
 

  
For the weapons of our warfare are not 
carnal but mighty in God for pulling down 
strongholds, casting down arguments and 
every high thing that exalts itself against 
the knowledge of God, bringing every 
thought into captivity to the obedience of 
Christ,… 
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“For all the peoples will walk: a man in 

the name of his gods, and we ourselves 

will walk in the name of Jehovah our 

Elohim forever and ever.” 
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A Preface for the Hearer 

 

 Your interest in Jihad is no accident. It is rational for 

anyone to inquire Jihad, as any other major subject.  

Jihad is inherent within our global society. We are all 

connected: Directly, indirectly.  One need not remind 

you about religious conflicts, Holy Wars, or civil battles 

among cultures: A cursory review of global news and 

world history would satiate you. 

 Jihad, according to usage, usually refers to physical 

violence, often indicating bloodshed: An atrocious attack 

against humanity in the name of some religion or deity.  

A legitimate approach to defining Jihad is proffered in 

this sermon.  The notion of legitimacy itself prefers to 

assume your intelligence, rather than insult it.  That is, 

this sermon is designed to acknowledge that a legitimate 

notion of Jihad can exist; that a legitimate form of 



religious tradition does also exist.  By legitimate this 

author means a Jihad whose conformity is according to 

recognized principles or accepted rules and standards. 

 Atrocities are often recounted concerning major 

theistic traditions like Judaism, Catholicism, and 

Protestantism.  However, you remain aware of legitimate 

expressions of each of these major traditions.  For this 

reason we need rational constructs according to which 

we might craft a lens of legitimacy through which the 

notion of Jihad might be alternatively viewed.  You will 

be directed toward ancient acts of intervention, that is, 

forms of divine Jihad that this messenger submits to you 

as legitimate.  The idea of divine Jihad shall emerge to 

be counterintuitive, like the phrase sheep among wolves, 

affirming legitimate Jihad to be achieved in quite a 

graceful manner, according to a divine polemic, rather 

than flesh and blood warfare; by message rather than 

massacre; for this author is well aware of his hearer’s 

knowledge of the devastation incurred when wolves don 

wool. 

 Wherefore, then, let us proceed to think of Jihad 

according to gracious terms, rather than vicious ones; 

according to legitimate forms, rather than random acts of 

violence; and, finally, according to the character of 

sheep, rather than that of wolves.  For, no human crime 

against another is ever a legitimate form of Jihad, rather 

only, a premeditated, malicious expression of evil.  

Therefore, posited for you is the rationale of Jihad that 

asserts that to the Holy One alone belongs Jihad.  That 

is, since divine Jihad, when legitimately expressed, 

conveys divinity as its chief attribute, then, and only 

then, should we acknowledge it to be holy: Separate 

from flesh and blood. 



 But, according to what recognized principles or 

accepted rules and standards do we determine Jihad to 

be legitimate, and according to what theistic tradition do 

we consider it holy?  This messenger will affirm within 

the parameters of the construct ―liberty of conscience, 

and religious expression‖ according to the founding 

political scientists who constructed an unsurpassed 

political system, the essential precursor of which was, 

and is, a people endowed with inalienable rights. Just  as 

Article One’s statement in the United States Bill of 

Rights, ―Congress shall make no law respecting the 

establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise 

thereof; or abridging the freedom of speech, or of the 

press; or the right of the people peaceably to assemble, 

and to petition the government for a redress of 

grievances‖ prevents violation of conscience by 

restraining a government from respecting the 

establishment of or prohibiting the free exercise of a 

religion, so also divine Jihad restrains powers, 

governments, or individuals from respecting the 

establishment of or the prohibition of the free exercise of 

one’s freedom of conscience as expressed in, through, or 

by a religion. Further, to ―secure these rights, 

Governments are instituted among Men, deriving their 

just powers from the consent of the governed, — That 

whenever any Form of Government becomes destructive 

of these ends, it is the Right of the People (The People 

endowed with inalienable rights by their Creator) to alter 

or to abolish it, and to institute new Government, laying 

its foundation on such principles and organizing its 

powers in such form, as to them shall seem most likely 

to affect their Safety and Happiness.‖ 

 Thus, the recognized principles or accepted rules 

according to which Jihad-Jehovah’s Jihad-will be 



considered legitimate will be contextualized within the 

philosophy ―freedom of conscience.”  This messenger 

will align Jihad with this philosophy; and, in so doing, 

recognize Jihad as legitimate, in so far as it adheres to 

the philosophy of one’s freedom of conscience.  By 

freedom of conscience is meant the prerogative, absolute 

prerogative, of one to think, consider a fact or thought, 

view; or hold a belief or idea, while imposing upon 

oneself the responsibility to express such views, 

thoughts, ideas, or beliefs in any manner that adheres 

rule of law, and does not infringe upon the capacity of 

another to exercise the same prerogative. 

 Thus, for you to be invited to participate in this 

initiative to script Jihad according to what it actually is, 

rather can be, and not that into which it has been 

disfigured, is this messenger’s intention. Further, then, 

we must now turn toward the divine concept according 

to which the determinant of holy is made. Of course, by 

the title of this sermon, you already know that Jehovah is 

the Divine that is predominant among theistic traditions.  

Three major theistic traditions claim to serve, or follow 

the same God: The God of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob.  

For the purpose of determining any Jihad as holy, then, 

it will be in accordance to a particular and very specific 

pattern of divine dialogues, expressed within sacred 

scripts. 

 Relief will be afforded when it occurs to you that we 

have a great advantage in knowing that legitimate, holy 

Jihad, is a ―check and balance‖ against acts of violence, 

not a cause: Obviously, an illegitimate, and unholy form 

of Jihad is problematic when one considers its disfigured 

nature: The provocation, and subsequent willingness to 

carry out literal, flesh and blood atrocities in the name of 

a divine, or according to a sacred text. 



A Preface from the Messenger 

 

 Wearied by the chaotic reactions in today’s post 

nine-eleven reactions, conspiracy theories, 

categorizations of religionists as radicals; terrorists, or 

extremists: Total fear has led this messenger to ask: ―Are 

religions inherently inclined toward extremes that 

always lead to violence?‖  Many things are taken to 

extremes, but they never end in violence.  Should I 

simply view flesh and blood Jihad as the outcome of a 

religion taken to the extreme?  Is that a legitimate and 

holy form that adheres to the ethic of others’ freedom of 

conscience?  Am I not free to recognize, and 

subsequently acknowledge, an evilly disposed 

disposition for what it is?  Am I not free to think Jihad 

apart from such an evilly disposed human?  Of course, I 

can.  You can.  We all can. 

 Among Catholicism’s religion many evilly disposed 

have emerged.  But, why should I decry the religion, and 

not merely indict the evilly disposed wolves that have 

heinously donned the wool of sheep?  No religious 

system animates itself with an evil or good disposition.  

Mankind is arrayed with those inclined toward evil and 

others their victims.  Christians are sent out by their 

Shepherd as sheep among wolves.  How, then, have holy 

wars been waged by sheep?  They haven’t:  Only when 

the wolves don wool does one find their actions 

irreconcilable. 

 Among Judaism’s religion many evilly disposed 

have likewise emerged.  But, again, why denounce the 

religion, and not decry the evilly disposed among it?  

The wolves that devour sheep are always the predators, 

we their prey.  As long as no legitimate, holy form of 

Jihad can be known, thought, aroused, or recalled, then 



it will never be expected, much more opined in the midst 

of future illegitimate, that is, unholy outbreaks of flesh 

and blood Jihad.  This unholy, illegitimate form of flesh 

and blood Jihad will only prevail as the lens through 

which Jihads are perceived remain blood spattered. 

 Finally, among Protestantism’s religion have many 

evilly disposed encroached.  Such evilly disposed ones 

have covered themselves with a cloak to cover their 

hideous actions.  Yet, to denounce the religion, and not 

the evilly disposed among it bodes well for the 

illegitimate, unholy form of Jihad; that is, it 

propagandizes precisely that which those evilly disposed 

desire.  How could a disposition of submission to 

Protestantism’s Deity find one capable of becoming 

evilly disposed against innocent people? 

 Observable, the divine construct of legitimate, holy 

Jihad carries traits that afford a precise paradigm 

according to which one might actually examine any form 

of Jihad to determine origin: Divine or otherwise.  

Divine Jihad can be observed, noted, and analyzed, 

requires no evil disposition for its achievement, no 

human device by which to ignite or detonate it, more 

rather, a mere acknowledgement of the divine reality of 

its source. If a legitimate and holy form of Jihad exists, 

and it does, then one can precisely evaluate all Jihads, 

Jihadists, and their dispositions: Divinely disposed, or 

evilly.  Of course, by divinely disposed this author 

means a Jihad so inclined toward the sanctity, dignity, 

and value of human life as to recognize within the 

prerogative of another her or his freedom of conscience 

to hold, believe, think, consider, or deem anything or 

one insofar as that recognition fails to interfere or 

prohibit the other’s selfsame prerogative.  And, this 

disposition-divine disposition-is an inalienable 



disposition.  That is, it is a disposition that recognizes 

that the freedom of one’s conscience is neither granted 

nor extended by another one, more rather entirely apart 

from another contemporary human, rather granted or 

extended by the Deity.   Like all inalienable rights, they 

are only revoked by those evilly disposed for the 

purpose to negate the reality of their absolutely divine or 

alien source: The absolute Other One, other than any 

other deity, alien, or human.  For, when this messenger’s 

freedoms are only those granted or extended to him by 

another human or a less than absolute deity or alien, 

then, when the Other One-the Absolute Other One-incurs 

diminutive negation so as to be sub-deified by evilly 

disposed ones, he can certainly expect his rights to be 

fully revoked, the absolute notion of a benevolent deity 

to be negated, and the wolf to wage illegitimate, unholy 

flesh and blood Jihad against him, a mere sheep.  By 

evilly disposed this author means one that is so 

characterized in his or her disposition as to maliciously 

conduct in such a flesh and blood manner as to negate 

another’s inalienable freedom of conscience. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



A Preface to the Sermon 

 

This sermon empathically projects polemical Jihad 

onto the screen of Global Jihad, that is, illegitimate, 

unholy flesh and blood Jihad, in order that contrast-

distinction-might occur between legitimate, holy Jihad, 

and illegitimate, unholy flesh and blood Jihad.  This 

sermon begins with no archaeological or historical 

background of the scriptologists-the authors of the 

original autographs, scripts or sacred texts- nor does it 

address issues with the historical accuracy, verity, or 

realities of their existence: They were literal authors. 

