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PART 4: MORAWTY

by Kris Nelson

EvolveConsciousne

Truth is Love. Love is Truth. Truth unites. Lies divide. Eml . Care for Truth.



(" ANTERNTS

SYMBOLISM OF MORALITY AND APOPHASIS

BASIC MORAL UNDERSTANDING

CONSCIENCE AND SURVIVAL

MoRAL RELATIVITY/SUBJECTIVITY VS. MORAL OBJECTIVITY.
MORALITY LEVELS

DEEPER ON MORALITY LEVEL 2 AND (COMPLICITY
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION
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An Egyptian Hieroglyphic
Dictionary, Budge pg.270
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tegrity, uprightness, justice, the right, wverity,
genuineness, law ; Copt. 206, 28HI,
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E in very trulh the heart of Osiris lulh been
weighed; 0 "t \§ < + =, indeed

I fought strenuously.
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Concept of truth, justice, law, integrity,
uprightness, correctness, righteousness,
steadfast, unalterable, reality, order,

stability, continuity, equilibrium, balance,
measurement, reciprocity, authenticity

Personified names; Ma, Maet, Maht, Maut,
Ammas, Maat, Ma’at, Mait, Mayet, Mut

Greek goddesses: Metis, Dike, Themis

N Az

Concept of right, true, real, genuine,
upright, righteous, just, authentic

Morality, Karma/Kamma/Ka-maa, Dharma,
Rta/Rota, Tao/Dao, Wyrd, Moira, Me, Asha.

See “Ka-Maat, Karma, Wheel of Life”



MAAT AND ISIS

SymBoLIsM LINKING MA'AT AND Isis

Hall of Ma’'at or Ma'ati (Judgement in the Duat/Underworld)
Hall of Two/Double/Twin Truths/Justices - Good (order) and Evil (chaos) paths, ways
- Weighing heart (cares, desires)/actions against moral truth (moral/immoral)

THE BOOK OF THE DEAD THE PAPYRUS OF ANI

Twin Sisters Usis + Nephthys)
Osiris and Isis (spouses) and Nephthys

.
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MAAT AND ISIS
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SymBoLIsM LINKING MA'AT AND Isis

Maat, instead of Isis,
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M AAT AND ISIS

SymBoLIsM LINKING MA'AT AND Isis

Wings of Maat
Wings of Maat on Isis
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NM AaT ann Taic
SymBoLisM LINKING MA'AT AND Isis viA MAGIC

heka as god as concept

g

Isis (magic), Heka (magic)
Magic as creation/manifestation:

time + action (he + ka) | _ -
Actions through time: Ka, upright arms, upright actions
karma (ka-maa) Moral essence, morality, ma’at

Wisdom of right-actions
See “Ka-Maat, Karma, Wheel of Life”

Thoth (wisdom, magic) = spouse of Ma‘at
Sophia (wisdom) = Helenized Isis
sis (Ma'at) and Thoth = (magic, wisdom)



MAAT AND APOPHASIS

“42 Negative Confessions” in the Hall of Ma'at/Ma’ati
from the Papyrus of Ani
“I did not...” = apophasis
Ma’'at/ma’at herself/itself directly corresponds to apophasis




MAAT & [SFET/APEP - ORDER & ECHAOGS
Forces/CONCEPTS (j((@at

QUALITIES

= 4 1 3 F . K .t
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PERSONIFICATIONS Light, Existence, Creation

EMBODYING QUALITIES Plinth/mound of creation;

Logos “Let there be light”
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from apo (away from) + phemi (to speak)

- to speak away from
- denial, negation
- arriving at knowledge by statements of denial

Arrive at knowledge by the exclusion of
known negatives. Know what something is
not in order to know more what it is; i.e.,
affirmation through negation.



A DOYDLIACIC

Once you eliminate the
impossible, whatever
remains, no matter how
improbable, must be the
truth.”

- Sherclock Holmes




ApoprpHAQIie = Apep + Iqig

apophasis = pphss = apopnhisis
ek apephasts
apoph + isis

Greek Egyptian 3usat

ApPOPN + ISIS “oic  Aset, iset, Uset

Egyptian Coptic ddwd Greek "ATOQIC ﬂf
ey 1 \PEP TAPOPN =R s
Apeph + Isis = pphss APOPHASIS AS APOPHIS + Isis:
Apep + 1sts = ppss ORDER OUT OF CHAOQS,
R . LIGHT FROM DARKNESS,
| TRUTH FROM FALSITY

Apep + Isis .e., knowledge from denial,

Apep + Maat (opponents) affirmation through negation

Chaos + Order

Greek word derived from ancient Egyptian concepts



Apnopuacice NNO) o Faan

Say “no” to evil/immorality, which brings you to say “yes” to morality. Stop
cooperating with the dark force of authority, coercion, control, domination &
predation. The “yes men” order-followers are serving the dark force. Don't
support them, nor the system of authority and control that violates your rights.
Let go of the desire to control and dominate out of fear, violating rights for a
paycheck. Care about the wrongs being done more than the relationship to
those you know who are doing the wrongs.

