"The sole god without peer. He is Re who shines
above, the Atum who nade people, who hears the
petition of himwho calls on him who rescues a man
fromthe violent of heart...when he shines the
people live, their hearts live and they see.”
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| NTRODUCT1 ON:

SMD does not refer to a judgnent during the PE, although we
have broached this possibility above. However, it is also noted
t hat neither does SMD preclude the possibility of a judgnent. The
Chri stian di scussion, whether ancient or nodern, of the fanmous war
and its consequences, does not specifically state that judgnment
occurred after the conflict was over. The way the story is told,
after the braw, altercation, debate, election -or whatever form
the forumtook- the guys in black hats who | ost were just thrown
out. The remai nder of us who ganbl ed on the right choide} got to
hang around the PE for a shot at nortality. And that's that.

However, within this nodel, we claimthat this story supports
the concept of a judgnent in the PE. Put this way, it seens to
evident that the reader is likely to snort, 'WlIl, of course
Dunmy. " However, we have to bring this inplicit process into
focus. The decision by the Father to cast out sone and keep ot hers
entails a decision or a choice by Hm He eval uated sonet hi ng(s)
about each of us, nade a decision and then executed it. That is
j udgnent .

In fact, consideration of the nature of the PE and the events
that transpire(d){? up there, causes us to suspect that there have
been nore than one judgnent up there, even up to three of then{?.
We suggest the follow ng may have occurred during the PE

(1) PE JUDGVENT #1: A judgnent was made after the
Counci | / War deci si ons were nade.

(2) PR JUDGVENT #2: Anot her judgnent of wus all was
made during or before, the convocation where
Abr aham and col | eagues were cal l ed up and set apart
as | eaders (and the rest of us weren't).

(3) PE JUDGVENT #3: The third one (probably) occurs
around the tinme PE spirits depart for nortality.

Let's see what the argunents are to support these outrageous
claimts. W will take a strong position and naintain that there
were three distinct judgnents in the PE. Taking this perspective

Renenmber that we believe that faith was operative in the PE, so this flippant-sounding statenent isn't
really flippant. W were choosing what appeared to be the best choice, w thout conplete know edge that it was,
so on one |level we were taking a chance. This is a profoundly inmportant concept.

2 . .
Renenmber - it ain't over yet.

3H0\Aever, we adnit that it nmay be possible that all the behaviors and choi ces were accunul ated and t hen
a single judgnent occurred. The problemw th this concept is that it appears that the bani shment of the one
third occurred so early in the PE that a judgnment had to have been made then. So it doesn't seemlikely that
a single judgment occurred late in the PE. Read on.
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suggests that the PE was a nuch richer place/tinme that the canon
suggests, and that we each participated in a wde range of
experiences.

PE JUDGVENT #1:

This judgnment, we claim occurred after all spirits had cast
their ballots followng the Geat Council and War in Heaven.
"Casting out" from heaven was done to the group of spirits who
selected Lucifer's option fromthe two choices presented in the
council. The process of segregating us into two groups, based on
our choices in this matter, and then doing sonething to us, based
on those choices, is judgenent. The Lord granted a reward (stay in
"heaven"{“}) to those who picked Christ's side, and a puni shnent
("cast out" of heaven{®}) to those who sided with Satan. The
process of determ ning that people were in a certain states -after
whi ch specific actions were taken by Hm{®- is a judgment.

4As not ed el sewhere, this usage of the word "heaven" to denote the PE does a disservice to us all. This
bl ends three heavens into one word. The unfortunate consequence of this blending of the PE with the post-
resurrection location and post-nortal/pre-resurrection world is that LDS fail to consistently discrimnate
between them What it was |ike 'back' then, differs fromwhat the post-nortal/pre-resurrection world is Iike,
and howit will be in the future after we arrive in the post-resurrection world. That sort of fuzzy thinking
is unfortunate by itself, but in addition, it confuses us. At a sub-conscious |level, we begin to believe that
we had the sanme sort of understanding of things in the PE that we will have after we are through the
resurrection, and that the post-nortal world was conparable to both those worlds in ternms of the anount of
informati on available there. In this nodel, we claimthat is not true at all. Each phase is unique and only
in the last state, perhaps the 'real' heaven, will we have all of the information contained in and about the
ot hers.

