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Author’s Preface
This volume was written to address a question that quietly governs nearly every moderncrisis in Christian leadership:
What existed before law, before hierarchy, before institutional authority,and before fear entered faith?
Scripture answers with remarkable clarity: relationship came first.
Before Sinai, before priesthood, before kingship, and before ecclesial systems, Godgoverned His people relationally. Authority was entrusted, not imposed. Obedience



flowed from intimacy, not coercion. Law was not the foundation of faith, but a laterprovision given because relationship had fractured.
Canon IV does not reject law, structure, or leadership. It restores them to their rightfultheological order.
This work is written for pastors, teachers, leaders, as well as seeking lay as seriousstudents of Scripture who desire to shepherd without harming, to govern withoutdominating, and to discern without accusing. It speaks to those who recognize thatmuch contemporary ministry has drifted into transactional systems of control ratherthan abiding systems of care.
Abiding Relationship Theology (A.R.T.) is not a new doctrine. It is a recovery ofthe Church’s original architecture.
This Canon traces that architecture from Eden, through fracture, through covenantdistortion, and into Christ’s restoration of relational authority.
My prayer is that this volume equips the Church to lead with courage, humility, andhealing.
— Taveau D’Arcy
Introduction to Canon IV
Why Pre-Law Foundations Matter
Much contemporary Christian conflict centers on authority—who may lead, how poweris exercised, how discernment functions, and how correction is administered. Thesedebates often assume that hierarchy and domination are inherent to God’s design.
Scripture does not support this assumption.
Before law, before institution, before empire, and before formal religious systems, Godestablished direct relational governance with humanity. Eden reveals authority withoutdomination, obedience without fear, and responsibility without coercion.
Law enters only after relationship fractures.
This Canon demonstrates that many of the Church’s modern wounds—spiritual abuse,accusation cultures, authoritarian leadership, and fear-based ministry—are notexpressions of biblical authority, but manifestations of post-Fall distortion.
Canon IV therefore provides the theological foundation for distinguishing:



A.R.T. Core Ministry— relational, restorative, and life-givingTransactional Core Ministry— controlling, performance-driven, and fear-producing
This is not ideology. It is fruit.
The pages that follow trace authority as Scripture itself does: from relationship toregulation, and finally back to Christ, who restores governance through abiding unionrather than coercive power.



The A.R.T. Canon Series
This volume is part of the Abiding Relationship Theology (A.R.T.) Canon, a multi-volume theological work devoted to recovering relational faith as the foundation ofChristian life, leadership, and ministry.

· Canon I establishes the core framework of Abiding Relationship Theology.
· Canon II explores relational fracture and the rise of transactional faith.
· Canon III examines authority, leadership failure, and spiritual abuse withinministry systems.
· Canon IV traces A.R.T. back to its pre-law foundations, demonstrating thatrelationship with God precedes law, hierarchy, empire, and institutional control.

Together, the Canon presents a cohesive theological narrative that moves from originaldesign, through fracture and distortion, toward restoration in Christ.

© 2026 Taveau D’Arcy Creative Leadership
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Doctrinal Clarification
Is Taveau Preaching Another Gospel in This?
A question that may arise for some readers is this:What actually is the

“Real” “Official” “Bible True” Very First Church Authentic JesusChrist, Ministry “APOSTOLIC DOCTRINE?”
And is Abiding Relationship Theology presenting “another gospel”?
Scripture is unequivocal:
“But though we, or an angel from heaven, preach any other gospel unto youthan that which we have preached unto you, let him be accursed.”(Galatians 1:8, KJV)
The answer is “no” Abiding Relationship Theology does not introduce a new gospel.It restores and returns to more of the original one.
The gospel proclaimed in this Canon affirms without divisive modification, It teaches“cross body unity” in Ephesians 4 “humility and walking it out in the common doctrineand the fruit of a ‘transformed trustworthy diverse community which “effects society“(which is now needed). Sister Taveau and A.R.T. CORE and EORR Cross BodyUnity Christian leader servant leader now movement (opt in, no members , no club)is PRO the unique individual leader, lay or pure hearted seeker hearing about God, fromGod, via His Christian First Church in the Bible overcoming WORD but then taking uptheir cross and “working out their own salvation” according to Apostle PaulPhilippians 2:12. And we are ‘promoting” the preservation of the spirit of ongoingrevelation and prophecy, the 5 fold offices in winsome Truth .
Digging out John 16:13
“when (and if) the spirit of truth has come he will guide you into all truth.He will not talk about himself, but will talk about things to come” nonpsychic, keep it pragmatic and also no apostolic white witchcraft or autocratic dogma,formulas
• The full deity and lordship of Jesus Christ• The authority of the Holy Scriptures• Salvation by grace through faith