“No” is a powerful word that demonstrates the power of the negative.

The whole problem is all of us together not saying no to ourselves creating evil
(Sacred Feminine), or others creating evil and not defending (Sacred Masculine)
that position aggregately, together.

The solution is mostly not about new things, it's about stopping to do wrong
things, the morally negative things. Negation of the immoral action, as
inaction, is how the immorality stops from being created.



A b1y

from apo (away from) + logos (word, speech)

away from word/speech

negate prior words/speech

Apology: take back, negate; say no to what you did;
not affirm it as acceptable, retract; affirm/admit
wrong.

“I was wrong”

Like apophasis, an apology is saying ‘no’, not
continuing to say ‘yes’ or affirm what you said or did.




Apbnporiacic Q5 Aoy

TRUE APOPHATIC WAY/PATH:
- learning through negation (what something is not)

- learning about negative/immoral behaviors
- saying no to immorality/evil

FALsE ArPoPHATIC WAY/PATH:
- silence; to not speak (out); to not say no to evil

- saying no to truth; denial, rejection of reality
- hiding/secrecy of info (occult), keeping it in darkness, in a void from others

Say “NO” to wrongs, to evil. Saying YES to evil is the theft of the logos/word (the
creative power: “let there be light/truth”), to say/claim/justify you have false
“rights” to do evil; lying about what you have a right to do; false words. Apology
is giving back the false words/creation (back to the light/truth), not using the
word for false claims. Remove the YES to evil, and replace it with NO to evil;
remove the false word/claim of a “right” to create immorality/evil.



A bpNr vy

Not to not speak at all, but to not speak false

words/claims. To not say “yes” to evil way/paths. To
not occult/hide knowledge, casting knowledge into
darkness which sends the world into darkness/chaos.

The dark apo-logos and apo-phasis is
Isfet/Apep/chaos, taking the word from where it
belongs, taking or denying rights and true
words/claims away, thereby creating false
words/claims or a false “right” to do.

The dark path is using the word/logos in trying to be
“God”, creating what is or isn't a “right”, trying to be
a creator of laws in the universe.
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The djed pillars are on each side, with the winged
disc of Maat (truth, justice, morality, law) on top,
creating a gateway of understanding to pass
through. The gateway leads to the solar disc: /ight,
truth, life, higher consciousness, Christed
consciousness, the higher/realer/truer self and life.

The initiate stands in the gateway as the middle
pillar with their feet at 90 degree right-angles (ka),
upright, moral. They are saying ‘shh’, negating the
false way/path of control and domination of violating
the rights of others. Not in dominator, master
left-brain imbalance, nor submissive, slave right-brain
imbalance. They are awakened with the illuminated
eye on their forehead, the truer self born within.



TriiTH A< A DEcTRiIcTIVE PROGESS

Isfet/Apep, as a positive destructive chaotic
force, can bring order out of chaos with respect
to destroying falsity that we're often attached
to and perceive as reality. The chaos of

destroying that false reality, deconstructing

- falsity and unreality, shattering illusions that vell

the truth, destroying the unreal in order for the

.,. real, right, true, good (ma‘a) to become visible

- and become the condition of living.

Face the negative, falsity, wrong, shadow,
demon, darkness and evil in the world and
ourselves. Then divorce ourselves from creating
it, negate and deconstruct it, let it go in order to
grasp the opportunity to create a better, truer,
realer, more authentic and good way of life.




T\wo Pii1ArRS or ENITIGETENMENT

DEFAULT, FIRST
PASSIVE

VesMON. EP inciple/
@J% ininge

CARE FOR RIGHT oVER WRONG
To Not INITIATE HARM
Do THE LEAST HARM
=119 DON T VIOLATE RIGHTS
|~ NON-VIOLENCE
ON T Do/SuprPoORT EvIL
THE Lost WORD
NO

NO 10 SELF-EVIL

ACTIVE

DEFEND YOURSELF/RIGHTS
AcTt, Stanp Up
SPEAK TRUTH
RESPOND TO INITIATED HARM

DEAL WITH VIOLENCE
ENACT JUSTICE
THE LAST WORD
SmAck DowN THE EvIL

NO 10 OTHER-EVIL




Txarn Pirrarce or NDaprreca

ACTIVE PASSIVE
MASTER-THINK, PSYCHOPATHY SLAVE-THINK, PACIFISM
VIOLATE RIGHTS APATHY FOR RIGHT/WRONG
STEP ON OTHERS ALLOW INITIATED HARM
SPEAK FALSITY BE A DOORMAT
INITIATE HARM DoN'T DEFEND RIGHTS
CREATE VIOLENCE/INJUSTICE ALLOW VIOLENCE/INJUSTICE
CrusH NAP IGNORE SDP

BE EvIL LET OTHERS BE EVIL



Racic MoraAr | INDERSTANDING

* BE RIGHT, CORRECT AND [RUE
* RIGHT vS. WRONG

* MoRAL vs. IMMORAL (LEVEL 1)
* RIGHTS

e INITIATED HARM: IMMORAL OR ACCIDENTAL
* SELF-DEFENSE
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Morality is about objectively right and wrong behaviors, which define rules of
behavior. Immorality is part of the understanding of morality. Moral behaviors
are based in right, correct and true rules because they aren’t immoral
behaviors which are based in wrong, incorrect and false rules.