5Thi s is a fascinating problem what really happened to separate those unfortunate spirits fromthose
who remained? Being 'cast out' sounds like they were put outside of the 'circle' or location where we were
living at the time. But might it not be that those words are being used to sinplify a rather conpl ex process
for us nortals, to avoid having to el aborate on how or what happened? | think we all conclude, after a nonent's
t hought, that the process nust have been a conplex thing, though we are unable to guess whether the change
actually was a spatial or a 'spiritual' one.

There are two bits of evidence fromthe POS that are relevant to this problem The first is the fact
that Satan and conpany are deni ed access to "nortal" bodies, and that they so badly wi sh to have themthat they
even consented to enter into the bodies of swne. (W knowthe result, but here one asks, just howdid the hogs
decide to kill thenselves, rather than co-exist with denons. W can't tell whether the hogs nade the decision
or whether Christ commanded themto do it.) This denial to Satan and conpany of a nortal body may be the result
of a change in their spirits thensel ves.

That is, their choice nay have "nechanically" altered the spirits in such a manner that they woul d not
even be adaptable to a nortal body. For exanple, there may have been a change in the spirit matter such that
the priesthood could no longer 'patch' it into a nortal brain. (See 24. BRAIN ANATOW AND PHYSI OLOGY for
details of this brain-to-brain business.) They could have been other changes as well, but we can't even guess
what they are/were. In this case, then, the suggestion is that the 'casting out' nmy have been nore of a
mechani cal consequence of the manner in which the priesthood acts, or cannot act, on spirit matter altered in
certain ways by individuals' poor choices.

The other bit of evidence is the fact that in Quter Darkness, any nortals consigned thereto, wll
possess bodi es and thereby occupy sonme rol e of "power" over Satan. This suggests that Satan's group is denied
some of the "substance" that nortals were allowed to retain. So the casting out sonmehow denied sonething to
those spirits that these Quter Darkness candi dates nanage to pickup in nortality.

Alternatively, this difference in bodies in outer darkness may sinply result fromthe fact that spirits
who conpleted the PE testing and nortal testing would have acquired or devel oped different substance or
characteristics in their spirit matter that the outcasts woul d not have devel oped.

We will neke another strong claim the decision nade by Satan's Conpany was anal ogous to conmitting
suicide. W refer to the inpact on our spirit(ual) developnent. It was arrested there. Definitions becone
important here. See Chapter 33. OBESITY, ALCOHOLI SM AND SU Cl DE.

6Actual ly, it isn't clear to us whether the allocation of a reward/penalty is actually subsumed by the
process of judgnment. Arguably, this allocation process follows the judgnent, that it is a second step. But
others may argue that the allocation process is an integral portion of the judgnent, that the assignnent of a
judgnment entails the allocation of a reward/penalty. The distinction is nore academ c than significant in our
daily lives, but it is, in fact, a distinction.
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BEHAVI OR JUDGVENT:

In regards to this casting out, we suggest that the decision
to cast spirits out was not based on the single War Council
decision. This flies in the face of the conventional w sdomof SMD
(and the Christian/LDS canon). But the casting out -or, in the
case of the fortunate ones, the being retained in the PE- was a
j udgnment based on a nmuch broader range of actions and deci sions
that we had been nmaking up there. Renmenber. W spent sonething

like five billion years there, and we were not sinply vegetating
under a star.
W were actively "living out our lives", which neans that we

were making choices and actively involving ourselves in our
environment and with other spirits. W don't know how | ong we al

lived in the PE before the Council was held, but regardl ess of how
long it was, we had each obviously accurmulated a nass of

"evidence', in the form of the free-will choices we made, to
denonstrate what we were going to be like, what we were going to
do. What was done to us in the PE, wasn't relevant in this

j udgenent process.

W freely admt here that whil e the war-choi ce was perhaps the
nost i nportant single choice we made in the PE, it probably didn't
surprise anyone. It was doubtless consonant with, or substanti ated
by, the mass of behavioral patterns we had al ready accunul ated or
created over that stretch of "tine". We had been encountering
situations of many sorts that allowed -required, actually- us to
exerci se our agency. In that way, we had been devel oping our
spirits and denonstrating i nportant things about ourselves. It is
likely that the side we elected to follow corresponded to the
general pattern we had been devel opi ng through the exercise of our
agency up to that point in "tine".{"}

In this respect, then, Judgnent #1 took into account
consi derably nore data about us than the single datum about whose
party we chose. This sonehow seens nore equitable, nore just, than
the idea that the decision to throw us out or not was based on a
single decision. Cbviously, the Lord could handle us any way He
chose{?}. Perhaps He could accurately predict which choice we

7Adm‘ ttedly, it is possible that sone spirits had been devel opi ng al ong one general pattern but el ected
-on a basically inpulsive basis?- to choose the other side in the war, but it is likely that this would be an
exception rather than the rule. And the Father in His fouf® world sinultaneously seeing the past, present and
future, saw the harnony between our War Decisions and the other portions of our netanorphosis.