They wrote of the ultimate character, the Ultimate being 

involved in the action of their story. They wrote over a 

1500 year span, and over their scripts innumerable 

polemics have been waged. 

The drama of Jehovah’s Jihad originates with the 

Beginning: That beginning in which, out from which, all 

beginnings originate.  In the account of Adam, we 

observe the creator deity forming the first man from the 

dust of the ground.  Into a material world he emerges, 

untainted by negative testimony-unflawed in character, 

housed in a perfect environment: The Garden of Eden.  

The scriptologist Moses could not have framed a more 

perfect construct from which to convey a most 

unpleasant lesson; specifically, the lesson of the 

unwillingness of the first man, Adam to obey the voice 

of his creator Jehovah. Unpleasant only if one had 

hoped, or rather expected, that from the first man Adam 

would have originated, from within himself, a 

willingness to obey. But, no such willingness emerged, 

even from the ―perfect‖ man: Without sociological, 

ecological, economical, or genetically defective elements 



to inhibit or modify the man’s behavior, to what end 

could the reader foresee him refusing to obey?  Since he 

possessed no ―evil disposition,‖ no genetic defect; 

neither did he experience societal pressure, according to 

which one might assign cause for  his disobedience, then 

to what end does Moses posit this account?  If the first 

man, the highest of the Creator’s creatures, is not to be 

differentiated by a disposition of obedience, then what 

degree of obedience can Moses possibly expect from his 

emancipated Hebrews, thoroughly Egyptian in culture, 

lifestyle, and religion: To obey the commands of 

Jehovah their Deliverer? Hardly! 

The imposition of Jehovah’s codified laws could not 

be expected to induce a worthy performance through 

such an external locus of control, rather only a 

dispositional disparity. By the account, that is, according 

to his script, no expectation of obedience obtained apart 

from a divine disposition to obey; thus, Moses indicts all 

men in his original man, Adam.  With 613 legal 

elements, Moses composes a Law Code to which the 

Egyptianized Hebrews could not possibly hope to adhere 

in character or conduct. 

With little time for tutelage, Moses’ Genesis account 

of Joseph immediately grasped his audience of 

emancipated Hebrew slaves.  Heretofore, these Hebrews 

had been assimilated quite well into the Egyptian 

culture, enjoying over four centuries of accommodation 

by the Egyptians.  All of this had been prepositioned by 

Jehovah when He gave Joseph a dream. 

Genesis thirty seven found a special son entrusted a 

dream.  He recounts his dream, only to receive rejection 

by his father and brothers.  Negotiated into slavery, 

Moses concisely conveys the historical background of 



their arrival into Egypt: They were bought into slavery-

indentured servitude- by the very brother sold into it. 

That which brothers meant for evil, Jehovah 

intended for good.  However succinct this account’s 

origins might be, it initiated a series of events, affording 

an intervention by Jehovah through a direct assault by 

Him against an Egyptian king and his kingdom. 

Moses induces direct and immediate interest in an 

Ultimate Law-keeper, a Messiah, who would fully 

adhere to Moses’ code in both character and conduct. 

Relieved that they will no longer linger in Moses’ valley 

of death’s shadow the Hebrews journey through trials 

and encounters, demonstrating both the exasperation 

interposed upon both Jehovah, through His emancipates’ 

moral lapses; and His Hebrews, through His projection 

of unattainable standards.  Out from this account 

Jehovah’s Jihad again premieres in the Exodus when an 

oppressive king in Egypt negates the freedom of 

religious expression according to the Hebrews’ freedom 

of conscience.  By Jehovah this author means the Deity 

to whom the term YHWH refers:  The One Who was, is, 

and shall be.  The Absolute Other One, other than any 

other deity or human:  The One whom atheists negate.  

The term atheist in Greek refers to a compound word 

including the alpha privative, the negative particle in 

English, and the word theist.  This One whom the 

negators of deity negate is the One meant by the term 

Jehovah. Also, great emphasis will be placed upon the 

transformative reality of ReGenesis: Jehovah’s ultimate 

aim and design in His global Jihad. Saul, a flesh and 

blood religionist, will opine Jehovah’s Jihad upon the 

occasion when Jehovah purposed to regenerate him-

dispositionally regenerate him-into Paul the apostle. 

Rather than the religious practice of radicalization, 



Jehovah’s Jihad will be shown to be the tranquilizer of 

religion’s most formidable champion, and homeland 

terrorist Saul of Tarsus 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Global Application 

 

 1 Samuel 8 scripts a super-ordinate premise of an 

―uninspired‖ state; that is, a state that is not a creation of 

Deity, rather an innovation of man. Though atheists 

negate Deity as a creation of mankind, the scripts 

indicate a divinely created, and subsequently endowed 

people-endowed by inalienable rights; the state as man 

forged, with no indication of the delusion of a self-

existent one: Its powers extend from the people, its 

existence likewise. 

  The U.S. Department of Justice, Immigration 

and Naturalization Service, in A Welcome to U.S.A. 

Citizenship 1977 edition states, ―The Meaning of 

American Citizenship: This citizenship, which has been 

solemnly conferred upon you, is a thing of the spirit-not 

of the flesh. When you took the oath of allegiance to the 



Constitution of the United States, you claimed for 

yourself the God-given unalienable rights which that 

sacred document sets forth as the natural right of all 

men.‖ The statements: Solemnly conferred citizenship, 

Claimed for yourself the God-given unalienable rights, A 

thing of the spirit-not of the flesh; A sacred document, 

and the Natural right of all men certainly are indicative 

of the conferment of a dispositional citizenship that is 

quite disparate of anything religious-anything of flesh 

and blood-rather dispositional.  

 Atheistic ones desire the diminution of such 

dispositional prerogatives, rather preferring the 

sentiments of other, less than ―sacred‖ documents, such 

as a ―Universal‖ declaration of human rights that 

emphasizes the necessity of ―limited‖ rights and 

freedoms for the general welfare of the society, as 

though inalienable rights threaten society: Inalienable 

rights actually assure freedom, nurture innovation, and 

convey no such atheistic limitations.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



ReGenesis 

 The prevailing thought among the teachings of 

sacred texts, especially in the case of Jesus’ gospel and 

His regenerate Paul’s epistles, was the character of one’s 

disposition or spirit. Hence, no denial of man’s will or 

affirmation of its causation is found in the texts, rather 

only, its disposition: good or evil. Neither is a polemic of 

evitable or inevitable outcomes, more rather, the doing 

of the will of the Deity, that is Jehovah, the Father of 

Jesus. For Jesus, then, it was being known by Him that 

determined entrance into His kingdom: ―Not everyone 

saying to me, Lord, Lord, will enter into the kingship of 

the heavens, but rather the one who is doing the desire of 

My Father, of the One in the heavens. Numerous ones 

will say to Me in that day, Lord, Lord, did we not 

prophesy in Your name, and did we not cast out sub-

deities in Your name, and did we not do numerous 

powers in Your name? And, then, I will likewise say to 

them that I never at any former time knew you. Be 

departing away from Me, ones who are working the 

negation of law.‖  

  In this one statement alone, Jesus transported 

His hearers toward the ultimate finality in judgment: 

Separation.  This distinction or separation between those 

that had worked to prophesy, cast out devils, and do 

many wonderful works in His name and those whom He 

had at some former time known, then, emerged not in 

the things they had worked to do; for they had, indeed, 

worked ―Jesus‖ things; but, in all their working they 

were unknown to Jesus.  

 For His regenerate Paul, Jesus instructed him to 

write: “But now, after you knew God, more rather 



are known by God, how are you fully turning again 

upon the weak and beggarly elements, which things 

you are desiring again to be serving anew?” Here, 

Paul the regenerate of Jesus well conveys the sentiments 

of His Master, reminding the followers of Jesus whom 

he had initiated through heralding His Master’s message, 

that they were ones ―known of God.‖ Again, being 

known is the distinction, not a dichotomized notion of 

man’s self will versus some predetermined, rigid 

imposition in all one’s choices throughout life. 

Contrariwise, then, the supposed irreconcilable tension 

between man’s works and God’s grace actually does not 

exist according to Jesus and His regenerate Paul.  

 Indeed, the defenders of man’s will to work 

obtains insofar as one is willing to evilly juxtapose such 

a self will to work  with divine grace in such a manner as 

to void the Deity, that is, the Jehovah, of His self will to 

favor whomsoever He desires. 