If something is true in reality, it's correct and right. If something is false in reality,
it's incorrect and wrong. E.g. 2+ 2 =4vs. 2 + 2 = 5. True things are real. False
things are unreal. Believing that 2 + 2 = 5, is not real, and creates a false reality,
an unreality. Trying to live by 2 + 2 = 5 is living in an unreality, and to create
unreality into outer reality by your behaviors that follow that inner unreality.
Try to measure distance or build something on that false basis and you will end
up with incorrect, false and wrong resulits.

Morality is a true way/path for living to get correct results. Immorality is a false
way/path for living to get false, incorrect, wrong and unreal results that should

not be.
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Do you want to be right? Everyone does. Why would you want to be wrong?
Caring to be right, correct and have truth is important so that you identify and
let go of what's wrong, incorrect and false. If you don't care about being right,
then you're just going to essentially believe whatever you want to be true,
whether it is or not. Having thoughts that’s aren’t true (that are false) means you
have wrong thinking which inevitably leads to wrong acting in some capacity.

If you don't have the knowledge of objective morality, then you're going to
believe what you do is automatically moral, right, correct and true, even when it
isn't. Everyone believes what they do is “right”, but few know it to be true.
Correctness in thought leads to correctness in behavior. Correct answers =
correct results. Is X true? If you can’t verify X in objective reality, then how do you
know it is true? Is 'Y behavior truly moral? How do you know if Y is or not? Do you
have the knowledge of the objective difference between right and wrong
behavior to be able to determine if Y is a moral behavior?
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If you can't properly define something, then you don't really know what it is.
When it comes to having something in your rightful possession (ownership), if
you don't know what it is, then you don't know it's value and how much it's
worth keeping or defending.

If you don't even know you have something in your rightful possession (that you
rightfully own it), then you can't defend what you don't know you rightfully own,
nor keep it. It can easily be taken from you, or similarly, you can be denied it's
usage while still having it.

Rights, like freedom, are of high value, and very worth defending. If you don't
know you own your rights, then you won't defend them when others claim (and
convince you) that they can take them away and deny you your usage of rights.
Your rights are always there, but you can let someone deny you their use by
accepting their false claim that you can't use them or don't have them.
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WRONC WRONG RIGHT
GENERAL INCORRECT CORRECT
REALITY FALSE TRUE
IMMORAL (I1) | MorAL (M1)
Inherently Not inherently
BEHAVIORAL initiating harm. initiating harm.
REALITY Theft (or threat of). Non-theft.

False/unreal True/real

ownership claim. ownership.
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Basic morality is best understood apophatically by what you don’t have a right
to do. Basic moral behavior (a right, M1) is an action that does NOT inherently
result in initiating harm to another sentient being. When the inherent purpose,
goal or ends of the behavior is theft of rightful property, then it's immoral (I1),
creating slavery/evil. The consciousness of a body wills it's own body/self to move,
such as to mix labor with natural resources. Other property ownership rights are
derived from this self-ownership (physical body + non-physical psyche). There
are 7 primary acts of immorality which are thefts of types of property.

PROPERTY VIOLATIONS/ THEFTS PROPERTY RIGHTS

1. Murder Life

2. Rape Sexual Association

3. Assault Bodily Integrity

4. Coercion/Duress theftof  Free Will Choice (Consent, Autonomy)
5. Standard Theft Standard Property

6. Trespass Security of Your Living Domain

7. Willful Deception (Fraud) Ability to Make Informed Decisions

See “Natural Law - The Science of Morality, Part 1: Rights”
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Defining slavery can be summarized as follows:

Slavery is a claim of ownership on
another’s rightful property (theft).

A false claim of ownership can be a single act, as a one-time occurrance applied to
one or many others. E.g. a mugger stealing from you; a business defrauding all
their clients. That's a temporary condition or state of enslavement that subsides.
The more severe form of slavery is when the condition or state is persisted and
becomes a permanent facet of life for one or many (living as a slave). E.g.
chattel slavery; being stolen from perpetually (theft of property that continues
over and over). Whole societies can be enslaved, which can be defined as:

A society of slavery is when there is a persistent and
widespread claim of ownership on others’ rightful property.