8Here I will introduce a possible heresy that | tend to believe in so far. | l|abor under the inpression
that even He, the Father Hinself, cannot step outside of the bounds of [aw and order. Hi s actions, while
deriving froman infinite point -sort of like a singularity- are constrained by the requirenments and condi ti ons
of H's priesthood.

One mght argue that He has agency and has the power to do virtually anything He wi shes to do. And |
woul dn't argue with that. | do believe He still does have agency, indeed, agency of a magnitude that nortals
can't begin to conprehend. BUT: ny belief is that if He does violate the conditions of the prinordial
priesthood, He will then either be stepping over into the black priesthood, which neans He woul d be negating
all He stands for, or He would be abdicating Hi s godhoodness and will be damaged t hereby. Perhaps He woul dn't
cease to be God, but | believe that something about H mwoul d be negatively altered.

I do not believe that even He can contradict the powers of heaven with inpunity. If He in fact did
arise froma honunculus like us, as SMD suggests He did, then He nust be constrained by the powers of heaven
that He grew up under, just as we are. | doubt that a god developing in this manner wll ever reach a point

where S/ He can contradict the powers that previously constrained Her/Hm However, | suppose that if gods
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woul d make and thereby send us to where we would have gone
our sel ves. But it doesn't seemlikely that He did that, and it
doesn't seemlikely that the result for our spirits would have been
quite the sane, nor that our own satisfaction with the results
woul d be the sane as it is going to be now that we have been given
the tinme and freedomto do our thing. This is not a mnor point.

In fact, it is really the explanation for why He didn't just
send us where He knew we would eventually go. W have often
wondered just why we had to be subjected to this testing business
if He really knew where we were going to end up. But in light of
this discovery, it becones evident that while He may be able to
determ ne where we were going to end up wi th absol ute precision, we
still could not have been 'put' in those positions. We woul dn' t
"fit" in those |l ocations, either positive or negative, because our
spirit matter itself would not have been altered in the requisite
manners yet. That sort of change occurs as a result of our actions
and choi ces during our |ong netanorphosis. If the Lord were to
attenpt to place us in our ultimate |ocation w thout our having
gone t hrough t he net anor phosi s where we personal |y and i ndi vi dual |y
shaped our spirits, He would be exerting a sort of satanic or
"forced" sal vation on us, one wherein free agency wasn't operati ve.
It is likely that we woul d not have acqui esced as freely with H's
assignment, or judgnment, as we will (have to) after we conpl ete our
t esti ng netanor phosi s.

There is some other indirect NI evidence to marshall in
support of the concept that there was judgnent in the PE, though it
admttedly doesn't suggest anything about nultiple PE judgnents.
The first exanple derives fromthe NT account of Christ's healing
an afflicted person, where He was asked who had sinned to cause
that particular affliction, the parents or the person. He
responded that the parents had not sinned. Then the next statenent
He nmade sug%ests that there were other possible sources of the
affliction.{"} The point of that comment in this context is that

derived differently, if they were co-existent with the powers of heaven, were created sinultaneously with them
or -better- created them then those Gods could ignore the | aws. But barring such a possibility because of how
SMD describes His origin, our God is constrained. True, Hi s boundaries and constraints, which are eternal,
vastly exceed our poor abilities to conprehend. But they nonet hel ess exist, and are in fact H s boundaries.

| suppose the reason one m ght argue that Gods are not constrained by ‘the POH i s because they will never
meke choices outside the acceptable range, which is one of the criteria used to determne who earns that
distinction of not. In this sense it is immterial or irrelevant to refer to constraining them