  Therefore, whether a child of God (a known 

one), or a mere religionist (one that, perhaps, works 

Jesus things), one will be held accountable for his 

disposition according to what character it actually is: 

divine or evil. And in no case can that one which is 

adjudged to be evil, an unknown one by the Deity, do 

anything in thought or deed that will be appraised apart 

from the condition-dispositional condition-of the one 

thinking the thought or carrying out the deed: ―Either 

make the tree good, and his fruit good; or else make the 

tree corrupt, and his fruit corrupt: for the tree is known 

by [his] fruit.‖ The banter between man’s will and rigid, 

predetermination has certainly generated much reaction, 

energizing the religious bases of both camps; however, 

according to Jesus and His regenerate Paul, neither camp 



is necessarily known or unknown by Him. Both He and 

His regenerate taught that calling upon the name of the 

Lord was not an action that occurred in a vacuum, more 

rather, it was the consequence of a divinely initiated 

process; specifically, that a herald was called, entrusted 

the correct message; sent to herald that particular 

message to designated hearers-the outspoken ones- the 

target audience designed to hear, believe; then, and only 

then, be empowered to call upon the name of the One in 

Whom they now believe, the Self-same One Whom they 

had previously-prior to hearing the correct message-

rejected.  

An evilly disposed one will never cause himself to 

call upon the Good God, rather, that one will continue to 

go his own way, do his own thing, evil, and never hear. 

Even in the most cursory reading of the Scripts of 

Jesus and His regenerate Paul, one would be pressed to 

not acknowledge that for one to turn to Jesus requires 

one to have been drawn; or at most acknowledge that for 

one to turn from seeking his own way, like sheep that 

have strayed, one must have previously incurred a 

change in disposition; specifically, a receipt of a 

heretofore unprecedented inclination toward that One 

toward Whom a previous, averse disposition had been 

directed. When one’s aversion toward God ceases, then 

one’s disposition has changed: one is a regenerate.  

 Since no man changes himself into that which he 

is not, then from where does the character-new 

disposition- originate?  Man does not perform any 

ReGenesis of himself-his disposition-rather that divine 

prerogative is caused by Jehovah alone: By His grace. 

Sovereignty of man adherents- like all atheists, anti-

theists, and religionists-proffer a causation of man’s will, 



a prerogative, quite apart from which they consider life 

unthinkable.  

 Religionists-also negators of Deity- assert that 

the power of man’s will is that which, when moved and 

excited by God, can by its consent, and only by its 

consent (its sovereignty) co-operate with Deity, Who 

excites and invites its action (Deity performs for the 

sovereign man’s will?) and that it can thereby dispose 

and modify itself to receive the grace of justification. 

The will can resist grace if it chooses (Disapprove of the 

performance of the Deity.) 

  Religionists say that man’s will is not like a 

lifeless thing (Perhaps it has a will of its own?) which 

demonstrates purely passive traits, rather it wills for 

itself! And when the will of man acts according to its 

own disposition, then one may or may not reply 

positively to the Deity. (Back to Beginning: Not even 

one seeks after righteousness before or after the fall.) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Heeding no Fables: Rejecting Myths 

 

 In New Testament pastorals, the regenerate Paul 

admonished adherence, by assigning a young pastor the 

responsibilities: “…neither give heed to fables and 

endless genealogies, which minister questions, rather 

than godly edifying which is in faith: [so do].  But 

refuse profane and old wives' fables, and exercise 

thyself [rather] unto godliness. And they shall turn 

away [their] ears from the truth, and shall be turned 

unto fables…Not giving heed to Jewish fables, and 

commandments of men, that turn from the truth” 

(KJV). The term fables refers to myths. Perhaps these 

myths reference Jewish theosophies, and conjured 

notions that are alleged to be extra Biblical? Saint Paul 

does not immunize Timothy against Old Testament 

narratives, stories: Scripts. That is, for Paul the problem 

of myth concerns origin. For Paul, scripts in the Old 

Testament are acceptable, even profitable. What, then, is 

the source of positive appraisal of Old Testament scripts 

against the profane, old wives’ and Jewish fables, if not 

a positive disposition toward the canon of Scripts? 

  Of course, for Paul the regenerate the Old 

Covenant’s canonized scripts were his orthodoxical 

source of truth, reality, and doctrine. He opines that 

which produces endless genealogies, and ministers 

questions, rather than the Godly edification that he 

prefers, to be commandments from men. Upon what 

precursory orthodoxy does regenerate Paul rely but the 

Old Covenant canon: Jehovah’s Scripts?    

 

 

 

 



Rubbing Polemics Together 

 An Old Covenant Script reads, ―Jehovah [is] a 

man of battle; Jehovah [is] His name.‖ (Young’s Literal 

Translation). The Greek Septuagint indicates: ―Lord, [is] 

One rubbing polemics together. A name for Him: Lord.‖ 

During 300-200 BC, the understanding of the Old 

Covenant had trended toward a translational overlay, 

that is, the Hebrew texts underwent new interpretation, a 

reinterpretation: Its original interpretation often 

supplanted by the Greek translation, often quoted 

directly in the New Covenant. The terms tribo (friction) 

and polemic (passionate dispute), when combined, 

reinterpret and forever script warfare as friction and 

controversy, rather than literal violence and bloodshed. 

Influence that these textual trends later had on Biblical 

interpretation escaped flesh and blood imposition and 

censorship: Gnostics-an academically categorized array 

of Christians and their Christianities-would exercise the 

innovative initiative to reinterpret Hebrew scripts 

according to a uniquely and intellectually elaborate 

hermeneutic.  

Notably, however, was the remarkable literary 

device achieved by the scriptologist Moses. He recorded 

an account of Jehovah prepositioning, intentionally, a 

literal battle with a king of Egypt. According to the 

LXX text, understanding of Exodus narratives would be 

polemical, not literal precursors for the instigation or 

construction of actual military strategies for subsequent 

flesh and blood warfare, more rather, a mental modality 

of an intellectual diatribe. Pharaoh’s defeat was not a 

blueprint for religious terrorism (unless one wishes to 

enter Egypt with a serpentine staff), more rather, an 



account of divine Jihad whose pattern-intellectual 

pattern-assures that the opinion of Jehovah’s globalized 

fame remains correctly opined.  

 The emancipated Hebrews had received the oral 

traditions of their entrance into Egypt, their purchase 

into indentured servitude by their ancestor Joseph; but, 

of the rationale behind it, no script had yet been written. 

Jehovah had placed them under Egyptian jurisdiction, in 

order to globalize His name: Originating by means of a 

dream, the history of Hebrew enslavement unfolds when 

a character named Joseph-a favored son-is granted a 

dream, from its receipt a series of events follow, 

eventually leading the Hebrews toward conflict with a 

king of Egypt that, centuries later, refused to know 

Joseph-and any previously ratified treaties. Jehovah 

battle arrayed Himself against Pharaoh, by sending 

Moses, the messenger. Prior to his deployment, Moses is 

told that Jehovah ―will cause Pharaoh to harden his 

heart.‖ From its inception to consummation, the 

narrative ―rubs‖ two opposing polemics together; and, 

by so doing, the fame of Jehovah’s name, the nature of 

His Jihad, and the literary genre-divinely disposed 

scripts-emerged. The entire narrative is created, and 

creates the content of Moses’ script according to which 

the Hebrew people and their Ultimate ―Jehovah‖ Deity 

would be forever forged among intellectual, 

dispositional-academic fields- permanently engraved in 

the annals of time.   

  Later New Testament scripts would follow the 

polemical construct indicated within the Septuagint; 

specifically, scripts like ―Indeed, a polemic came to be in 

heaven: Michael and his messengers [purposed] to 



polemicize with the dragon. Indeed, the dragon and his 

messengers polemicized, and it [its polemic] was not 

strong, neither was their place found any longer in 

heaven. Also, the great dragon-the ancient serpent-was 

cast: The serpent, being called Diabolos, that is, the 

Satan, the one deceiving the entire inhabitation, was cast 

onto the earth, and his messengers were cast with him.‖ 

John’s revelation projects a vision, a mentally 

constructed and subsequently perceivable paradigm, 

expressed in literary form-a script-composed of 

metaphors, lyrics, and similes, within a uniquely 

arranged, apocalyptic format: Colorful, vivid, and 

dramatic depictions of good versus evil, along with 

dramatic word pictures, assured its original receptors of 

an actual, heartfelt empathy for their plight. As ones 

persecuted by politico-religious orders, the Apocalypse 

afforded its readers a rationale for understanding their 

own martyrdom in their last days. 

  Revelation empathically portrays polemics, 

messengers, and strengths of arguments into an 

apocalyptic arena. Its characters correspond to the actual 

dispositions of those powers, politicians, religions, and 

religionists depicted in the Apocalypse. Roman 

emperors, martyrs, and mayhem infuse the scroll with 

unprecedented violence. The apocalyptic script was 

designed to be read and adhered, not apprehended and 

implemented: No intention for earthly engagement 

beyond dispositional and intellectual design. For the 

sheep, a script rationalizing their suffering would alone 

be their consolation: Their consolatory story. 



  Ancient Scripts characterize such persecutors: 

―For these particular ones are pseudo-apostles, 

treacherous workers, scheme changing themselves into 

apostles of Christ. Indeed, do not marvel; for the Satan 

himself is scheme changed into a messenger of light. No 

great thing! If, therefore, also his instructors are being 

scheme changed as servants of righteousness: The end 

will be according to their works.‖  

  Pseudo-apostles, workers of treachery, and 

scheme changers: Terms of mental gymnasts, and 

intellectual tacticians, requiring discernment; expecting 

education for a formidable response, encouraging 

apologetics, rhetoric, dialectic discourse, and systemic 

theological and political  debates, assuring fair and 

balanced consideration at the expense of under 

developed thoughts, and dispositions. 

