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This discussion derives from a recent assertion that the original thirteen American 
states were never states nor even colonies, but mere companies, such as the Ohio 
Company, although Ohio was never a colony. In order to understand the subject at 
hand, methinks it useful, if not needful, to have a good comprehension of the Parable
of the Tares and its explanation as recorded at Matt. 13:10-30, 36-43. If one does not
possess a digital version of the ancient writings, called "scriptures" and found within 
the pages of what is commonly called the Christian Bible, there are several available. 
I use the one provided by Rick Meyers, called e-Sword, found at https://www.e-
sword.net/downloads.html. By using the built-in Strong's Concordance, one may 
read any scripture and explore a more thorough and accurate translation of almost 
any word at a glance. Also, in addition to the Fundamental Orders of 1639, The 
Massachusetts Body of Liberties of 1640 and the Mayflower Compact of 1620, one 
must endure a cognitive reading of the First Virginia Charter of 1606, to get the 
mindset of the era (http://avalon.law.yale.edu/17th_century/va01.asp). Apart from 
the absurdity of King James giving certain "suitors" of his a "license" to "deduce a 
colony" upon the shores of America, it should be understood that his presumed au-
thority to do so was derived from the even more absurd notion that the pompous ass 
of Rome, called the Vicar of Christ, was ever imbued with the power to dispense such
authority to any living man. Of course there was always a certain fee involved for the 
dispensation of that Grace.

The point here is that a paper trail can be clearly seen for those wishing to claim that
the colonies were never states, never became States and may actually be enjoying 
their highest and best standing as corporate STATES under the "legal" suffrage of the
Crown Corporation and of the current British monarch, serving as Defender of the 
Faith under il papa in the Vatican. This is also the foundational position of those 
preaching the gospel of Usufruct, whether they know it or not. The Usufruct is a vi-
able concept, but only if it is understood to be a function of fealty within a Roman 
Civil Law construct, overshadowed by the Vatican. It also requires one to accept the 
position of freeholder in peonage. Although this is not a term in common use, one 
must understand the words separately to realize how they go together. To own "real 
estate" in fee simple is to be a freeholder. Common understanding suggests this is 
the highest form of land possession, but in truth, it is a mere expression of the Usu-
fruct, where actual title to all land is held to be within the State or STATE as stew-
ards of the Crown, on behalf of the Vatican "church". This concept is the basis for all 
property taxes and other licenses. It also requires all men to be deemed subordinate 
to the State/STATE, which by definition makes them subjects or peasants in a feudal
vassalage. Peonage, in a word.

All the foregoing must be comprehended within the context of the Creation story of 
Moses, as recorded in a rather piecemeal fashion (numerous transcriptions from at 
least two different "traditions", known as Elohist and Yahwist) in the Book called 
Genesis in the Christian Bible, to wit: "And Elohiym said, Let there be light...And Elo-
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hiym said, Be fruitful and multiply and replenish the earth and subdue it, and have do-
minion.". This represents the establishment of the first Trust, the true Usufruct, 
wherein mankind is given provisional dominion over the earth. No one man was ever 
given such authority over other men nor over the whole earth. Our authority and do-
minion derive from the provisions of the Indenture: 1) Be fruitful, 2) Multiply, 3) Re-
plenish the Earth, 4) Subdue it. Exploring those provisions is another work in itself. 
Since it is impossible to know, with any degree of certainty, what the original writings
actually held, one can only read what is available and hold it in comparison to what 
other reliable sources provide, in order to arrive at a conclusion. Any such conclusion
must, necessarily, be acquired individually by each of us. Finally, we must also re-
member that the oldest such transcripts have been controlled, more or less complete-
ly, by the servants of the Vatican or other members of the ancient Luciferian cults for
thousands of years. Remembering that, in the first chapter of the Book of Job, "...the 
sons of Elohiym came before YHVH, and Satan was among them...", all scripture must
be read with this understanding: YHVH, the Self-Existing, has no equals, no enemies,
and no rivals. Consider what he told the prophet, Isaiah: "Isa 45:7 I form the light, 
and create darkness: I make peace, and create evil: I YHVH do all these things." So, if 
Satan is a derivative, creation or "son" of the Elohiym, and YHVH plainly claims to be 
the author of both light and darkness, the creator of evil itself, then perhaps one 
might reasonably conclude that all our anger and hatred against the Devil and evil 
doers is illogical use of emotions. It might also give one pause in declaring certain 
ideas to be either right or wrong, or possibly directing animosity towards those who 
hold differing views. Consider that Satan was given specific permission to attack Job 
in many different ways, but not to kill him. From this fact, we can deduce some im-
portant information. First, Satan cannot touch a righteous man without permission. 
Second, a righteous man so touched has little recourse but to endure without com-
plaint and hopefully learn some valuable lessons. Third, when approaching all scrip-
tures, deemed to be holy writ, with the knowledge that truly evil men have controlled 
their storage, transcription and translation for thousands of years, it is illogical to as-
sume they have escaped the taint of the Luciferian cults. It is a simple matter to 
prove conclusively that they have not, simply by consulting the Strong's Exhaustive 
Concordance. By physically looking up every example of the words, GOD and LORD 
in all caps, the Chaldean Dictionary will reveal that these improper translations were 
used for YHVH almost seven thousand times! Similarly, the word, God, was almost 
invariably used instead of the correct word, Elohiym, which is the feminine plural of 
Eloah and means, Strong Ones. It does NOT mean "god/God"! But the most impor-
tant deduction one can make from all of this is that although there is evil present 
within the Book we've been trained to believe is perfect, nothing the Evil One does 
that materially affects the righteous can be done without restraint! That means that 
anyone who wishes to know the truth, ultimately will have that knowledge. For those 
who may have died without that knowledge, His Grace is sufficient.