See “Natural Law - The Science of Morality, Part 2: Slavery”



PHYSICAL
NoN-PHYsICAL

All others can be
violated while still
having life. All others
are predicated upon
your existence. Only
you can choose to
put your life at risk;
e.g. SDP at being
robbed.

Informed affirmative
consent is required.
Not saying no isn't
consent, as if some-
one can punch you
unless you tell them
they can't. The de-
fault is non-consent
for others to take or
use your property.

PrenicaATioON OF ProprErTy RicHTs

’

\,

LIFE Murder

SELF (Bopy & PsycHE/CONSCIOUSNESS)
SELF-OWNERSHIP

\

J

Free will (consent) is
violated for anything
to be violated.

i

.

FReEe WILL

Coercion, Duress

1

A

You choose what to do with your

property. A loss to freely decide can be
from immorality/theft, or accident.

Y

v

\

BoDILY
INTEGRITY

Assault

., 7 .

SEXUAL
ASSOCIATION

Rape

v

M AKE

DECISIONS
Willful Deception

v

STANDARD

PROPERTY
Standard Theft

o

¢ S

SECURITY OF
LiviNG DoMAIN

Trespass

!

EXTERNAL

NON-SELF

DIRECT SELF PROPERTY

PROPERTY
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- Aright is everything not a wrong behavior that inherently results in initiating
harm (theft/violence; a false claim of ownership over the body/life, directly or
indirectly, by dictating what can or can't rightfully be done with the body)

- No one has a right to do wrongs

- Rights apply to everyone (all are morally equal)

- Rights only exist for individuals, not groups; only individuals are responsible for
their actions, not whole groups they identify with

- Rights are inherent: no one can grant or create existing or new rights

- Rights can't be taken away, they can only be self-abdicated by engaging in
theft/violence (negating the NAP reciprocity), where a moral debt allows the
taking of what you don't want taken from you via the SDP

- It's not a right to coerce others to do good deeds; that's violence/evil

- It's not a right to believe you can transfer responsibility for your actions; your
actions are your own, you own your actions, someone else isn't responsible for
what you do (police, military, "just doing my job")

- Rights are possessions (owned), as they are actions you can rightfully take




Torir ve Pepcermven Prerarit e Rew avinp
PERCEPTION VS. REALITY

CAUSE > EFFECT
BEHAVIOR > RESULT
MEANS

>~ ENDS (GoAL, PURPOSE)
!

PERCEIVED, DESIRED
OR INTENDED RESULT

What you believe the

behavior creates as a result

o

(Right (+) J<
v ) v 3
True (+) | | False (-)
Reason Reason
Correct Incorrect,
i lgnorance

> Wrong (-)

\

True (-)

Reason
Correct

v

rFaIse (+)

Reason
Incorrect,

~

lgnorance
. S

v
REAL/ TRUE RESULT

INHERENT IN BEHAVIOR

What the reality of the
behavior creates as a result

Right (+) < ‘

> Wrong (-)

. Isitin harmony
. Or opposition to
' objective

| morality?

I

I



( pEATINGC Harm 70 OTHERS
Loss AS THEFT vs. NON-THEFT

INITIATED

<€

CREATE HARM

Loss of freedom to

Loss of a rightful
possession of others

choose what happens
to one’s possessions

~

v

:

INHERENT
Loss/harm is inherently

the result of the

behavior
Loss/harm as theft

'

7 Thefts, Violence,
Immoral (I1)
(false claim of ownership)

v

ACCIDENTAL
Loss/harm is accidentally

the result of the

behavior
Loss/harm as non-theft

l l

Accident Negligence

NoOT INITIATED

Loss of a wrongful
possession, or penalty
\. _ /

'\

l

RIGHTEOUS
Restitution, reparation;
moral violation debt owed

(consequence, reciprocity)
Loss/harm as non-theft (just)

'

[Self-

Defense}
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IMMORALITY (THEFT) (11) AcCIDENT/NEGLIGENCE

Initiating harm is inherently the Initiating harm Is not inherently the
result of the behavior. result of the behavior.

- Driving your car into someone to - Forgetting your parking brake; the car
murder or assault them rolls away and harms someone

- Firing a gun to murder someone - Leaving a loaded gun around; it's pickea
- Product sold; it's harmis up by a child who shoots themself
suppressed to keep selling it - Product sold; it's harm is acknowledged
- Vandals break a car window and is pulled from the market

- Voting in politics; propagates - A mover moves boxes; a box is dropped,;
authority/control/enslavement property is damaged

Regardless of intent, someone suffers a loss to a form of property, harm is
initiated either directly or indirectly. There is responsibility for the behavior and a
debt owed in either case, but of different magnitudes.




“Initiating harm”
generally means
behaviors that

inherently initiate ----------- 1

Choice to :

I s AnD HARM

\

harm as a result. ,

: fgnore erkES : Cause Drive a car Infﬁfl;lt?f?g I‘lgﬁf??: not | “ldeal world”, no

e text, 58 - - - - Moral Choice inherently the pollution, etc.