  Divinely disposed Scripts also characterize one’s 

struggle to be a dispositional Jihadist: ―Of the remainder: 

be being empowered in Controller and in the might of 

His strength. Endow (for) yourselves the pan-armor of 

the Deity toward the [result for] you to be powered to 

stand toward the methods of the double-cast one: 

Because the wrestling for us is not toward flesh and 

blood; but rather, toward the rulers, toward the 

authorities, toward the cosmic-mights of this darkness, 

toward the dispositions of the prostitution in the upper-

heavenlies. Because of this, take up the pan-armor of the 

Deity, in order that you might be powered to anti-stand 

on the perilous day, indeed, while working accordingly: 

Altogether to stand. Therefore, when you gird your waist 

around in un-concealment, and endow (for) yourself the 

breastplate of the justice, stand! Indeed, when you bind 

under the feet (for) yourselves in readiness of the correct 



announcement of the peace, when among all things, you 

take up the shield of the trust, on which shield you will 

be powered to quench all the arrows from the perilous 

one: The arrows which, having previously been 

enflamed, remain enflamed. Also, receive (for) 

yourselves the helmet of the deliverance and the sword 

of the Disposition, which (sword) is an utterance from 

Deity, by praying through every prayer and petition in 

every moment in disposition, and while sleeplessly 

attending unto it in every perseverance and petition 

concerning all the holy ones.‖   

  Elements of Jehovah’s Jihad include divine 

armor, a belt of truth, un-concealment, a breastplate of 

justice, a readiness of the correct message…of the peace, 

a shield of trust, a helmet of salvation, and a 

dispositional sword. Wow! Metaphor and more, 

challenging authorities, by a divine utterance: Beware 

the oracles! Jehovah’s Jihad instructs no advancement 

toward anything of blood and flesh, rather anything but; 

however, superimposing literalness here merely 

incarnates the battle into a realm of flesh and blood 

excluded by the very script otherwise misinterpreted. 

Readers that incarcerate these divinely disposed scripts 

within flesh and blood construct a hideous creature, the 

life of which, like Frankenstein’s monster, charts its own 

course, conducts offline: Contrary to the divinely 

disposed script, and its divine disposition.  

  Also, ―And after He approached, Jesus spoke to 

them saying, Every authority in heaven and upon the 

earth is given to Me. Therefore when you transport 

yourselves, instruct all the nations, merging them into 

the name of the Father and of the Son and of the 



Separate Spirit, teaching them to be observing all things, 

as many things as I commissioned to you. Indeed notice, 

I am with you all the days until the consummation of the 

age.‖ Perhaps the best expression of Jehovah’s Jihad 

comes from His Son in the commission: Instructing, 

teaching, and educating: Indeed, initiating student-

teacher; that is, educational relationships, with all the 

nations, merging and teaching them (not legislating 

them, not coercing them, nor deceiving them) to adhere 

to the lessons of Jesus. 

 

 

 

 

        One Hallucination under God 

 What has become of this national Hallucinogenic: 

The Deity which United States Presidents reference 

when, in their oath of office, they answer, ―So help me 

God?‖ From this hallucinogenic a Declaration of 

Independence, a Constitution, Bill of Rights-a Bill of 

Inalienable Rights-indeed, a scripted United Nation 

under God, has materialized. Does a hallucinogenic 

often manifest materially? Do the notions of inalienable 

rights; life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness not 

necessarily require an absolute, alien, sovereign 

precursor, or else the rights become alienable; the life 

conditional; the liberty temporary, and the pursuit of 

happiness limited? 

 The inalienable rights of peaceable assembly, and 

free speech alone would be delusional for anyone to 



seriously engage were no absolute deity asserted: The 

Deity, the essential ―Creator‖ in politics, from whom 

inalienable rights extend. Absurd, indeed, would be the 

reference to sacred texts-inspired autographs-apart from 

their essential ―Autographer;‖ and, as foolish, the 

scientist that would affirm intelligent design apart from 

the essential ―Designer.‖ So, the hallucinogenic 

manifests as ultimate author: Autographer in religion, as 

Alien in politics, and Designer in science…in what areas 

do the atheists intend to negate deity, all? (God forbid, 

they remove acts of god from litigious claims in the 

insurance profession: Even leading atheists could not 

endure the inquisitions of the legal and insurance 

professions). The atheistic assault desires the end of the 

Deity, and any other deity; consequently, assuming that 

warfare would no longer be waged in the name of a 

religion or its deity. But, what of an unjust war in the 

name of politics, will atheistic ones seek to abolish 

politics because people wage war in its name? The only 

name in which wars are to be waged is justice. Would a 

negation of justice be in order? Of course not, war is 

horrible, but yielding to tyranny worse. Theists consider 

resistance to tyranny to be ―obedience to Deity.‖ 

 Do atheistic ones actually suppose the prerogative to 

restrict others’ freedom to think, believe, assert, speak, 

or affirm any thought, idea, or view, simply because 

requirements of atheists’ evidential criteria go unmet? 

To what requirement of proof is the deity of the ideas of 

free speech and peaceable assembly to be submitted? 

Are not the notions of tolerance and intolerance rather 

presumptive? Who are free thinkers to thank for the 

freedom to think? If the thought of God is tolerated, then 

can it not be intolerated? Who, then, are these gods 

called Tolerator, and Intolerator? How might we 



appease them, in order that we might remain free to 

think thoughts, consider ideas, even the most dangerous 

idea, Deity? No ―state church‖ exists in the United 

States, so whom should we fear? We are subject to no 

religious constraints, no tongue screws, by which to 

silence or censor argumentation, dialog, or disputation. 

Our Fifth Amendment accommodates no inquisitor, our 

First Amendment no state established base of inquisical 

operations. We are free to lobby, publish, promote, 

persuade, and to defend ourselves against our flesh and 

blood enemies, but in no need to defend ourselves from 

academia, intellectualism, philosophies, or creeds: We 

simply review and revise, improve our polemics, and 

proceed.     

 Must we now write a new script, a newly revised 

one in their image? Let’s see…perhaps, something like 

this: We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men 

are tolerated equal, that they are endowed by their 

Tolerator or Intolerator with certain alienable Rights, 

that among these are tolerated or intolerated Life, 

tolerated or intolerated Liberty and the tolerated or 

intolerated pursuit of Happiness…tolerated or 

intolerated by whom: The new gods, Tolerator and 

Intolerator? Of course! 

 I’m certain that even popular antitheists, or atheists 

like the Richard Dawkins, the Daniel Dennett, the Sam 

Harris and the Christopher Hitchens would find the non-

hallucinogenic, actual flesh and blood, politically 

endowed Intolerator god as receptive or benign to their 

antitheistic and atheistic diatribes. His inquisition would 

be, like his sword, swift to subdue them, their adherents, 

their Life, Liberty, and unlimited pursuit of Happiness. 

For, although I find their deity slaying, like dragon 

slaying, to be charming; their polemics lively and 



dynamic, I fear the Intolerator might not be so inclined. 

As a free thinker, I am neither tolerant nor intolerant in 

dialog, deed, or decree. No discourse of ideas, any 

discourse of any idea, is to be tolerated or intolerated, 

but rather engaged or ignored. Since the Sam Harris has 

created a Conversational Intolerance, I am unaware of 

what prevents him, if not the rubbing of polemics 

together,  from converting such a presumptive notion 

into an actual conversational policy-a policy of 

conversational intolerance enforced by the state-just as 

religious intolerance was created in the beginning, as an 

idea, until which time it came to be (perhaps, evolved 

into) a church-state policy and the politico-religious 

―powers that were‖ deployed their forces to enforce, 

inquire, persecute, malign, and murder in the name of 

their religious intolerance. I thought the Richard 

Dawkins was intolerant to such deified actions. Will he 

now tolerate them in the name of the Sam Harris, but not 

religion? Will he rally behind the Sam Harris when he 

decrees what can or cannot be conversed, or will he 

become an anti-Sam Harris advocate, going about 

opposing him, character assassinating him, and negating 

his scripts? Will the Sam Harris eventually emerge as 

the Richard Dawkins’ new deity, whose adherents he 

will diagnose as delusional?  

  It seemed so harmless, a mere idea; but, then, it took 

on a life of its own. Unchecked, religious intolerance 

left its marks upon the face of history through its 

inquisitions: questioning people who could not plead the 

Fifth; holocaust: The ―whole burning‖ of a people whose 

plight went unheard, and martyrdoms: people whose 

testimonies were adjudged to be unauthorized, illegal, 

and their freedom of speech subverted by ―tongue 

screws‖ and their murders legalized. 



  Was not the Jewish Holocaust initially a ―benign‖ 

event that involved a certain political leader who created 

a notion of conversational intolerance that simply went 

awry… became malignant? ―Heaven help us!‖ (I meant 

to think, but did not dare to converse, ―God help us,‖ 

because I am not yet aware of the extent to which the 

conversational, Intolerator god has intelligently designed 

a Conversational Intolerance policy.) Until the Sam 

Harris creates a Thinking Intolerance, I shall continue to 

exercise such freedom, arguing until which time his 

future, benign policy becomes malignant-corrective-and 

subsequently intolerant of my freedom of thought.  

 And to where shall that lead: To benign racial, 

creedal, vocational, professional, theoretical, theatrical, 

autographical, political, theological, mental, 

theosophical, educational, philosophical, constitutional, 

governmental, innovational, ideological intolerance; or, 

ultimately, to behavioral intolerance? Should we not 

exercise our freedom to advance, affirm, or support the 

idea of Deity, or deity: Its essentiality as the assurance of 

our absolute, inalienable rights? The essentiality of our 

freedom to think, believe, hold as true or false, any 

construct, intelligently construed or emotionally 

imagined? The absolute ―Other‖ to whom we might 

appeal when our thoughts, views, values or beliefs are 

subordinated to, or diminished by, super-ordinate, 

politico-religious powers?  