In fact, in this case, the source of the affliction is nost interesting. Christ said the man was born
this way in order that God might be glorified. That strikes ne as a nobst peculiar reason to afflict a person

with something. Perhaps | am wong, but | imagine that the Lord doesn't inflict pain on us, rather that it
results fromthe manner in which the | aws of heaven operate in conjunction with mankind' s exercise of agency.
M/ personal God won't treat us in such a cavalier manner. Because of this divergent viewpoint here, | see that
I amout of harnmony with the Christian Bible, with its hellfire and dammation God. |In spite of the copious,
frightening scriptures about hell and brinstone and a punitive God, | don't believe in such things.

| do believe in punishnent and believe that appropriate prices will be exacted for our sins. But
what ever the pain and anguish is that we experience in heaven (which one?), | believe it will be

(1) an internally generated thing in part, and
(2) that it will result fromthe action of the Laws of Heaven and the demands of Justice on
our spirits.

| suppose that the latter may sound like | amcutting it a little thin, but | believe it is accurate. The
distinction sinply is that God is bound to satisfy the demands of justice, so nust allow the powers of heaven
their pound of flesh. But it will not be God Hinself who seeks that fl esh. It will be the demands of blind
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it suggests that Christ recognized that sone nortal afflictions
were caused by soneone's behavior in the PE. If that is so, the
selection of an affliction, taking into account a behavior, is
tantamount to a judgnent. A decision was taken by soneone that,
based on the behavior in the PE, the nortal in question was to be
afflicted in some way{"}.

PE JUDGVENT #2:

Anot her judgnment nmay have occurred sonewhere around the tinme
of the Calllng Convocatlon wher e Abrahamand Co. were called up and
set apart{'}. W can't inmagine where that point in "time" was,
there not being real tinme, but we are willing to venture a(nother)
guess: it may have occurred sonmewhere around the tine that we were
finally separated fromthe Father in the PE, to be isolated in a
non-enl i ghtened |ocation -Part 2- where we lived by faith. e
will even go so far as to suggest that Father Abraham exercised
part of his role in Part 2. He may have served in a |eadership
capacity there, as well.

But first take up the issue of: how did Abraham and others
like himnerit being called up and conmended and gi ven assi gnnent s?
How di d they denonstrate or prove that they were noble and great?
How did they nmerit such a comrendati on? The reader probably sees

the obvious answer: here it is believed that they had been
confronted for along time with choices and t hat they had per f or med
in such a way that they nerited such recognition.{'} In that

fateful convocation where he got his orders, he saw various types

justice. He would deflect those punishnments fromus if He could wi thout destroying us. Just |look at how
astonishingly tolerant He is of all the rottenness in this world right now Incredibly |arge anount of absolute
filth and horror. But He tolerates it. The intolerant thing is the power of the priesthood which is inpersonal
and blind, which finally demands its due.

| suspect that this story about afflicting a person "in order that God might be glorified" is one of
those folkloric stories that found their way into the Gospels through scribal error, or the zeal of witers,
etc. That type of God sounds |like a Jewi sh God, a nean, spiteful, jealous nan - too much like a mortal father
for ne to believe in. This is a story told by people who preferred to put people to death by throw ng rocks
at themuntil they were battered into a bleeding pulp. That is a formof death as hideous as any other | have
heard of, so | choose to interpret this story as a nasty object |esson made up by one of these nasty nen.

lOThere is an alternative hypothesis to advance as an expl anation for why the nortal was afflicted by
sonmet hing done in the PE. The affliction does not necessarily have to be the result of a decision that a person
made, which was then evaluated and rewarded. This alternative hypothesis harnonizes with the fundanental
premise of this text that the Gospel is in fact generally, though not necessarily, nor always, a mechanical
system The hypothesis is that an individual hinmherself nade a decision in the PE which then sonehow af f ect ed
the body that he inherited here on earth. In this case, there is no need for there to be a referee to eval uate
actions and select penalties or rewards and then award t hem They woul d have been a mechani cal consequence
of those choices within the systemof the priesthood. But a sentient referee isn't needed.

It is fascinating how much doctrine can be nilked out of this scripture. There are few other passages
that contain, or inply, so nany doctrines. The other reason we work this scripture so nuch is that there are
so few about the PE in the first place, so any we can find nust be thoroughly dissected.

12 ) . . S . .
It is also obvious that they may al so have possessed remarkabl e innate qualities as well, but inthis
context | amnore concerned with the behavioral aspect of themat that point.
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and qualities of spirits.{*} As already noted, were some who were
ternmed "nobl e".