: and drive, etc. : prect A right to do result of behavior

_____ |_ === ) Cause -

Cause 4 ! v § : } .
Steer a car to Accident | Nothing
hit someone No choice ‘went wrong
Immoral Choice v v v
A wrong to do " Brake, car slowto " Deer jumpson [No Loss]

Theft
Initiating harm
inherently the

result of behavior

v
Avoidable Loss

Wrong

respond, cars collide

7

v v
Neglect, Non-Neglect,
Avoidable Loss | | Not Avoidable
' Brakes not | . LOSS )

_ maintained Pothole damages

Wrong3 \

wheel/brakes

»

road, slam brakes,

cars collide

¥
Non-Neglect,
Not Avoidable
LOSS

.




"Non-Free Will
Causal Agents

v

" Forces of nature
(wind, water, etc.)

.

'ﬁ

.

v

[Amoral Cause}«

Storm breaks tree branch
that falls on car; Dog bites

your leg

[ 0c<e ( REATORS

7

Free Will

~

Causal Agents

¥
Non-Moral Agents

; Non-human animals )

Immoral Behavior

Initiating harm
inherently the
result of the
behavior

Theft

Fire a gun to murder
someone; Mug someone,

v

.

Human animals

‘Moral Causal Agentsﬁ

s

v

LMoraI BehaviorJ

Initiating harm
not inherently
the result of
~ the behavior

7

Steer car into someone

Non-Theft |

kills someone

Walk outside; Drive
a car, car accident
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Immoral (a wrong)

Violence (theft or threat of) 1

'

Unjust Force (Injustice)

Unrighteous, 7 Violations
(Violate rights)

v
Incursion of rights, creating
unjust harm, abdicate right to
be free of harm

v
Create Wrong

)

{Force )

‘Moral (a ri’ght)w~
h Non-violence J

\/

L

" Just Force (Justice)

Righteous, Self-Defense
(Not violate rights)

J

v

'Push back against violation,
creating just harm, defend
right to be free of harm

. ; )
F[Correct 3 Wrong]—l

Defense from
Incursion:
Respond to

present violation

r Rectification: 1
Restitution:
Respond to

4
Other Force

past violation

Applications
e.g. move rock
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HAarRM NoONE, Do WHAT You WILL
HARM
Rights respected, no . (V|0LENCE) .
NAP harm initiated, no L
- Forbldden

moral debts owed bt -
under CAN

) \Y/[e]:¥ NI
. No HArM . Desr  Morality  CoLLECT
“ INITIATED @ CREATED DEeBT

No MorAL DEBT No MorAL DEeBT ~oN

e HARM

Harm is when your will to choose how your (FORCE)

rightful property is used is obstructed by w *ﬁ
Allowe

another’s will. Harm is immoral when it's against
\Y [o]:¥:\} under COLLECT

another’s rightful property, and moral when you Degt Moralityas  DEgT

apply consequences for immoral harm. Palp  response to
violation




CrerireNrerrener

- Moral debt is created/owed for taking another’s rightful property

- Right to harm one whose behavior inherently initiates harm

- Harm as a response (to a threat of or actual behavior that inherently initiates
harm) is applying consequences to preserve rights by not letting others take
them or get away with violating them, because no consegquences means they are
free to continue to take what rightfully belongs to others

- Can't apply consequences to a group for the actions of one individual who is
accepted as part of, claims to be part of, or is attributed to be part of some
group

- Consequences are to reclaim/retake what was taken, with an additional
compensation/penalty/payment (additional loss) to incentivize no recurrence, or
a larger compensation if reclaiming property is not possible



(C ONIQCIENCE AND STIRVINVAT

* GOLDEN RULE

* CONSCIENCE

* AUTHORITY

* COLLECTIVISM

e UNcoNscious IVIGRALITY.
e SURVIVAL

* BEHAVIOR COPYING
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DO UNTO OTHER AS YOU WOULD HAVE THEM DO UNTO YOU

Apophatically: don’t do to others what you don’t want done to you.

This is a moral way/path for living. What don't you want done to you? Harm, to
be wronged. So don't do behavior that inherently initiates harm (a moral wrong)
to others, and they do the same to you. You don't harm. Others don't harm. No
one harms. If someone does initiate harm, they are breaking the natural
non-initiation of harm reciprocity (NAP), and they can rightfully get harmed
back as reciprocal payback to apply consequences and rectify the wrong.