  As those who find the negation of the Deity to be a 

corrective form of intolerance, this liberal thinker, for 

one, finds such an effort beyond benign. What is the 

antidote for the Hallucinogenic, God: The Greatest, 

Dangerous Idea? Has not the Greatest, Dangerous Idea 

not curtailed even the most powerful Theistic traditions? 

Of course it has. In these United States the idea of Deity, 



through its inhere political utility-politically scientific 

scripting-presently finds its one nation under God 

immune to state established Judaism, Catholicism, or 

Protestantism; that is, Americanized, checked and 

balanced Judaism, Catholicism, and Protestantism 

completely acquiesce to our First and Fifth Amendment 

scripts.  

 Free Speech, peaceable assembly; and the freedom 

to refuse to answer an inquisitor, guarantees that no 

Protestant American citizen, created equal, and endowed 

inalienable rights will ever endure the horrors as those 

during The Inquisition; that no Judaic, American citizen 

created equal, and endowed inalienable rights will 

experience the extermination like that of The Holocaust; 

nor, a Catholic American citizen created equal, and 

endowed inalienable rights will know any form of  

ecclesiastical coercion against his or her freedom of 

conscience: The American citizen’s rights are 

inalienable. The neo-atheist Sam Harris relegates the 

notion of Deity to a religious construct, narrowing its 

usefulness to the giving of meaning to one’s life, or 

some kind of comfort. But, what of the idea of Deity as a 

political construct whose usefulness serves the essential 

function of providing an absolute alien, one from whom 

inalienable rights extend?  

 This idea is dangerous enough to politically paralyze 

any governmental form, system, or person intending to 

supplant inalienable rights like free speech and 

peaceable assembly. The idea of Deity guaranteed 

political thinkers a complete immunization from such 

despots, kings, or tyrants, assuring a government of, for, 

and by the people. Declarations like ―No sovereign, but 

God, and no king but Jesus‖ were all politically charged 

and, ultimately, prevalent premises upon which to base a 



declaration of independence from any or all flesh and 

blood despots, tyrannical kings, or maniacal religionists. 

The neo-atheists desire to supplant Americans’ political 

freedom in the name of their narrow minded, one 

dimensional religious view of the Greatest Dangerous 

Idea: Deity. Of what religion do they wish U.S. to think 

the Deity to be an adherent? Deity is neither adherent 

nor author of religion, rather the author and finisher of 

faith. Aseity of either the divine idea or person was not 

deconstructed by America’s original political scientists, 

rather they incorporated one or both of the divine 

constructs as, Ultimate person or Idea, in the design of 

their political science. The construct of Deity as an 

absolute construct, finds its usefulness extending into the 

fields of science as its Intelligent Designer, politics as its 

Ultimate Creator, which creates all men equal, and 

endows inalienable rights-an autonomy not extended by 

religious leaders, despots, kings, and sub-deified forms 

of government; into the litigious arenas for the 

assignment of liabilities as ―acts of god;‖ into 

philosophy as its Ultimate Perceiver or its Ultimate 

Logic, or into jurisprudence, the ultimate Law Giver 

from which comes the Rule of Law; or Gnosticism as its 

ultimate, super-transcendent supreme God that is wholly 

alien to the world, or Freemasonry as the Great Architect 

of Their Universe. Into whatever field of study or 

personal practice this Best Dangerous Idea has entered, it 

has served well as the Ultimate reforming catalyst.  

 The neo-atheists desire to negate this idea in the 

name of what: Its absence? Let us consider the 

narrowness of their aim to negate the Greatest 

Dangerous Idea: Simply negating it from the United 

States pledge of Allegiance would lead to the possibility 

of something like this, …one nation under Tolerator or 



Intolerator: Here, again are these lesser deities, these 

lesser than the Greatest Dangerous Idea or Person. Or, 

perhaps, the neo-atheists would like U.S., freethinking 

Americans, to consider them as ones merely engaged in 

a debate when the negation of the Greatest Dangerous 

Idea is actually their aim; however, if by so doing, they 

intend to negate the Alien that endows inalienable rights, 

then they are not American atheists, more rather, 

enemies of our free state, our individual freedoms. How 

could negating-banning the use of the political construct- 

the Creator that created all men equal-not be an assault 

against our free state? The Creator construct is not only a 

useful device in checking and balancing religionists; but 

rather also, proves itself very beneficial in advancing the 

greatest utility for political science through its 

unsurpassed products, its political scripts: The 

Declaration of Independence, The Bill of Rights, and 

The Constitution of the United States of America. 

Atheists need not tout the advancement of freedom 

through religious intolerance that targets Deity; for, 

through Jehovah’s Jihadists-Political Scientists, Medical 

Scientists, All true Scientists, Educators, Theologians, 

Apologists, Heralds, and Publishers- Life, Liberty, and 

the Pursuit of Happiness has been assured, and all 

politico religious powers, people, and materials have 

been, and remain ―checked and balanced‖ against all 

diminutive designs. No compensatory or subsidiary idea 

or person need interpose itself, or be interposed, onto the 

free society enjoyed within the purview of our sacred 

documents: Products of divine design, and designer. 

 Have not all major ―Jehovah‖ traditions, through 

their own polemical engagements, reined themselves 

into peace as true peace makers? Of course they have. 

American forms of Judaism, Catholicism, and 



Protestantism know well the purpose of having their 

polemics rubbed together; for, because of such a process, 

friction-necessary friction-became, producing  essential 

heat, from which heat came the energy; from the energy, 

review and revision; from revision, reformation; from 

reformation, refined polemics; from refined polemics a 

new rub: And so continues the process that demonstrates 

a Judaism, Catholicism, and Protestantism that are both 

catalyzed and constrained by polemically generated, 

scripted principles like the Rule of Law, All men 

Created equal, Free Speech, Peaceable Assembly, 

Freedom of Conscience, …and of Thought: Through 

endowed Inalienable Rights; no unscripted forms of 

conflict-flesh and blood Jihad-obtain: That is, a Judaism, 

Catholicism, or Protestantism that would presume to 

function contrary to these reformed scripted principles 

would do so at their own peril: against the state. Such 

Flesh and blood Jihadism fails to achieve credible 

recognition, acknowledgement, or attention: Necessary 

conditions of polemical friction; rather it is subjected to 

the power ordained by the Jehovah to check and balance 

it: The Rule of Law. In these United States no Judaic, 

Catholic, or Protestant form of religious tradition 

expresses itself contrary to freedom of conscience, 

speech, or peaceable assembly.   

 

 

 

 

 

 



A Prominent Negator 

 

 Offering this excerpt from his book, The God 

Delusion, the Richard Dawkins declared with disdain, 

―The God of the Old Testament is arguably the most 

unpleasant character in all fiction: jealous and proud of 

it; a petty, unjust, unforgiving control-freak; a vindictive, 

bloodthirsty ethnic cleanser; a misogynistic, 

homophobic, racist, infanticidal, genocidal, filicidal, 

pestilential, megalomaniacal, sadomasochistic, 

capriciously malevolent bully.‖ 

 Thus, the Richard Dawkins aggrandizes himself by 

character assassinating a literary character, the ultimate 

character, Jehovah. Since Jehovah is unreal, nonexistent, 

why does he bother defaming? Who is being slandered 

by the Richard Dawkins’ diatribe, who is being character 

assassinated, Jehovah? No, according to the Richard 

Dawkins, He does not exist, but we the people do. Does 

he not negate U.S., the inalienably endowed people? The 

atheist Richard Dawkins openly stated that he desires to 

―kill religion;‖ however, he does not differentiate theists 

from religionists. As theistic ones, we have always been 

the fodder for the persecutors’ flames; whether political 

or religious we have known the pressure from both 

forces converging upon us. Pathologically, rather 

maniacally, the Richard Dawkins negates Jehovah; 

therefore, in his own mentally constructed cosmology 

Jehovah exists-objectively- if as nothing more than the 

objective reality of his own negation. How 

delusional…pathological-subjectively speaking- it would 

be to negate that which does not exist? For us, however, 

those so convinced as to believe ourselves called, ―He is. 

He was. He will forever be.‖ Jehovah is His name.  



 The atheistic ones desire to indict religions 

according to their atrocious acts against humanity, while 

expressing no willingness to acknowledge those theists 

tortured by such atrocities: Martyrs were not political, 

rather political scientists persecuted for their dangerous 

politically scientific experiments, like justice for all, all 

men created equal, freedom of speech, and inalienable 

rights. Neither were martyrs religious, much more rather, 

translators, linguists, textual  critics, theologists, 

apologists; publishers, authors, papyrologists, 

scriptologists; students, and teachers…all persecuted for 

their dangerous scientific experiments  of lexicography, 

syntactical,  grammatical, and synoptic analysis; 

dialectical discourse, debate and  interpretation. Martyrs 

were amanuenses–hand servants-murdered by political 

amateurs (politicos) and maniacal religionists, both 

supposing their deaths to be doing divine service. But of 

what service is the atheistic one? Does he suppose to 

commandeer the science that theology created, the 

science that he now practices? Does he acknowledge no 

inalienability of rights? What rights does he suppose to 

be wanting? With the rule of law checking and balancing 

both political tyrants and religionists alike, then what 

does the atheist wish to gain by killing religion? Does 

religion not include people? 

 Martyred by the hands of politico-religious powers, 

we have no advocate but Jehovah, no one to relieve our 

suffering but His servants. We are admonished by 

JEHOVAH to ―Defend the poor and fatherless: do 

justice to the afflicted and needy. Deliver the poor and 

needy: rid them out of the hand of the wicked.‖ How 

else but by the advancement of true science? The 

Science of Interpretation has produced unlimited 

translations, educating innumerable populations. 