• The necessity of repentance and transformation• The atoning work of the Cross• The bodily resurrection of Christ• The present and coming Kingdom of God
What A.R.T. in Christian ministry specifically and repeatedly addresses is not theaccepted religious passed down ‘traditions ,versions, bias, hearsay “ of what is renownas “the Christian faith gospel” but it’s the real Holy Scriptures of the fruit of thefellowship and ministry at large, and fruit of a, the community” along with admonishingand teaching on the collective, specific models which constitute the governance offaith.
Scripture itself testifies that law was added “because of transgressions” (Gal. 3:19),but that relationship with God preceded codified systems. Christ did not come toestablish a new religion, but to restore communion (hence abiding in a relationshipdirectly with God after having accepted His Son, Messiah Christ, by faith and continuingon in much prayer ,study, fellowship and trials “faith and patience.”
“I am the way, the truth, and the life…” (John 14:6)
Abiding Relationship Theology (Taveau D’Arcy’s A.R.T. )therefore does not relaxholiness, diminish obedience, or undermine authority. It is not about race, gender, orturf guarding. It re-orders most of these doctrines via training about “Real RelationshipRespect,” only hearing God in an abiding relationship” along with the many otherreal proper Bible leader foundations apart from unjust Law, Phariseeism, ministry biascontrol or ministry false religions, practices.
Paul’s Christ centric, also transformed community, A.R.T. pure model is the exact oneHoly Spirit opened up to Sister Taveau’s past non profit “The InternationalFellowship of Foundational Ministries” 1990’s (now apostolic business IFFMMentoring)“19 Now therefore ye are no more strangers and foreigners, butfellowcitizens with the saints, and of the household of God; 20 And are builtupon the foundation of the apostles and prophets, Jesus Christ himselfbeing the chief corner stone” Ephesians 2:19-21
Where transactional systems govern, performance replaces faith.Where A.R.T. governs, obedience flows from abiding.
This is not another gospel.
It is the gospel of Jesus Christ, applied relationally rather than religious authoritarian,and ministry acute judgmentalism or by formula. We’re seeking the genuine very firstchurch prior to it becoming seen as wicked, harsh, sin spying plus materialistic.



Plus to note:
To reject domination is not to reject discipline.To refuse coercion is not to refuse correction.To protect conscience is not to abandon truth.
A.R.T. stands fully within historic, orthodox Christian faith.
Its distinction is not doctrinal novelty, but theological fidelity.



Chapter 1
How to Lead Like Jesus Without Hurting People
A.R.T. Non Controlling Theology Definitions
This chapter teaches one simple truth:
People are not projects ,a person’s property, an indentured oppressedapostolic slave
Also : Jesus Viable Church is not a business.Faith is not a good ‘deal.”
Leadership is not sent to “control.” Nor is a senior office, elevated or low ,commandedby Creator God to “micromanage”’enforced church attendance, official membership orkeep tabs on who is and who is not “submitted” to their own Christian views. control.
Jesus did not build His followers by making religious rules or ‘must do” contracts.He built them by being entirely led by the gentle Holy Spirit to make acquaintances..tobegin a servant leader ,non pressure and non partisan “calm respectful ,openended ...matter of fact , life relationship. No religious bells or whistles. No sly hope to‘gain another notch on their eternal reward belt.” It was not bait and switch nor twofaced, deceptive, ‘evil demonic sinner “ berating or (even emotionally) dishonest.
2. What Is a Transaction? (Very Simple)
A transaction means:
“I give you something so I can get something.”
This is fine when you buy food or pay a bill.
But when it is used on people, it becomes:
“I will love you if you obey me.”“I will accept you if you perform.”“I will help you if you agree with me.”
That is called Transactional Christianity.
3. What Is A.R.T.?
A.R.T. means:
Abiding Relationship Theology.