You know what wrong feels like, so don’t do wrongs to others. The unconscious
automatic reciprocal feedback avoidance of harmful actions can help develop
conscious understanding of objective morality and thereby True Conscience.
That requires knowing why (understanding) certain behaviors are morally wrong
to do, to know what objective morality is. Otherwise, it's semi-conscious
(unconscious) living in partial moral ways that still allow moral wrongs
(immorality) without knowing it (ignorance).
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from con (with, together) + science (knowledge): know + together

Conscience is based in common sense reality, being able to perceive things as
they actually are. We all should have it, but most of us are fallen in our common
sense understanding, fallen in consciousness. Consciousness is about the ability
to sense reality, the ability to perceive that which is taking place around us, and
within us. Common sense is especially to have accurate judgment about
interactions with others (knowledge from being with others, together; what to
do or not do). Interactions are based on behavior. To accurately judge behaviors
requires accurate knowledge. Having/possessing a developed Conscience is to
know the objective difference between right and wrong behaviors. Having a
developed Conscience is having ownership of the knowledge of objective
morality (what does/doesn’t inherently initiate harm).

Once True Conscience is developed, there is the use or exercise of Conscience,
which is to choose the right over the wrong in your behavior, to engage in right
moral actions (wisdom). Conscience acts as a compass to definitively know what
actions will initiate harm to another and caring not to initiate harm.
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Humans have lost the ability to properly, definitively and objectively discern
right from wrong (by definition), which is True Conscience (not “a conscience”). It
has been conditioned out of us. It's been suppressed by mind control. The
capacity is there for human animals to be able to do this, contrary to non-human
animals. It can be relearned.

Conscience should be common sense knowledge held by all, but it's deliberately
occulted. This is by design, as ignorance of morality makes us easier to control.
We are engineered into collectively creating our own suffering, chaos and
enslavement. This engenders fear of chaos (created from that ignorance and
apathy of moral knowledge), with people thereby demanding “order”/control that
the dominators want for us. We get false “order”, i.e., more chaos. We allow the
denial of our rights, and allow the controller class to have false “rights”.



(" ANICATENICE
UNDEVELOPED CoNsCIENCE AND UNcoNscious MORALITY

Maybe someone knows the objective difference of some rights and wrongs,
but not others. E.g. they don't know that coercion is the theft of free will, but
they say they “know” it's wrong. They don’t have the definitive knowledge of it
being wrong though. They only “feel”, intuit or believe it to be wrong. They would
be right in that conclusion, but don’t know why. They couldn’t explain why it's
wrong to someone else.

That's unconscious morality of not knowing why something is wrong by
definition. It's not having True Conscience developed. It's partial conscience, “a
conscience”, because they could also follow that partial conscience and to not do
wrongs, but it's not the True Conscience by knowing the truth of why it's wrong.
Truly developed Conscience is knowing why something is wrong and not right:
behavior that inherently initiates harm; theft/violence of rightful ownership of
property. That's when you actually have Conscience. Otherwise, it's partial or
undeveloped “conscience”, a conscience, but not developed True Conscience.
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SUMMARY
A CONSCIENCE TRUE CONSCIENCE
- Having a conscience - Having Conscience
- Undeveloped sense of right vs. - Developed sense of right vs. wrong
wrong - Uses objective morality because
- Uses subjective “morality” right and wrong are known
because objectively morality is not definitively
known definitively - Choosing right over wrong

If you can't define what a right is, then you can’'t know what actually is right or
wrong behavior. To be basically moral requires: 1) knowing what a right is,
definitively, this means you have a developed Conscience; and 2) that you
exercise Conscience by choosing the right over the wrong in all evaluations for
behavior. Not definitively knowing the objective difference between right and
wrong makes you a bad/immoral person: you can't know if you're actually doing
or supporting immorality/violence/evil, and will believe that you're doing good.
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Belief in the legitimacy of having
authority to control others who
don’t initiate harm (BiA)

.

Order Followers (Buyers)
Obedience to authority of another

\
Obedience = True Conscience
Follow authority Follow morality
v

Immoral person
Can't be a moral person when
you give away the ability to
morally judge your actions

.

Order Givers (Sellers)
Others obey your will

}

ell others to go control
and violate other’s rights

\4
Immoral person
Desire others to supplant
their will for yours, and get
them to do immorality

TRUE

r’

Definitive knowledge of objective
morality, of the difference between
moral right and wrong (Conscience)

~\

.

»
Choosing right over wrong;
exercising Conscience

\, /

v

y ,

Not do a job that requires
supplanting moral alignment

\

Y

i N

Moral person
Follow moral authority;
obedience to authority of
morality; having True/holistic
Conscience

\, J
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Order Followers (Buyers)

Obedience to authority of another;

no free will, obey masters

v

7

Police, Military
- Physical violence/evil
e.g. steal, arrest, beat,
murder for disobedience

v

Robot/slave, unthinking,
automaton; no truth discovery
evaluation process; give away

the power of mental judgment &
control over behavior; abdicate
free will & the decision making
process to evaluate actions as
right; even moral orders are not
thinking/evaluating actions; “just
do it” for paycheck

!

Choose a job over conscience,
over learning objective morality,
over judging right themselves with
an undeveloped conscience

!

