at least
bring his mother home and let it unfold for a few
weeks—at least until the end of that current month?
Rick finally agreed. |s THIS the leadership you seek
in your Spiritual TRUTH within God of Light? Well,
that is what has been chosen by local former friends
at Dizzyland.

From a great distance it appears that everyone has
been struck dumb and deaf, as well as blind, by
something in the area. True enough, but everyone was
WARNED OVER AND OVER AGAIN BY THE
VERY ONES SETTING UP THEIR CULT.

We NEVER had any intention nor resolution to be
even a group—so please, LET IT GO. SOME
PEOPLE ARE LOOKING FOR FANTASIA AND
THEY WILL GO WHEREVER THE GOAT LEADS.

People are fearful of “losing their money”, and
again we have attack and promises of attacks
forthcoming into infinity over their “investments”.
THERE WERE NO INVESTMENTS—ONLY
LOANS. Those loans had “conditions” as placed
there BY GEORGE GREEN IN HIS OVERALL
PLAN. Ekkers NEVER went forth and advertised
anything—the only people who went forth with
promises and greed-motives were Greens and now
the Rainbow Club. | believe you will find it is
something like Spectrum and Wisdom as utilized in
their title of great presentation. Well, that
“Spectrum” is the rainbow, and the “wisdom” comes
directly from DR. YOUNG’S imagination and
presented by himself as such. Good luck, everyone
who thought yourselves to be dabbling in a new game
of some kind. You who have chosen against ME
have done so openly and freely, and now the doors
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are CLOSED to hospitality in my places. So be it.
Y ou have chosen to be excluded as being on the list
for my invitation to the parties in future expectation.
Remember, however, there IS NO FUTURE except
in mental concept. The PAST isgone. TO WHAT
DO YOU NOW CLING AND PARTICIPATE
UNDER THE IMPRESSION THAT YOU CAN
SIMPLY TURN AROUND AND MARCH BACK
THROUGH OUR DOORS? NO, THANK YOU.
WE MUST HAVE PEOPLE UPON WHOM WE
CAN DEPEND, AT THE LEAST, FOR LOYALTY
INSTEAD OF BETRAYAL.

There are some who have made choices simply
waiting to see who would “win”, and how they could
best GET SOMETHING out of the deal, while caling
it Spiritual Value. No, it is NOT SPIRITUAL IN
EITHER LIGHT OR TRUTH TO DO THIS. People
like Alain and Joyce think they can just toss back and
forth—NO, IT IS OVER and choices are made, for it
is not YOU who chooses now—it is we of the ongoing
Hosts whereat you took part at our table for lo, years—
without contribution. Then you flap around like a
newly-headless chicken in the throes of gathering the
flock unto selves. Who will SAVE you now? Who
will feed you when the survival gets under way? No,
| do not believe that Dr. Young has the stores or the
security shelters, and that means that neither do you—
for you only THINK God is not harsh in his separation
realizations.

But you will hear them say, “I was just making
sure...”. No, you are not “making sure” of anything
except your own desire for the best possible personal
circumstance.

The next question might well be, however, “But,
isn't this the way we should manage our lives and
consider our infinite journey?’

Yes, but this particular little mission is NOT
YOUR INFINITE JOURNEY —it is a mission of a
very human aspect and environment. And, yes, the
Word must go forth—and so it has. We don’'t need
a dozen different “words” flowing from the same
hillside, IF THEY BE IN TRUTH. So, what have
we? We have a circumstance where disagreement
comes over the “mission” and thus, the word as
presented.

Therefore, we must look at the human evidence of
circumstances for, after all is said and done, the
HUMAN MUST LIVE IN THE PHYSICAL
MANIFESTATION and can only reflect that which
soul intent is offering. When directors of soul intent
suggest breaking the laws, even if they be disagreeable
or corporate—the persons in response acting in those
instructions are in error. You do not take another’s
property and simply call it your own, and then get
YOUR ENERGY INFORMER TO APPOINT YOU
THE “NEW” GURU AND ALL-POWERFUL
PERSONAGE OVER ANOTHER'S PROPERTY.