It means:
“I stay connected to you, even when it is hard.”“I do not trade kindness for control.”“I walk with you, not over you.”“ I respect and value you enough to let you hear from God for yourself..yet I will always“be here” in a abiding area fully respectful area relationships...in case you want to knowmore”
Jesus said, “Abide in me.”That means, “Stay with me.”(hang out with me, in a ministry fellowship, coffee shop orin the private Psalm 91 ‘secret place “ of His abiding prayer, presence and/orGethsemane Garden casual “apart” alone solitude.
4. What Is Ministry Gate keeping?
Restoring A.R.T. in the Body of Christ ought to restore trust and more confidence inchristian leaders, mature lay.
Religious Tattle Tale Gatekeeping means:
One person or theological group decides who ‘is allowed’ and ‘who is not.’
In a church it looks like:
The leader sets him, her self up as ‘top authority’ ministry “door.”
The leader decides who is “safe for the other people to relate to, to accept or who is not.
The leader , top leaders “thumbs up or thumbs down” decide WHOM they will approveof, back up, be their for, or accept also team respect as a perceived“member of theirselect group, private club or congregation or elite ministry inner circle. The mega,micro ministry gate keeping is also “turf guarding” as they have been through manywars and dysfunctional trying human persons before we ever arrived on their ministryand or cult like, fellowship property. This is alarming so hence we seek terms to addressthis on behalf of the United States new leader many expats, newbies, seekers from manyforeign nations, different similar sects.
Transactional CORE = ministry wary gate keeping,exclusive, not inclusive, turfguarding and a ‘dis-respecter of ‘types, styles, looks of human individuals ..
A.R.T CORE fruit “non biased, accepted in the beloved, much like Torah law times“Gods Commanded Keep the Sabbath Blessings Isaiah 56:1-7But in many USA conformist, specializing in worship, gifting speaking in tongues,apostolic prophecy, there is a rigid “false inquiring enabling also very troubling bigauthority non contrite “fruit” which this person describes as “disrespecter of TYPES of



persons, meaning want to be viewed as exclusive, the top best and it’s based on customs,mentoring, and passed day dark occult Mid Evil accusations (which we want to addressin this big A.R.T. CANON IV.. t
Where as Peter informed the very first church “Do not mingle faith with therespecter of persons’ this now massive eclectic yet grand and massively influential andamazing big group has a definite “dis-respecter of some kinds of God formed humanbeings “ based on their group preference on male, female, old,very young, in their ownstyle or not, the race, the vibe, body type, appearance, money and prophetic /talent biggifted. This is in their congregations also and is wide spread. It is also very unfriendly towe angels unaware, fellow ministers, strangers, the lost and formal vs informal, andmany will purposely target any who do not resemble their type of form, including theIsaiah 53 Christ portrait “very poor, odd, not upwardly mobile, too emotional, and I saythis for the “least of these” (read again Isaiah 56:1-7 and Psalm 41)

Chosen reader, I want to instruct that this is only about THE LORD GOD andETERNITY not them.
For Jesus said He is the Door. .which means.. they are NOT.
Jesus is the mature ministry Way, the Truth and the Life not any of them,
There is MORE to Loving, Knowing, being Called by Jesus Christ than all of that.He is the author and finisher of each of our Faith not a Transaction CORE mammoncentric, Business Minding Controller Gatekeeper
5. How Control Feels to a Person (TransactionMinistry/Relationship Fruit)
It feels like this:

· “I am only valued if I agree.”
· “I am only safe if I stay quiet.”
· “I am only loved if I perform.”
· “I am afraid to be honest.”

That is not care.That is fear.
6. False Submission
False submission means:
You stop listening to God and only listen to people.