Delusion of solving problems
w/ violence/slavery/control
to make life better

4

Double think: e.g. vote to
steal money (create chaos), Is
how to bring order and good

WWITH AT ORITY

Order Givers (Sellers)
Others obey your will

v

Politicians, Hidden Hands
- Non-physical violence/evil
- Speak, write, influence others
into obedience
- Coercion and threats of greater
violence for disobedience
e.g. taxes, prohibition, licensure
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Supporters of Authority =
Supporters of Enslavement;
Buyers of the Deception

v : Order Followers
Aggregate Society _ Least mature; most childlike; most
Nearly everyone irresponsible because they are the
I most responsible for keeping
Are abandoned children by parents humanity enslaved; act as “paradigm
who didn’t raise them in protectors”
consciousness and objective morality
}
Authority acts as the new parent; looking for Beg the state for help to resolve
authority/experts to tell them what’s right, disputes, like children who want
true, real, what to do, to solve problems; trust > parental authority to get involved
authorities/experts; looking to be taken care because they aren't mature adults to
of, clinging to group dynamic of collectivism, to morally resolve issues together

be accepted and belong
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“Save Me From My Fears”

People like/"love” their slavery, but they don't even know it, since they’re not
aware of what they're liking. They like things the way they are, which is slavery.

They don't know it's slavery, but they like it. They like it how it is and want to
keep things going this way (with government enslavement). They fight and argue

to defend this way of life when others (non-statists/anarchists) object to it.

"Go move somewhere else if you don't like it!"

"Who would build the roads?!"
“Blah blah blah” of other defenses of slavery to shut down rational thinking.

This shows the mindset of not being a free individual, of being trapped in the
mindset of collectivism, fear and dependence on a caretaker so that they don't
have to take on more responsibility. They can't envision any other way of living
than having their surrogate mommy/daddy authority to take care of and protect
them. Their attachment prevents them from seeing it for what it is: slavery.
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UNREALITY

- Rulers are granted “rights” from the “collective”, “we”, “the people” that no
individual has

- The “Greater Good” of the collective matters more than the individual,
individuals have a “duty” to serve the collective (like the borg)

REALITY CORRECTION

- Individuals can't give ownership of something they don‘t own

- Rights can't be granted, as everyone has the same rights

- Rights can’t be invented and given to an individual or group

- Collectivism blinds people to the fact of individuals existing before a collective
- The only healthy collection of individuals is one based on respecting individual
rights

- Groups (collectives) don't have rights, only individuals have rights
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“SomMmE ANIMALS ARE MORE EQUAL THAN OTHERS”

While every single person should live by objective morality, few do. The legal
system makes us immoral under threat of greater immorality being done to us
If we don't obey. Additionally, “authorities” have exemptions to the made-up
“rules” of the legal system. “Authorities” are a class of people in society that are
exempt from following true objective morality. They have “rights” that no
individual rightfully has. For example, they steal and claim ownership of others’
property by taxation, prohibition and licensure. This is all made possible by the
belief in the legitimacy of authority to control others, which is embodied by
the construct or abominable creature of government.

In a truly moral world, there would be no government; no individuals who are
believed to have the “right” to do what no one has a right to do. Living without
government is to live without giving some people exemptions to morality which
every single person is expected to behave according to. Removing the belief in

the legitimacy of authority would be to remove exemptions for some to steal
from others.
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WHoO Is TO BLAME

Culpability has to do with who is at fault, who is to blame. When a moral wrong
IS done, that means an action was taken by one or more individuals who did
those actions. Those who did actions to create that wrong are at fault, are to
blame, are morally culpable.

ORDER FOLLOWERS VS. ORDER GIVERS
Order followers are always more morally culpable than order givers. The
followers of orders carry out the violent actions that directly create the wrong.
They have the most dirty hands. Order givers don't do the physical violence
themselves, though they speak or write things down for others to obey. They
have cleaner hands, but they are still dirty. Order followers could choose to not
do immoral actions that they are told to do and accept doing for a paycheck.
Money, comfort, survival and fear rule their consciousness, turning them into
secondary psychopaths who don’t refuse to do immorality, who don't have or
exercise True Conscience. Some are primary psychopaths who actually enjoy
initiating harm to non-violent human or non-human animals.
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ABDICATE, DENY, REJECT, IGNORE
|
{
CONSCIENCE

- Reject knowledge of the objective difference
between right/wrong (Conscience)

- Don't have Conscience; can't follow/exercise
Conscience (choose right over wrong); abdicate
free will choosing right over wrong (robot/slave)
- Break ownership of Conscience; of the
responsibility to objective morality; of the
responsibility to their own actions

- Break ownership with themselves; individuality
sold to collectivism; true sovereignty abandoned
(accept a master commanding their behavior; to be
controlled and to control others)

PERSONAL RESPONSIBILITY
- Believe someone else is
responsible for their actions
- Reject responsibility to not initiate
harm to others
- Reject responsibility to align with
objective moral reality; reject reality
- Deny others their personal
responsibility and right to deal with
evil, thereby promoting the
acceptance of a “protector” class
with more rights
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“FEELING” YOUR WAy

A lot of people think they “know” they are good. They think they know that they
do the right thing, which requires that they know the objective definition and
difference between moral right and wrong. But it’s just a claim of knowing, not
actually knowing, as they don’t have the definitive knowledge.