This sort of description inplies conparison with things which
were not noble. Only by having the polar pair would it be possible
to determ ne which ones were noble. This process of determ ning,
or discrimnating, whichis which, is a formof judging. W note,
however, that it is possible that in this setting, the Lord
actual ly eval uated two di nensions of spirits. First, He may have
evaluated the innate attributes of the spirit, the prom se and
potential talents they possessed. And second, He nust have
eval uated the dossiers of choices and behaviors He created about
each spirit.{'

I NTRI NSI C QUALI TY EVALUATI ON:

In regards to the first type of judgnent nmade as part of
Judgnent #2, we suggest that He coul d sonehow "see" our degrees of
nobl eness, sort of |ike a matter of color or hue. He evaluated us
each and determned the "color", or quality of our spirit, which
quality WAS a by-product of intrinsic attributes. So this type of
eval uation or judgnent |ooked at innate qualities only. He MAY
have used this evaluation process to assist Hnself in selecting
the nost prom sing spirits.

The problemw th this concept, that He | ooked for persons with
t he greatest natural endowrents, is that the POS doesn't seemto be

stacked to favor individuals with the greatest prom se. |ndeed,
t he Paradox Postul ate argues against this type of inherent bias, so
we wll not give undue enphasis to this type judgnent. This is

al so, in part, because this is not the type of judgnment that is
probably understood within SVMD when reference is nade to choosing
"nobl e" spirit.{'}

PERFORMANCE DOSSI ER EVALUATI ON

SMD di scussions of the PE evaluations probably refer to the

13V‘e al so specul ate about the question of, "Wre there nore gatherings or convocations of this type than
this one, where the Lord, or His representative, called up spirits who had distinguished thensel ves up to that
point during the PE test?" There is no evidence either way, but it seens possible that there were, but the
reason for having nore than one it not clear. So we will only incorporate one Calling Convocation into our
nodel of the PE.

4 . S .
In regards to the process of this judgment, it is obvious that the Lord wouldn't need to convene a

Board of Inquiry to do this judging, although that is a dimpossibility. He probably did this sort of intra-
phasic testing by Hinself.

15I ndeed, this type of judgment nay seemsonewhat unfair in a particular sense. |f this innate quality
derives solely fromthe nunber and excel |l ence of intrinsic attributes of spirits, it is a matter that is outside
of the control of the spirit. Those attributes would be ones which were bestowed on a spirit during the birth
process. So it seenms unfair, on one hand, to relegate |l ess well-endowed spirits to secondary rol es when they
had done nothing to nmerit such linmted attributes or talents. But in another sense, it seens appropriate.
Leaders and rul ers shoul d be ones who are best prepared to performthe tasks associated with those roles.
persons with the greatest attributes would be these.
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second type of judgi ng, the one | ooki ng at performance. That woul d
be the basis for the judgnent that resulted i n Abraham and conpany
being called up and ordained. That is, this is probably what SMD
woul d suggest, IF it were to acknow edge the possibility of
judgment in the PE. W believe here that we all had a full dossier
about our performance, probably stored in our spirit brain
synapses, and that they were used by the Lord as He called up H|s
future | eaders and set themapart for roles of different sorts.{'

PE JUDGVENT #3:

The last type of Judgnent is that which is done to assign
spirits to appropriate settings during nortality. This idea, |ike
the rest, is based on logical rather than scriptural bases, |ogic
being admttedly risky in this business. W base this specul ation
on several things, anong them

(1) the frequent comments in LDS neetings that the
current generation of people was reserved" for the
| atter days, due to their valiance{'}, and

(2) scriptures |like the one noted above where the Chri st
said that the parents hadn't sinned.

First, |ogic based on our understandi ng of how the priesthood
oper at es, suggests that the process of sendlng us down to earth
must not have been a random unordered one{ 8. VWhen | ooking at the
specific conditions we find ourselves in here on earth, we note
their remarkabl e diversity, so ask the obvious question: is there
any pattern or rhyme to this assignnent; is there any relationship
bet ween where we are placed down here and what we did before we
came down?{'%}

Current LDS discussions frequently allude to this sort of
rel ati onship, though there is never a peep about judgnent. First,
there is often a statenent that the crop of children being reared
now was "reserved" until these latter days, and the reason given
for this fact is that they are nore valiant or stronger or better,

16
Predestination is not part of SMD, though foreordination is.
17 ) . . . .
It is delightful to note that this concept also entails judgnent.
18 _ ) ) ) . .
Einstein was right. "God does not play dice with the universe."