But the Bible says:
“Work out your own salvation.” (Philippians 2:12)
You belong to God first.
7. Jesus and the Pharisees
The Pharisees made many rules.
They watched people.
They judged people.
They shamed people.
Jesus said they put heavy loads on people’s backs.
That is not leadership.
8. Paul Changed
Before Jesus, Paul hurt people to protect religion.
After Jesus, he said:
“We do not control your faith. We help your joy.”(2 Corinthians 1:24)
9. Church Rules That Hurt
These are not Bible laws:

· You must attend or you are sinful.
· You must give money or God is unhappy.
· You must stay here or you are disobedient.
· You must not leave or ask questions.

These are control rules.
10. What Bad Systems Produce
They produce:

· Tired people
· Afraid people
· Quiet people
· Hurt people



The church looks strong.The people feel small.
11. What Good Leadership Looks Like
Good leaders:

· Protect people.
· Listen.
· Are kind.
· Allow questions.
· Restore gently.
· Do not shame.
· Do not control.

12. HowWeMeet People
Every person is:
A human God loves.
Every person has a story.
So we:

· Are kind.
· Are respectful.
· Are not pushy.
· Are not harsh.
· Are good neighbors.
· Show Christ.

13. The Simple Test
Ask this:
Do people feel safer with God, or more afraid of leaders?
If they feel afraid, the system is wrong.
If they feel safe, Christ is near.
14. The Heart of Canon IV
God does not grow His Church by fear.
He grows it by love.



That is A.R.T.

The Pure Hearted Author’s Perspective
A.R.T. Personified “At the Subculture Grass Roots”
How I Meet People (Across All Styles, Ages, Race, Beliefs, Choices, Politics,Traditions)
When I meet someone, I do not meet a Catholic, a Baptist, a Charismatic, or aMethodist. I meet a person.
I believe every person is a human being that God formed, and that God loves and hascalled. Every person carries a private/ perhaps a ministry backstory. Some grew up inpeace. Some grew up in fear. Some were treated gently. Some were treated harshly.Some were helped by religion. Some were hurt by it. Many younger people have nevermet a simple, kind, honest Christian. They have only seen religion on television, online,or in arguments.
That is how I really think when I see some famous Hollywood actor or over the toprock star accept their award dressed in a red devil suit, like a few years back. My firstthought “I wonder if his /her/their Mother was religious and beating him over the headabout the Bible, going to a religious church. Or maybe the “Good Christian” badmouthing neighbor. So do not ever think bad about any style, age, race, look or politics,false religion, believes or sexual orientation: I just think of “me” and wonder if they toohad possibly been argued with, put down, repeatedly demeaned ,disrespected, violentlyaccused, perhaps molested, often raped or immaturely talked down by their “Christian“pastor leader father..or mother. And I take it upon my self ‘to not be that way’ to anyother..even if they have been raise well bred or in stark backwoods uneducated or not.
Abiding Faith movement (which I call our Cross Body Unity non prosperityappreciative version of it) has an endearing life long term which I never once cease topractice. It is like Apostle Paul who stated “I determined not to know anything aboutanyone except Christ in them crucified” And word of faith (TD Abiding Faith) phrase“our holy faith is not moved by what we see, feel, hear: it’s only moved by the Word ofGod and the inward witness of the Holy Spirit.”
So hence I honor and respect and value the past down many historical sainted authenticpastor, parent spiritual “Fathers and Mothers” (all races, particular denominations andnon denominations) as ‘each contributing to this last days Christian high End Times call