Political Science has assured ―life, liberty, and the 

pursuit of happiness.‖ Medical Science has provided the 

relief of suffering, and an improved quality of life. All 

true science has benefitted mankind. Who, then, is to be 

opined? The atheistic ones that negate the origin of the 

science they now shamelessly claim for themselves? 

May it never come to be! That is, may it never come to 

be that the very science produced by Jehovah through 

the operation of His grace among His hand servants 

become something so easily absconded; especially, by 

such lewd fellows of the baser sort. They appear only to 

make a show for themselves in the flesh; for, as all 

things, when properly contextualized, true science is His 

science, given for His opinion. To Jehovah, the Father of 

Jesus was, is, and shall be the Opinion. Amen! 

 

 

A Correct Message 

 

 Ever since beginning, it has been, and remains about 

an announcement, the announcement Jesus taught them, 

the announcement that they taught others, the 

announcement others have taught us. An announcement 

spoken into this order whose power rests in its original 

Announcer: the Creator of universe, the Son of Theo.  

 Because this is the announcement which you 

heard away from beginning, in order that we should 

be loving one another.  

 Sustainable, reciprocal: The purpose of the 

announcement…In order that you should be loving one 

another…reciprocally, continually loving one another. 

Of this sustained, reciprocal love, the order has no 

catalyst, no generator; neither energy nor passion by 



which to cause or sustain. Only this announcement, with 

inhere power, was spoken, and scripted for this purpose. 

As one correct announcer exclaimed: 

 I am marveling that you are so quickly 

transposing yourselves away from the One Who 

called you by Messiah’s grace unto a different correct 

announcement, which is not another correct 

announcement, since certain ones are agitating you, 

that  is, they are willing to transmute the correct 

announcement of the Messiah. 

 The exclamatory statement by the regenerate Paul 

responded to an Asian association of called out ones in a 

lower region of Galatia. They had found descending 

from the height of grace a preferred condescension, 

rather than excel in their freedom from powerless forms, 

and moronic messengers. Paul recognized their 

regression into the very darkness out from which he 

himself had been rescued. His remedy for these liberated 

citizens:  

 I am acknowledging to you, brethren, the correct 

announcement which was correctly announced by 

me: That it is not according to mankind. 

 This former Judaizer, and former Judaic Jihadist, 

accurately recalled the source of his former flesh and 

blood Judaism. In the name of his previous form of 

Judaism, Paul (then Saul of Tarsus) engaged 

accordingly:  

 On one hand, I myself am a Jewish man born in 

Tarsus of Cilicia, but on the other hand one who, 

having been brought up, remains brought up in this 

city alongside the feet of Gamaliel  who, as one 

having been child trained , remain trained according 

to precision of the law from fatherly men, zealous 

under beginning from the Theo, just as you 



yourselves, all ones, are this very day…which this 

particular way I pursued unto death, chaining and 

delivering  them into prisons: both husbands and 

wives. On the one hand, therefore, I opined to myself 

toward the name of Jesus of the Nazareth: To be 

necessitating me to practice many contradicting 

things in Jerusalem, and I did in Jerusalem and I 

locked down many of the saints when I received the 

authority  from alongside the chief priests… while 

they were being taken up, I bore down my vote 

against them: According to every synagogue, 

punishing them frequently, I was constraining them 

to be blaspheming exceedingly; indeed, while raving 

at them, I pursued them into the outlying cities.  

  He, now, declares, acknowledges, his 

announcement to be divine. A correct announcement 

authored from above, divinely disposed, not evilly: no 

flesh and blood persecutions. That is, Paul disclosed, 

contrasted, the source of his former Judaic Jihad to have 

been according to a man-made announcement, but this 

correct announcement to be according to the Messiah, a 

revealed correct announcement. Paul proffers no 

conflation of variant Judeo-Christian scripts, more rather 

he adamantly affirms his announcement to be 

completely revelatory …divine. This announcement 

speaks of transformative results according to omnipotent 

grace.  

 From flesh and blood persecution to a correct 

announcer whose weapons of choice are dispositional, 

intellectual, dialectic, and strategic: 

 Of the remainder: be being empowered in Lord 

and in the might of His strength. Endow for 

yourselves the pan-armor of the Deity toward the 

result for you to be powered to stand toward the 



methods of the double-cast one: Because the wrestling 

for us is not toward blood and flesh; but rather, 

toward the rulers, toward the authorities, toward the 

cosmic-mights of this darkness, toward the 

dispositions of the prostitution in the upper-

heavenlies. Because of this, take up the pan-armor of 

the Deity, in order that you might be powered to anti-

stand on the perilous day, indeed, while working 

accordingly: Altogether to stand. Therefore, when 

you gird your waist around in un-concealment, and 

endow for yourself the breastplate of the justice, 

stand! Indeed, when you bind under the feet for 

yourselves in readiness of the correct announcement 

of the peace, when among all things, you take up the 

shield of the trust, on which shield you will be 

powered to quench all the arrows from the perilous 

one: The arrows which, having previously been 

enflamed, remain enflamed. Also, receive for 

yourselves the helmet of the deliverance and the 

sword of the Disposition, which sword is an utterance 

from Deity, by praying through every prayer and 

petition in every moment in disposition, and while 

sleeplessly attending unto it in every perseverance 

and petition concerning all the holy ones. 

 A demarcation between flesh and blood, illegitimate 

Jihad and legitimate Jihad concretizes just here, at this 

very juxtaposition: Specifically, Saul-a flesh and 

bloodshed Jihadist-waged an illegitimate, unacceptable, 

illegal Jihad: remained unchecked and balanced by the 

rule of law. And Paul-a pen and papyri Jihadist-wages a 

legitimate, acceptable, legal Jihad: became checked and 

balanced by the rule of law. 

 Paul’s Jihad wages its campaign by correctly 

announcing the correct announcement; the kind of 



announcement that relies solely upon an omnipotent 

grace, efficacious according to the design and purpose of 

its divine author; that constrains no citizen to contradict 

their own conscience, finds no one subject to inquisition, 

at risk of incarceration: The loss of life, liberty, and the 

pursuit of happiness,. In fact, his Jihad-Jehovah is a 

Dispositional Warrior-rubs polemics together, 

intentionally causing cognitive friction, provoking 

thought, activating critical thinking processes, producing 

reformed polemics, and well trained polemicists: 

apologists.  

 Paul’s own scripts declare:  

 Moreover I, Paul, who on one hand am a low one 

according to the face among you; but, on the other 

hand-while being away from you-am courageous 

unto you. I am calling you alongside through 

meekness and mildness from the Christ.  

 I am pleading for the purpose to not be 

courageous by the persuasion with which I am 

specifically accounting to dare upon certain men: 

The men who are specifically accounting us, “ones 

conducting according to flesh.” 

 For as ones conducting in flesh, we are not 

strategizing for ourselves according to flesh: For the 

weapons of our strategy are not flesh; but rather, 

they are powerful ones in the Deity toward the taking 

down of strongholds: Ones demolishing arguments 

and every hyper-thing lifted up against the gnosis of 

the Deity-indeed, ones captivating every thought unto 

the under-hearing from the Christ: Indeed, ones 

holding in preparedness to extract justice out from 

every para-hearing when your under-hearing is 

fulfilled…to correctly announce unto the extended 

regions beyond you. 



      How could the peerless polemicist, author of the 

majority of New Testament scripts-its papyrological 

scriptologist-be more precise in his own intricate 

description of Jehovah’s Jihad? It is not of flesh and 

bloodshed! The terms: Meekness and mildness, 

persuasion, demolition of arguments, hyper-things and 

the extraction of justice out from para-hearing are not 

terms of flesh and bloodshed Jihadists, rather those of 

Jehovah’s Jihadists. This former persecutor recounts 

well of his fatalistic inertia, as he authorized the first 

stone, and officiated at the death of Stephen (let the 

reader recall Acts 7), as he traversed the homeland of his 

fathers, incarcerating, constraining, and raving his 

madness toward his fellow countrymen: Abolishing-he 

was a terrorist, indeed-his own patrimony.  

 A former negator of the testimony of Christ, he now 

correctly announces, heralds the testimony of Christ; 

exhorts an apprentice-a genuine son-Timothy to do the 

work of a ―correct announcer.‖ Paul’s scripts indicate no 

desire of this former flesh and bloodshed Jihadist to 

advocate exculpation; rather-he is now so dispositionally 

disparate from his former self-he self indicts by his own 

recountal of bloodlust and belligerence. The alimentation 

of formerly persecuted saints came by hearing that the 

one who once persecuted is now proclaiming Christ. 

Saul’s obfuscation of the correct announcement is now 

the very thing that Paul excogitates-he wants absolutely 

nothing more to do with flesh and bloodshed-in his 

extremely exclusive exhortations: 

 In fact, even if we ourselves or an announcer 

from heaven should correctly announce to you 

contrary to that which we correctly announced to 

you, then let him be anathematized. As we have 

previously stated, even now I am saying again: If 



anyone is-and they are-correctly announcing to you 

contrary to that which you readily received, then let 

him be anathematized…to reveal His Son to me, in 

order that I might correctly announce Him among 

the nations: I did not immediately consult myself 

with flesh and blood!   

 Once evilly disposed-he’s now divinely disposed-

Paul discloses the aim of his former conspiracy: Modify 

the message, disfigure the Christ: 

 For I am not disfiguring the correct 

announcement of the Christ; for it is power from 

Deity unto deliverance for everyone who is believing; 

for a Jew foremost, and also a Gentile. 