So, what does all this have to do with the discussion at hand? Nothing or everything, 
depending on your purpose. Nothing, if one's intent is to categorically establish that 
the underlying purpose of the English colonization of North America was of a pecu-
niary nature. Clearly it was, but that was only one side of story. On the other side, 
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the answer to the question is: everything. Most of us know that fraud vitiates any 
contract. Laws made without authority lack enforceable power. Therefore the Virginia
Charter was void ab initio due to the fraudulent claim of King James to have such 
authority in the first place. The men who ventured into Plymouth Bay in 1620 essen-
tially nullified it when they executed the Mayflower Compact. Two decades later, the 
men in Connecticut and Massachusetts further established the genuine authority of 
a lawful government upon the land, according to the dictates of scripture at Deuter-
onomy 16:18: "Judges and officers shalt thou make thee in all thy gates, which YHVH 
thy Elohiym giveth thee, throughout thy tribes: and they shall judge the people with 
just judgment.".

Now we can see that King James and his "suitors" had nothing but commercial gain 
in mind when they established the Virginia Charter. The men named as suitors in the
Charter were of the landed gentry and they provided the gold to fund the enterprise, 
but those families who risked their lives to cross the ocean and establish the colonies
had a more noble purpose in mind. They knew there would be taxes to pay on the 
maritime trade that would eventually result from their labors to build a new home in 
the new lands, but there would be no day to day reckoning with the corruption of the 
English ruling class. They would still be British subjects, but they would enjoy much 
greater freedom than any of their countrymen simply by virtue of the distance from 
their native land. Apart from the overseas voyage, there was little hope for them to ev-
er enjoy religious or financial freedom. They also knew it was a once in a lifetime op-
portunity for them to carve out a place for themselves and their descendants on their 
own land, a real chance at self determination and freedom to serve "god" according to
their own faith and understanding. To say they shared the same sense of political 
freedom as Patrick Henry and his contemporaries would be unjustified, but they cer-
tainly understood self governance and their responsibility to their Creator for that 
purpose. No other conclusion is possible from reading the aforementioned historical 
documents.

Therefore it can be stated categorically that the states they created upon the land by 
the sweat of their brows existed at least as long as their respective colonies, which 
were created by the British Crown for the benefit of itself, the landed gentry who 
funded them, the monarch who "authorized" them and the Papal See, who counted 
them as sub-vassals and spiritual slaves. Then, as now, what was done upon the 
land in the name of the King of Kings by the men who stood upon their own inherent 
authority was superior in every way to what was done in the commercial realm upon 
parchment made by the hands of subjects, with words composed of mere ink and no 
substance of authority. Remember that a state is created by the acts of living men 
upon the earth for their mutual benefit; a State is created by those same men as a 
Standard to present to others of the world for official acts and representative rela-
tions, whether for trade, commerce or mutual protection. Colonies and corporations 
of every kind exist for the benefit of the rich men of the earth who prey upon the 
weak for unjust enrichment.
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