So I do not rush them. I do not preach at them. I do not try to win. At the very least I tryto resemble and to genuinely, honestly be an approachable but friendly good neighbor.
It’s like a Paul in Acts 17 “seen in the synagogue and the marketplace..withwhomever came by. “ I speak from this office viewpoint. And while out ‘there” I fullyenjoy myself but also speak calmly, respectfully, and without accusation. I am not loud.I am not pushy. I do not use politics. I do not use pressure. I listen first. I allow them tospeak. I honor their story. But I also have my mind made up “do not compromise orweaken Jesus call” however I note that one may do that with quiet humility and genuine“other centered “ ongoing respect.
Reason? Because most people today (many youth –mature adults) have already heardtoo much and witnessed too much. As it’s not about “just the words” but Jesus heart andHoly Spirit’s direct timing. I like to remind servant leader persons of His A.R.T. “Christ’spublic ministry and in private, family, with people Abiding James 3:17 enduringFruit which isWHY A.R.T. and EORR Cross Body Unityministry move impartsand equips and encourages “non biased true fruit. And it’s the unspoken or outspokenpeaceful wisdom that comes from above.
Purpose for Leadership Training A.R.T. in terms of society, neighborhood,family, spouse, wise children , 5 fold office senior ,rising would be ministry, pastors,bishops: all of their members....all kinds of ‘saved born again, Bible believing” genuine“we are Christians”... Reason..for what the USA, seeming European, Asia, Africa ‘Popculture leader /lay widely effected.. “ ..What they (the common grass roots people,leaders, followers,young –grandpa, TV celebrities, and many other cute and acclaimedmany diverse subcultures ..who are made up by ‘strong or lame unique individuals witha private backstory”... have not always seen is the precious Jesus fruit.
Diversely and foreign nations, home born...A.R.T. Theology Heart Motive is THIS: ..Iwant them to see Christ through kindness, respect, and patience. This is A.R.T. in reallife.



Chapter 2
Eden CORE Culture Before the Adamic Fall
It’s a God (Authority) Pure Relationship Before the Rules andRegulations
1. The Foundational Question
Every system of Christian authority ultimately answers one question:
Did God design faith to be governed first by law, or first by relationship?
Modern theology often begins at Sinai.Scripture begins in Eden.
Before there is Torah, before priesthood, before covenantal legislation, and beforeinstitutional structure, God establishes direct relational governance with humanity.
“And the LORD God commanded the man…”(Genesis 2:16, KJV)
This single sentence is one of the most theologically important lines in all of Scripture. Itdemonstrates that moral authority exists before codified law, and that divine instructionoriginally flows through relationship rather than regulation.
2. The Nature of God’s First Command
The Hebrew verb used here is:
הָוצָ (tsāvāh)— to charge, appoint, entrust.
This is not the language of coercion. It is the language of stewardship. God is not issuinglegislation; He is entrusting responsibility.
The command is not abstract. It is relational, personal, and direct.
Adam does not receive a legal code.He receives the word of God.
This establishes a critical A.R.T. principle:
Authority is relational before it is institutional.



3. Relationship as the First Government
In Genesis 1–2, several realities exist without law:
• moral clarity• accountability• responsibility• authority• obedience• consequence
What does not yet exist?
• a priesthood• a sacrificial system• written law• judicial structure
Yet righteousness functions fully, because relationship with God is unbroken.
This demonstrates that law is not the foundation of morality.Relationship is.
Paul later confirms this:
“Wherefore then serveth the law? It was added because oftransgressions”(Galatians 3:19, KJV)
Law is a response to fracture, not God’s original design.
4. Order of Responsibility, Not Worth
Genesis 2:16–17 precedes the formation of Eve (Gen. 2:21–22). This is not a statementof superiority, but of accountability order.
Adam is the first steward of God’s command.
Leadership in Scripture always carries heavier moral weight, not higher personal value.
This is why later Scripture consistently corrects leaders more severely than followers(James 3:1).



A.R.T. Insight:Responsibility, caring relationship precedes healthy safe authority.
5. Edenic Authority vs. Post-Fall Power
In Eden, authority is exercised through:
• obedience• trust• transparency• relational alignment
There is no domination, no fear, no coercion, and no surveillance.
Power does not yet exist.
Power only appears when relationship is lost.
This is why Genesis 3 introduces the language of hiding, fear, and control — but Genesis1–2 does not.
6. Theological Implications for Leadership
All later ministry failures trace back to this original distortion:
When relationship with God is no longer primary, authority becomes positional, andleadership becomes transactional.
Systems begin to replace intimacy.Control replaces trust.Performance replaces obedience.Image replaces integrity.
This is not modern.It is Adamic.
7. Christ as the Restoration of Edenic Governance
Jesus does not introduce a new form of religion.He restores the original one.
“The Son can do nothing of himself…”(John 5:19, KJV)
This is Edenic leadership: authority flowing from abiding relationship.
John 15’s μένω (menō)— abide — is not mystical abstraction. It is functionalgovernance.