 The vicissitudes of being an apostle first 

commiserated for Paul upon the occasion of his merger. 

The recountal inscribes accordingly: 

  Indeed, why are you being about? When you 

stand, merge yourself and wash yourself away from 

your negative testimonies, when you call upon the 

name of the Lord. 

Here, then, is the ultimate abdication: Paul must detach 

himself from those with whom he had happily adhered. 

The Predator must become the Prey; the Inquisitor, the 

Inquired. As he once scripted: For I was then wishing 

myself an anathema to be away from the Christ on 

behalf of my brethren, of my kinsmen according to 

flesh.   

Literally, in this Judaic Jihadist’s flesh and bloodshed 

past was the disposition toward continual justification of 

himself and his carnal comrades’ rather than divine 

justification out from the faith of the Christ. But, now, as 

omniscience would have it, Paul is in the precarious 

position of soon becoming the object-the flesh and blood 



object-of that concentric aggression that he himself once 

applied to others: To dissenters, to those that 

anabaptized. He now tarries about in his own paroxysm 

of perfidy, having cast off his former hatred of the Way, 

he was not yet prepared to put on this Christ through 

merger: A complete irremediable action, because of 

which he would lose his life (But, how else to sate the 

wolves than to cast among them another sheep?) Once 

the most ravenous, the most despicable of flesh and 

bloodshed Judaic Jihadists, Paul-he was a gelid fanatic-

abjures his former dogmas, traditions of men, 

renouncing them to be negative testimonies; for he knew 

well how efficacious his negative testimonies had 

negated both the truth and its adherents. He knew the 

power of negative testimony, the ploys of perjury; the 

exhilaration of absolute, unscripted strength: The 

strength of the wolf as its instincts surge in its beastly 

cadaver, heaving, panting, blood-lusting for flesh-

sheepish flesh and lambs’ bloodshed. Paul keenly 

tarried, as one on death row tarries his final exit. Saul the 

predator merges himself, washing himself away from his 

negative testimonies, forever endowing himself with the 

wool of the Lamb-the Lamb slain ever since the 

downcast of order. Difficult, indeed, would it be to lose 

his former wolf pack from his trail, from the scent of 

lambs’ blood. Enough! 

 From this former wolf, now turned sheep, would be 

transcribed the following inscription: The Logos is a 

faithful Logos and a worthy Logos of all approbation, 

“That Christ Jesus came into the order to deliver 

negative testifiers, of whom I myself am a foremost 

negative testifier.”  

 Paul elaborated extensively the truth of negative 

testimony, 



For all men negatively testified and are being voided 

of the opinion of the Deity. 

 Paul returned to his Old covenant account of 

creation, disclosing a post regenerative hermeneutical 

aptitude, to inculpate all mankind in the original action 

of Adam; for Paul, then, his preclusive illusions of 

immunity to negative testimony are now dispelled by the 

very texts he had formerly failed to read.   

Through one man the negative testimony entered into 

the order and through the negative testimony the 

death also. In this manner the death entered through 

unto all mankind upon which all men negatively 

testify.  

 Paul’s rationale for all men to negatively testify, and 

his rationale for his own negative testimonies, became 

mortality, that is, the universal death that entered 

through Adam upon all mankind.  

 Moreover, grace is in the Deity, because you were 

being slaves of the negative testimony, but you under 

heard out from heart a type of doctrine into which 

type you were given alongside. But, when you were 

freed away from the negative testimony you were 

enslaved for the justice. I am speaking 

anthropologically.  

 Speaking anthropologically, Paul characterizes his 

former religious life as one best described to actually 

have been a bondage to negative testimony, that is, he 

recounts his previous zeal in the Judaism, man-forged 

Judaism –flesh and blood Jihadism, to have been death-

based, and negatively driven: Unjust. Of course, unjust! 

As Saul, he incarcerated, constrained, and physically 

coerced fellow citizens: According to his own 

testimony! This formerly radicalized Saul of Tarsus is 

now a tranquilized Paul. 



 From domestic terrorism to domestic tranquility, 

Paul’s Characterological transformation did not find him 

radicalized into a flesh and blood Jihadist, rather the 

opposite-quite the opposite: A Jehovah’s Jihadist-A 

Jihadist that would apologize, publish, herald, and 

correctly announce. Gone forever, was the former 

character Saul of Tarsus. Forever the missionary Paul 

would persevere, continually growing in the grace and 

knowledge of Jesus, abandoning flesh and blood 

campaigns for missionary journeys. In the light of 

contemporary notions of radicalized religionists, the 

nature of Jehovah’s Jihad is the tranquilizing of 

religionists, not their radicalizing.  

I am exhorting, therefore; first, of all things, 

petitions, prayers, intercessions, and correct graces to 

be made continually on behalf of all men: On behalf 

of kings, and all ones being in elevation, in order that 

we may be leading through a tranquil and quiet form 

of life in all correct reverence and probity; for this is 

excellent and appropriate in the sight of Deity: The 

Savior of us.  

Any exhortation, therefore, that does not implore a 

jihadist toward prayers, petitions, intercessions, and 

correct graces with the interests, positive and ethically 

beneficial interests, of all men would indeed, be a flesh-

and-blood indicator of a jihadist inclined toward the 

demise of his fellowman, rather than his exhortation.  

 Paul’s purpose for such prayers, petitions, 

intercessions, and correct graces is specifically, ―in order 

that a tranquil and quiet form of life‖ might be led-

thoroughly led. Paul advocates a form of life, 

characterized by tranquility and quietness-no form of 

death. How now has the former domestic terrorist 

―turned‖ missionary become such a docile disciple, but 



for the omnipotent grace by which the determinate 

counsel of Jehovah’s will had been worked? This is 

Jehovah’s Jihad at its finest: A radicalized religionist, 

once maniacal in his self aggrandizement, now 

tranquilized, dispositionally transformed, regenerated, 

and alive unto Deity. No longer dead to Deity, Paul is no 

longer leading through a form of death according to 

negative testimony-he is no longer enslaved to 

negatively testify-he lives to testify, positively affirm the 

correct announcement of the Messiah Jesus whom he 

formerly pursued, persecuted, maligning His followers-

His law abiding followers.  

 Since followers of Jesus the Son of Jehovah are, like 

Paul, tranquilized rationalists, rather than radicalized 

religionists, then why do atheistic ones, what we 

ourselves once were, negate U.S.? Why not leave us to 

champion our inalienable rights, debate our doctrines, 

declare our faith; lead our quiet and tranquil lives, 

praying, petitioning, interceding, and correctly gracing 

on behalf of our President, and popularly authorized 

leaders: All elected officials, elected by a people 

endowed with inalienable rights: Why not leave us to 

ourselves? Because they are, like radicalized religionists, 

enslaved to negatively testify: The only remedy for such 

bondage is transformation, dispositional transformation. 

Driven to negate all things divine, atheists cannot pause, 

cease, or suspend their actions; unfortunately, for those, 

like all of Jehovah’s Jihadists, tranquilized rationalists, 

preferring pen and papyri, freedom, and justice, debate 

and dialogue, rather than flesh and blood illegitimate 

Jihadism; we must, like collateral damage, incur 

unnecessary loss and diminution due to the indiscernible 

disparate between divinely disposed believers and 

religionists. Freethinkers, scholars, writers, students, 



political scientists, national defenders, champions of 

truth and justice; ones who, like the atheists, happily 

decry the atrocities of religious men: The Inquisition, 

Holocaust, martyrdoms, and shameful sexual offenses 

against innocent victims. If we decry these actions, and 

we do, and the atheists decry these actions as well, and 

they say they do, then by what systemic device have we 

been juxtaposed with the atheists, but that Jehovah has 

intentionally ―rubbed‖ our polemics together for His 

opinion, His glory? 

 Prominent atheists point toward the horrors of 

religious crimes against humanity by religionists; 

historical believers are among those against whom those 

very crimes were committed. Therefore, then, what is the 

polemical ―rub‖ between atheists, and theists, since 

neither consider themselves religious? As an adherent to 

historical Christianity: the faith once delivered, the faith 

distinguished by its martyrologies, message, and 

doctrine, I am acutely aware of the injustices against us 

by the evilly disposed among the Theistic traditions of 

Judaism, Catholicism, and Protestantism; but, also, as a 

descendant of the original people of early America, I am 

well aware of the bloody massacres waged in the name 

of a Manifest Destiny; however, all of this does nothing 

to absolve me from becoming collateral damage-I am 

caught in the crossfire-in an anti-religious movement-an 

unnecessary movement in the United States, since all 

religion is subjected by our rule of law. However, like all 

of Jehovah’s Jihadists, I am graced to not only believe 

but also to suffer for His name sake. Nevertheless, 

because of polemical rubs, Jehovah’s ingenious design, 

no evilly disposed individual or unlawful form of 

Judaism, Catholicism, or Protestantism is liberated to 

diminish my inalienable rights, including my inalienable 



right to believe Deity, to adhere to the teachings of the 

unseen Christ, the Son of the unseen Jehovah, to respond 

to the One Who spoke me out, drew me, convinced me 

by His Spirit, called me by His grace; regenerated me, 

dispositionally regenerated me; graced me a mind-

change with faith; delivered me by His correct message, 

declared me just: exculpated me by inculpating His Son; 

adopted me: son placed me; and delivered me by the 

certitude of glorification. I am freed to become all that 

the Jehovah calls me to become, and happy to script 

Jihad, Jehovah’s Jihad, as the means of achieving, 

preserving, and assuring the inalienable rights graciously 

afforded all free citizens of this order: anti theist, atheist, 

theist; religionist or non religionist alike; and all of this, 

unto His opinion, that is, His Glory!   