You have access and KNOW what the necessary
attitudes and actions are for SOUL journey—it is as old
as life itself, those rules sent forth. The mission,
therefore, is another thing and then, next, are the
informations which come from and through prophecy,
along with that which can be expected to become
important if there is to be a future in experience. That
“future’ will have as many directions and goals as there
are individuals aboard the planet. There may well be
collective thought patterns, as in Ed and Norey may
well wish to achieve the same end goal regarding a

certain thing, but they will NOT be in total integration
as to any other aspect of the achievement. Each
individual is unique and sovereign within his own
thoughts.

Would it not be wondrous if al you had to do
would be to simply think what YOU wish, put it to
paper—and let somebody else do all the financing,
marching, traveling and on and on? Of course, but the
facts are that some take the first offramp and leave the
journey expenses, nhavigation, acquirement of
wherewithal and traveling partners—to someone else,
whom you continually bash about the body and soul, in
your narrow self-interests.

We have never HELD anyone, YOU included,
WHOEVER “YOU” ARE. YOU chose to be wherever
you WERE or ARE and furthermore, you came to be
there by other possibilities than were coerced upon you
by such as ME and certainly not my team. We have
not, nor have we ever, had such a thing as a group.
We have had some joint-venture business associations
and any meetings have been open to all guests wishing
to visit. We have neither charged fees nor substance,
nor required such as even participation from any guest.
We have expected the same consideration that you give
any host to your presence in that you could come late,
go early, share the table with us, the socia interchange
with us and do, generally, whatever you chose to do
while in our company.

Now you have, some of you, chosen to consort with
those who have proclaimed themselves to be our
enemies, and you would now come and join with us and
go back and prattle whatever you see fit? Oh, | don't
think we are willing to longer appreciate that attitude or
that stance. If you have been attending planning
sessions on how to best “get those guys’ (namely we of
CONTACT ownership-responsibility), we have no wish
to place you at disadvantage, for it is obvious by such
actions that you no longer have interest in our
MISSION, and those things which must be
accomplished, and those things which must be brought
current and cleared for movement on into our next
phase of business activities; which will be, in itself, a
very heavy load of activity.

WHOEVER HAS LED YOU TO BELIEVE
THAT OUR MISSION WAS SIMPLY TO GIVE
YOU OTHER-DIMENSIONAL INPUT, WHILE
SOMEONE ELSE SUPPORTED YOU, IS IN
ERROR. THAT WAS NEVER OUR PURPOSE
AND IF YOU HAVE CHOSEN TO BELIEVE SUCH
A THING YOU ARE BADLY MISDIRECTED.
PERHAPS YOU CAME TO SIT AND
EXPERIENCE. WE OF MY LEADERSHIP AND
MISSION DID NOT!

Whoever has told you it is acceptable business
procedure to simply walk in and take over another’s
business offices and products is also most certainly not
informed as to the laws of the land, and if a “higher-
being” would even suggest such a thing, HE IS NOT
A HIGHER-BEING, only an interdimensional entity
making contact.

| agree, however, with much of the “cleaning”
speeches—and you have certainly done that to self,
haven’'t you? You have not cleaned MY HOUSE,
HOWEVER; YOU HAVE SIMPLY CLEANED
SELVES FROM MY HOUSE!

With you in service,

Hatonn

GCH—d

4/15/99—#1

[E.J. note: Ahead of this were afew persond and business
instructions so this may seem to begin a bit abruptly.]

Yes, we will have some meetings—but they will focus
on getting our work done.

Yes, | am till concerned about Al, for thisis so hard on
him that he may very well break and he has so much Ieft to
share and give, not to even mention, receive. Thishas all been
very hard on you two but it is really very, very difficult to be
caught in the muck of the circumstances going on there. They
WANT to believe, but they are being told it will never happen
and life takes over and presents beyond the belief that it CAN
HAPPEN TO ADVANTAGE.

Al has been terribly mided before and he is caught this
time without being able to get on the other side with input
as he had when | came to town—and he should remember
that episode very, very carefully. We WILL HAVE A
PAPER and it will move on into the incredible projection
of truth in prophecy and realization of that which HE
WAS. | didike having him miss this part of our journey
for it is “made” for Al Overholt!

What al of these people don't redlize is that there is
no such thing as “sides’. There is only right behavior and
wrong behavior, and we are faced with UNLAWFUL
behavior which MUS