Christ governs by union, not by force.
8. Canon Conclusion
Genesis 2 establishes the theological bedrock of A.R.T.:
• God governs through relationship.• Authority is entrusted, not imposed.• Obedience flows from intimacy.• Law is not primary — relationship is.
Everything that follows in Scripture must be interpreted through this lens.
Where relationship abides, law serves.Where relationship fractures, law dominates.
This is the beginning of all theology.
© 2026 Taveau D’Arcy Creative Leadership



Chapter 3
Eden: A.R.T. Relational Authority Before TheNeed for Law
1. Theological Orientation: Why Garden of Eden A.R.T. Matters
Genesis 1–2 does not begin with law, command structure, or hierarchy.It begins with relationship.
This is not incidental. It is foundational.
Before there is prohibition, there is communion.Before there is responsibility, there is fellowship.Before there is governance, there is presence.
The Hebrew narrative establishes that authority in God’s economy is derivative, notautonomous.
God governs by relational indwelling, not external compulsion.
2. Image and Likeness as Relational Capacity
“Let us make man in our image, after our likeness…” (Genesis 1:26, KJV)
The Hebrew הֶלֶצ (tselem) and מְּד תוּ (demûth) do not merely describe function; theydescribe capacity for communion.
Humanity is created with the ability to know God, respond to God, and govern creationunder God.
Authority flows from relationship, not position.
3. The First Command as Trust, Not Law
“And the LORD God commanded the man…” (Genesis 2:16)
The verb הָוצָ (tsāvāh) carries the sense of entrusting, charging, relational responsibility— not juridical legislation.
This is a covenantal trust, not a legal code.
4. Adam’s Role: Responsibility Before Hierarchy
Adam receives the word first, not to dominate, but to steward.



Headship here is accountability, not control.
When this responsibility is abandoned, authority collapses.
5. Edenic Authority Defined
Eden reveals:
• no coercion• no domination• no fear• no accusation• no hierarchy of worth
Authority exists as shared stewardship under God.
6. Christological Trajectory
Jesus later restores this model:
“The Son can do nothing of himself…” (John 5:19)
Christ embodies Edenic authority: relational, submitted, life-giving.
7. Canon Conclusion
Before law, before empire, before religion — there was relationship.
This is the beginning of A.R.T.
(C)Taveau D’Arcy all copyrights reserved



Chapter 4
The Fall: From A.R.T Relationship to Transactionto Ruin
1. The Nature of the Fall
Genesis 3 is not merely a story of disobedience.It is the first governance collapse.
The serpent does not begin by denying God’s existence.He questions God’s relational integrity.
“Yea, hath God said…?” (Genesis 3:1, KJV)
The invitation is not simply to eat, but to self-govern.
“Ye shall be as gods, knowing good and evil.” (Genesis 3:5, KJV)
The Hebrew עדָָי (yādaʿ) here denotes autonomous moral determination — knowledgedetached from trust.
This is the birth of Transaction Core authority.
2. Fear and Concealment
“And they hid themselves…” (Genesis 3:8, KJV)
The verb אָבָח (ḥābāʾ) indicates relational withdrawal, not physical hiding alone.
Fear enters.Transparency ends.Self-protection replaces trust.
3. Accusation as the New Language
Adam’s response:
“The woman whom thou gavest me…”(Genesis 3:12, KJV)
Leadership shifts from responsibility to blame.
This is the first act of spiritual accusation.



4. Domination as Distortion
“…and he shall rule over thee.”(Genesis 3:16, KJV)
The Hebrew ל ַָ מָ (māshal)— to dominate, govern by force.
Not prescription, but diagnosis. A certain curse until Jesus came.
5. Christological Reversal
Where Adam chose transaction, Christ chose obedience.Where Adam hid, Christ revealed.Where Adam accused, Christ interceded.
6. A.R.T. Canon Conclusion
The Fall is the loss of relational governance and the rise of control.
This is the root of all abusive authority.
© 2026 Taveau D’Arcy Creative Leadership