A Lamb from Deity 

 

 The Jesus answered: “My kingdom is not out 

from this order; if My kingdom were out from this 

order, then My under-rowers would be agonizing, in 

order that I might not be given alongside to the Jews, 

but now My kingdom is not from this place.    

 Jesus’ entrance into politico-religious order was, like 

His exodus, very flesh and bloody. As His foreshadow 

Moses had experienced in his entrance and exodus, 

every detail converged upon this neo-Deliverer. For, 

Herod, like Pharaoh would destroy all that threatened his 

tyrannical reign. Co-conspiring, the politico-religious 

convened-maniacal religionists conjoined with 

tyrannical politicos-conspired against the Lamb: The 

outcome was foreknown. Jesus’ merger out from flesh 

and blood Judaism into that which would from 

henceforth be heralded as dispositional, incited such 

religious motions, and political ploys as to make Jesus’ 

faithfulness unto death, even the death of the cross, 

rather inevitable; more rather, decreed. That is, once 

incited, Jesus needed not to merely ―orchestrate‖ His 

own death; for, He Himself had decreed the very history 

of exiting Egypt, the epitome of politico-religious 

atrocity; the height of His Father’s Old Covenant glory, 

forever opining flesh and blood Jihadists as ones evilly 

disposed against freedom of worship, thought, speech, 

and of one’s conscience.  

 Jesus, as Son of Deity, like the divine construct 

itself, was an Absolute, Autonomous Deliverer Who, 

like Moses, disclosed the hatred, and violence-the stored 

motions of maniacal religionists and tyrannical politicos-

by calling out a people unto Himself, a people wholly 

apart from such a suppressive, and oppressive condition 



as that evilly imposed upon them.  Theism, absolute 

theism, is the ultimate construct, that is, it affords 

mankind an essential element in the Periodic Table of all 

of life’s elements, including all things scientific: Medical 

to political; Sociological to Economical.  

 Incitement is indictment. Stored motions are easily 

agitated when engaged with the possibility of being 

ignored, and Theism definitely encourages individuals to 

ignore maniacal religionists, and tyrannical politicos. 

The Absolute construct refrains rational beings from 

succumbing to the pathologies of pseudo scientists, 

maniacal religionists, and political tyrants. Once 

intellectually liberated and dispositionally generated, one 

does not resist the freedom to serve Theo with the mind, 

to think beyond flesh and blood constraints of those that 

would presume to govern the thoughts, beliefs, or 

conversations of men. Interposing themselves into the 

position of Theo Himself, atheists very subtly affirm for 

themselves that for which they conveniently negate 

Deity; specifically, sovereignty. Atheists openly 

diagnose their fellow man as ―delusional,‖ and 

unashamedly advocate ―conversational intolerance.‖ Are 

they not now the new politicos or maniacal religionists? 

Of course, ask any Theist and, for U.S., we would find 

their presumption to be quite familiar; for, the records of 

history’s Inquisitors and Tyrants imposed the same 

prohibitions against mankind. A Roman emperor Trajan 

once commended his governor Pliny for his willingness 

to execute Roman citizens. Pliny’s predicament involved 

what he diagnosed to be a ―contagion:‖ a delusion that 

required his inquiry. Upon inquisition, those so 

interrogated-the ones unwilling to recant what their 

Theistic, absolutely free disposition, had empowered 

them to do; namely, to positively affirm their freedom of 



thought, conscience and speech-were then unnecessarily 

murdered. Pliny could do nothing but what his politico-

religious motions commanded: Kill all citizens who, 

upon threat of death, would not recant their right to 

affirm that their Controller was Jesus the Son of Theo 

Himself. What else could Pliny have done, it was the 

irrational thing to do?  

 Now, they appear again, mentally diagnosing and 

conversationally intolerating fellow humans that simply 

will not recant their freedom to think, believe, view, or 

consider that which the Absolute Theistic construct 

affords them. The atheists simply can’t comprehend how 

individuals, like U.S., function so well, while being so 

thoroughly deluded. How could successful people-

Christian businessmen, doctors, lawyers, educators, and 

students not be intimidated by the Richard Dawkins, the 

Sam Harris, the Daniel Dennett, or the Christopher 

Hitchens? Perhaps they are not the highest thoughts that 

can be thought, the highest sources from whom our 

freedoms could extend: The Absolutes from whom we 

derive inalienable rights of Life, Liberty, and the Pursuit 

of Happiness. They are, indeed, if only in the delusions 

of their own grandeur: Their self delusions of becoming 

the very Deity they negate. However, as correct 

announcers, we are debtors to correctly announce the 

correct announcement, knowing; rather, believing the 

correct announcement to be the power of Deity unto 

their deliverance as well; for, we too were once atheistic 

ones and, apart from the delivering Grace of the true and 

living Deity, the Father of Jesus, Jehovah Himself, we 

would remain atheistic ones; for, unto Him alone is the 

opinion, and the power forever! 

Scripts speak of a society much like that realized in these 

United States: 



“For all the peoples will walk: a man in the name of 

his gods, and we ourselves will walk in the name of 

Jehovah our Elohim forever and ever.”  

 No better design than that to which these Scripts 

refer could American, political scientists have adhered. 

Everyone walks in the name of his own god, and we 

walk in the name of Jehovah, our Deity forever and ever. 

To what other end could theists direct our efforts? Since 

our Jihad, Jehovah’s Jihad, is waged with pen and papyri 

rather than sword and shield-we know that the pen is 

mightier and the scripts sharper-therefore, then, our aims 

and designs are in accordance to those previously 

Scripted. The scripts penned by holy men who were born 

along by the Holy Disposition. 

 Nothing beyond observance, such as enforcement, of 

scripted laws like the Ten Commandments is advocated 

in America’s free society. That is, no Judaic, Catholic, or 

Protestant traditions directly enforce the original 

penalties attached to such commandments: All penalties 

are administered after due process by the state. The state 

does not enforce the morals and dogmas of any 

religionist, religion; tyrant or his entourage. However, 

many there are that indeed ―tout the Ten,‖ through their 

religious or tyrannical lens, but none can be found 

directly involved in their enforcement, but through the 

legislative process available to all free citizens. The 

government of, for, and by an inalienably endowed 

people will scarcely reflect; much more facilitate, direct, 

or immediate ―moral and dogmatic‖ politico-religious 

mediation or trials; thereby, acknowledging Deity’s 

Grace alone as sufficient for the dispositional 

regeneration requisite for intrinsic adherence to 

otherwise impossible extrinsic standards: Flesh and 

blood standards.   



 Jehovah’s Jihadists created a state that, by its design, 

will forever be subject to its creator: The People 

(Jehovah creates the inalienably endowed people: those 

people so endowed create the state). Maniacal 

religionists and politicos alike may lament their 

―checked and balanced‖ condition, but from their 

bottomless abyss the government of, for, and by its 

people does not intend to soon release their dirge upon 

mankind. Under the purview of the rule of law, the laws 

enacted through the legislative branch, adjudicated 

through the judicial branch, and executed through the 

executive branch, the tree of Life, Liberty, and the 

Pursuit of Happiness will forever be watered by the 

dispositional regenerates that wage the greater warfare; 

for the weapons of our warfare are not flesh and blood, 

but mighty through Deity for the pulling down of 

strongly established positions, casting down arguments 

and everything elevated against Divine knowledge, 

captivating every atheistic thought unto the under-

hearing of the Messiah.  

 “Indeed, we are having this confidence 

through the Christ toward the Deity: Not because we 

are competent away from ourselves to reason for 

ourselves a certain thing as out from ourselves; but 

rather, our particular competence is out from the 

Deity. Indeed, He made us competent ministers of the 

new covenant; not of the letter, but of the 

Disposition: for the letter is killing, but the 

Disposition is giving life.”  

 

“The Theos is Disposition, and it is essential 

for the ones who are worshipping Him to be 

worshipping Him in disposition and unconcealment.” 

Selah  



A Reminder 

 

[From: Basic Guide to Naturalization and 

Citizenship, Immigration and Naturalization Service, 

U.S. Department of Justice] 

Today you have become a citizen of the 

United States of America. You are no longer an 

Englishman, a Frenchman, an Italian, or a Pole. 

Neither are you a hyphenated-American -- a Polish-

American, or an Italian-American. You are no longer 

a subject of a government. Henceforth, you are an 

integral part of this Government -- a free man -- a 

Citizen of the United States of America. 

This citizenship, which has been solemnly 

conferred on you, is a thing of the spirit -- not of the 

flesh. When you took the oath of allegiance to the 

Constitution of the United States, you claimed for 

yourself the God-given unalienable rights which that 

sacred document sets forth as the natural right of all 

men. 

You have made sacrifices to reach this 

desired goal. We, your fellow citizens, realize this, 

and the warmth of our welcome to you is increased 

proportionately. However, we would tincture it with 

friendly caution. 

As you have learned during these years of 

preparation, this great honor carries with it the duty 

to work for and make secure this longed-for and 

eagerly sought status. Government under our 

Constitution makes American citizenship the highest 

privilege and, at the same time, the greatest 

responsibility of any citizenship in the world. 



The important rights that are now yours and 

the duties and responsibilities attendant thereon are 

set forth elsewhere in this manual. It is hoped that 

they will serve as a constant reminder that only by 

continuing to study and learn about your new 

country, its ideals, achievements, and goals, and by 

everlastingly working at your citizenship can you 

enjoy its fruits and assure their preservation for 

generations to follow. 

May you find in this Nation the fulfillment of 

your dreams of peace and security, and may 

America, in turn, never find you wanting in your new 

and proud role of Citizen of the United States. 