9I wonder, sonetimes, whether it really matters where we are placed down here. It is obvious that
getting a better situation neans that we nmay experience | ess pain while we are down here, but somehow | wonder
whether that is really an advantage. SMD certainly suggests that one is better off if s/heis borninto an LDS
home. However, here it is believed that, given the fact that the bul k of hunanity will never see an LDS, that
the advantage is minimal at best. In fact, the added burden incurred by being LDS soneti mes outwei ghs the pain
of ignorance.
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etc. than we are. {**} This suggests, then, that these kids had
denonstrated good qualities before comng. True, it is possible
that the reference to goodness refers to innate qualities of the
spirits, rather than to high quality perfornmance up there, but here
we don't believe that because nere possibilities are not the basis
for assignments of such inport, at least not in the POS as we
conpr ehend |t{zﬂ The POS i s based on reason, |ogic and order. The
concept of just holding out a bunch of people until "later"
because they seem |ike valiant people, without actually testing
them doesn't seem like how things are done. The whol e point of
this metanorphosis is to test and neasure and devel op us.

Current LDS testinony neetings provide other provender for
this discussion. There are frequent statenments that an individual
is thankful that s/he was placed in an LDS honme, that s/he is
grateful to have been so fortunate as to receive this blessing of
havi ng t he Gospel in his/her life, etc. Not denying the fact that
it is probably a blessing, one nust recognize that this sort of
statenent is an oblique reference to sone sort of judgnent.
Sonmeone, somewhere, |ooked at those spirits and nmade a deci sion
about where to place them The basis for making this decision
woul d have to be performance. And such deC|S|on maki ng about where
to assign soneone is a judgment process. {*}

TEETER- TOTTER I N THE PE

I ndirect evidence fromthe Bible that may be construed as a
reference to judgnents in general, and by extension to the PE, is
t he one about not being allowed to be indifferent, to being hot or
cold. The NT says that we are either for Hmor against Hm that
we cannot be |ukewarmor He will spew us fromhis nouth. This is
the Teeter-Totter Principle, and it inplies judgnent.

Wthin this nodel, the Teeter-Totter Principle is not believed
to be an active form of judgnent-by-the Judge, rather, as noted
above, it derives fromthe relationship of the priesthood to the
nature of our spirits during testing. So it indirectly entails
j udgnent because it places us into one of two canps, based on our
choices.{*} This conditionis an eternal one, and it was doubt| ess
operational during the PE. So our spirits were probably noving

20
I have five of themand can believe this is true.

21
O course, they may be NO assignnments nade, hence there may be no judgnent needed. However, we don't

accept that possibility in this nodel.

22As not ed above, Buddhi sts believe that there are five separate decisions that nust be made about where
a spirit is going to be placed in nortality. In that respect, they are nore enlightened than SMD, because they
state a fact when they descri be what sort of pre-assignment planning i s done before sending a spirit back into
nortality. True, we don't buy the concept of reincarnations, but we nonethel ess believe that they speak truth
in regards to the five decisions.

23
Thoth at the balance with his palette and reeds, and the Eater-of-Souls is actually a mi nute-by-ninute
phenonmenon for us, though we have been conditioned into thinking it only happens once in the G eat Beyond.
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forward or backward, depending on the degree of conpliance we
managed to display in regards to the |aws of heaven.

CONCLUSI ON:

First, there is a mnor problemwth the word 'judgnment'. It
is badly tainted, at least in our |anguage and theology, with the
baggage of the "Last" judgnent, {**} the big one when the books of
life are opened prior to the resurrection and we are given hell or
happi ness. Neither SVD, nor the rest of Christianity, has any room
for other judgnents, and that seens, within the present context to
be unfortunate, because it hides these other judgnents from us.
This may in part be attributable to the manner in which the word
"judgnent" in nost |anguages inplies a single event.

Second, here it is believed that we all underwent severa
judgnments on our way to earth. The judgnment that selected our
nortal environment and parentage was based on our decisions and
actions while we lived in the PE W had already undergone a
j udgnment when were found to be worthy of remaining in the PE, so
that decision had already been processed and a reward granted.
Then, near the end of the PE, we went through another judgnent of
some sort where our own performance was eval uated and our norta
"reward” was cal cul at ed
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See Chapter 45 POST- MORTAL JUDGEMENT for details about the "big" one. You already know what it says
in essence.