Chapter 5
The Birth of Accusation
Cain and Abel: Worship, Faith, and the Birth ofAccusation
1.Worship Before the Fall: Relationship Before Duty
Before worship was an act, it was a posture.
In Eden, worship is never commanded.It is never regulated.It is never measured.
There is no altar, no sacrifice, no liturgy, no performance, and no hierarchy.
Yet God walks with humanity.
This reveals a primary theological truth:Worship precedes system. Relationship precedes ritual.
The first human vocation was not service, but communion.
Adam and Eve are not presented as religious functionaries.They are presented as relational stewards, living in unhindered fellowship with God.
Their obedience is not transactional.It is responsive.
There is no evidence in the Genesis text that God required activity to secure presence.Presence was the gift, not the reward.
In A.R.T. terms, Edenic worship is abiding, not earning.
The Hebrew narrative emphasizes “walking” ( ,הלצלָ halak) rather than “working” asthe primary mode of divine–human interaction. God moves with humanity. Humanitylives before God. This is worship.
Only after the Fall does worship become accusative, a person’s talentminded,unyielding and strong willed, ambitions, gain-seeking and Self-Centric“Transactional” and material focused ..or disrespectful



Only after death, the brokenness and family, life, human race fracture doessacrifice become necessary.
Only after the carnal world, human flesh and the devil does our pride, ambition,and fear enter the human heart . Then the desire to please many others, to show off ourgift and many talents, to give our offerings under pressure or to be lauded in the sight ofman.
A.R.T. CORE in God’s worship gets attacked by the many real levels of carnalmixture ,false religion and entertainment big salary and seeming success, however it itthe A.R.T. leaving God’s House and Transaction Core eagerly displacing it
When the place of Eden rest and calm dwell upon God’s men and women, in each ofHis Houses, we point to the first spirit of worship..
No transactions, apostle commands, no priorities to “perform” or fit any othersqualifications, That came in later with the Transaction, barter, seek leverage in God’sFirst Love Hallowed House.
There’s always a war going on .
Rigid, religious pressure many jobs and responsibilities and no time off to think
‘The tyranny of the urgent” is what famous author Oswald Chambers said in hismeaty classic devotional “My Utmost for His Highest”
Blind Duty is a response to loss of A.R.T. relationship quality often due to no space tobreath. Let’s take time for more self introspection and rethinking our top priorities.At the ministry , family ,marriage big CORE is dwelling in an Abiding Relationship(calm, de-stressed, not offended) is the Organic Original Garden’s original design.
When due worship is reduced to function, output, or spiritual labor, it ceases to beworship and becomes transaction.
The tragedy of much modern religion is that it teaches people to “work for God” beforeit teaches them to “walk with God.”
ART CORE Term “abide” “relate” ..slang: “ Hang out with God” (Enoch like in Genesis5 “he walked and talked with God”.(relationally, not expecting anything back, which isPURE A.R.T. in motion)
But Scripture begins the opposite way.
True A.R.T. Core Genuine Worship is not what WE do for God.It is who we arewith God.



This is the foundation of Abiding in A.R.T. Abiding Relationship Theology.
2. The Garden as Abiding Before the Fall
Genesis does not introduce God as a distant sovereign, but as a present Companion.
“And they heard the voice of the LORD God walking in the garden in the cool of theday…” (Gen. 3:8)
This verse is often read only after the Fall, yet it reveals the normative rhythm ofEden before the rupture occurred.
The Hebrew verb לַ ךְ (halak)הָ — “to walk” — signifies habitual movement, not anemergency visit. God’s presence is not occasional. It is relationally patterned.
The Garden is not a workplace where humans perform for God.It is a relational environment where life is lived with God.
Before sin, there is no hiding.Before fear, there is no striving.Before law, there is no management of behavior.
There is abiding.
Abiding is not inactivity. Adam is given stewardship.But stewardship flows from union, not from anxiety.
Work is not a transaction for favor.It is the fruit of relationship.
This is why Abiding Relationship Theology insists that:

· Identity precedes obedience.
· Presence precedes performance.
· Communion precedes command.

Only after Genesis 3 do we see distance, shame, self-justification, and control enter thehuman–divine relationship.
Only after the Fall does authority become distorted into dominance, and obediencebecome pressured rather than relational.
Therefore, Eden is not merely a creation story.It is a theology of how God intended to be known.
Any model of leadership, worship, or ministry that does not begin with this Gardenpattern is already post-Fall in its assumptions.