When asked to define what right vs. wrong is, what makes something a right,
they fail. They may claim that the knowledge is innate in them, as if they act by
the knowledge they admittedly don't know yet claim to have, and are doing
right by default without knowing it's actually right or not, doing right by
“accident” (or obedience to a belief due to fear of punishment, e.g. religion).

Maybe they “feel” their way to right or wrong, and might get it right some of the
time. But it's not actually knowing the truth by being able to verify it as such.
This lack of true knowledge doesn’t produce the result of properly judging right
from wrong, so they can get it wrong (often from being manipulated), and think
actual moral behavior is immoral, or that immoral behavior is moral.
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AUTOMATIC SELF-CENTERED MORAL COMPASS

Morality is said to be “written” on the “heart”, the “core of Man”, via care,
compassion and empathy. Are we letting what's “inscribed” on the “heart”
influence our character? A base level of moral care to not initiate harm to others
because you don’t want it done to you (Golden Rule) is an effective automatic,
partial moral compass (unconscious morality), while being a self-centered
reciprocal way to treat other beings. Through identification, we can recognize the
other as “another me”, another consciousness/mind (theory of mind), regardless
of their capacity to reciprocally harm us. Reciprocal concern of not harming
others so that they don’t harm you in response/return is not what True Care is.

Unconscious “morality” is not True Conscience with moral truth known, not
knowing WHY it's moral by objective definition. Using the “heart” as a guide to
what's immoral doesn’t mean it's true, nor that you have the knowledge of why
it's true. Most people are ignorant of the definitive objective knowledge of moral
right vs. wrong as they live, co-create and co-exist with others. They are
unconsciously co-creating and co-existing in ignorance of objective morality.
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If you don't definitively know what is a moral right or wrong to do, then you
can't know if what you do is actually morally right or wrong (walking on the
checkerboard floor). That's ignorance of objective morality. And if you were/are
doing wrong, to whatever degree, wouldn't you like to know about it, and to
know about alternative paths to walk in life instead (i.e., to live differently)?

That's why definitively knowing right vs. wrong is so important. We can master
our free will for optimum living. Only by bringing our behaviors into alignment

with objective morality can we aggregately consciously co-create a truly better
world. Until then, most of us have half-assed partial morality. We're chaotically

wandering and flailing about, not understanding why we keep getting these
aggregate negative outcomes by our own hands.

Knowing morality objectively and consciously is empowering, but it doesn't
magically happen on it's own.
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DISTORTIONS

If you don’t want harm to come to you, don’t do harm to others. Do (or don’t do)
to others what you do (or don't) want done to you. While effective, it's not based
on understanding fundamental moral truths like natural rights. It's a path for
somewhat moral living (partial unconscious morality).

The motivator or goal is to not get harmed. This self-centered motivator can
lead to the distortion: if you can do something without getting caught then you
won't get harmed. There can be a deluded justification for the initiation of harm:
"The other can't harm me, I'm stronger, smarter, etc., So | can take what | want from
them (steal) and they won't harm me back." Or of not wanting something done to
you as being “moral”: "I won't tell others things that might hurt them because | don't
want others to tell me things that hurt”, like ignored truths about the world. The
focus on self and avoidance of pain are related to a focus on survival.

The Golden Rule can produce a decent path of somewhat moral living, but there
IS @ need for a deeper comprehension of objective morality.



Morality isn't defined by what you choose to do to survive. Morality is supposed
to guide and govern what you actually choose to do, not the other way around
with a choice making something moral. You don’t govern what morality is,
choosing to make something a right or wrong. Getting a paycheck to survive,
feeding yourself or your family, or whatever other choices you make, don'’t
determine if what you do is objectively morally right or wrong. Maybe what you
do is moral, but maybe it's immoral. Do you even want to truly know?

Knowing if your actions are moral or immoral requires you to know the true
objective difference between right and wrong (Conscience) and comparing your
actions to that truth. If you don't want to know, then that makes you immoral.
Your willful ignorance negates you comparing your behavior to the objective
knowledge of right and wrong (Conscience) and you can‘t consciously always
choose to do right instead of wrong (exercising Conscience). Your willful
ignorance to develop True Conscience and exercise it makes you immoral.










































































































































































































































FTENTION!

EvolveConSCIo 53,0 1Y

Did | get something wrong? Explain it to me: evolveconsciousness.org/contact

Learn from 0'91 3@}9 ‘he Great Work:

OneGreatWorkNetwc rk.com
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uth. Care for Truth.

Truth is Love. Love is Truth. Truth unites. Lies divide. Embrac
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