The Church does not move forward by becoming more efficient.It is healed by returning to abiding.
This is the original architecture of the Kingdom.
Worship After the Fall
Genesis 4 records the first theological act after Eden: worship.
Both brothers come before God.Both bring offerings.
But Scripture reveals that worship is not evaluated by activity, but by relationship.
3.The Offering as Theology
The Hebrew term מָחוּאָצ (minḥāh) denotes tribute.
Cain’s theology assumes that performance secures favor.
Abel’s offering, however, is interpreted by Scripture:
“By faith Abel offered…”(Hebrews 11:4, KJV)
Faith, not function, is the difference.
4. Divine Evaluation
“The LORD had respect unto Abel and to his offering.”(Genesis 4:4, KJV)
Person before product.Relationship before ritual.
5. Religious Anger
Cain’s wrath is theological protest.
Transactional religion becomes hostile when outcomes cannot be controlled.
6. Sin as Predatory Governance
“Sin lieth at the door…”(Genesis 4:7, KJV)
ץָבָר (rāvaṣ)— crouching predator.
Unrepented resentment becomes ruling power.
7. The First Elimination of the Righteous
Cain removes the witness.



Accusation, when unchecked, moves toward destruction.
8. A.R.T. Canon Conclusion
Cain is religion without abiding.
This is the seed of all false authority.
Note: Pre Genesis 3 and the Fall, the organic Garden of Eden also Full Life wasoriginally designed by the Loving God as A.R.T. CORE*
* (modern day youthful word‘Core” means ‘the subculture:)

Henceforth, teaching from now onmay often use A.R.T. CORE andTRANACTION CORE for that is the culture we are in.



Chapter 6
Cain’s Transaction CORE Spreads to WideCulture
The Institutionalization of Transactional Authority
Both Ministry-Life- Field CORE Teaching Subcultures BibleExplained
Making A Point: Use of the Term “CORE” in This Canon
In contemporary American culture, “CORE” is often used by younger generations todescribe subcultures that seek belonging, identity, creative expression, andfamily-like community without the weight of religious manipulation or socialshaming.
These CORE “subcultures” relating to various themes, and activities. Most CORE(cultures) are youthful and not primarily rebellious. Just want “escape.”
On the Term “CORE” in This Canon
In contemporary American culture, “CORE” is often used by younger generations todescribe subcultures that seek belonging, identity, creative expression, andfamily-like community without the weight of religious manipulation or socialshaming.
These CORE cultures are not primarily rebellious.They are relationally mostly hungry.
They want connection without coercion.They want meaning without domination.They want expression without fear.
This Canon uses the term intentionally: A.R.T. CORE as it’s youthful, modern, current,counter-cultural.
A.R.T. CORE names the future Church — a people formed by abiding relationship,safety, dignity, and truth.
TRANSACTION CORE names the ancient spirits of the fallen world system distortion— systems that organize around power, performance, control, and profit.



These words may be youthful.The issue is big and ancient.
And the gospel of Christ speaks directly to it.
The author personally submits to each astute reader that these are mostlyrelationship plus communities which are active and seeking. primarily manycelebratory, happy, based on music, fun,skill, and yet discontented with life, or religious“keep up with the Jones’s” hip tradition.. Many value finding their fulfillment joy, alsocompanionship amongst a quasi fellowship of like minds and friends who (like many ormost of us) want to escape mentally or by other means, from life, tension and pressure.EDM raves too! (joyful powerful worship replacement)
But you need to know that some present CORES are dark and wicked... so we won’ t gothere in this, but the internet is filled with assessed as “ many.Basically its a secular, worldly choice and instead of ministry Hebrews 10:25,Ephesians 4
However, each of these “Cores” are like many reader leaders, individual human personswho also want connection without coercion.Meaning without domination. An escape from family drama, real life, their manyshort coming yet now, (apart from ) an Saved, religious requirements or Christianfaith..
As each of us value, want, and need the freedom from control and a place to experiencelife expression without fear.
This Canon uses the term intentionally.
A.R.T. CORE names the future Church — a people formed by abiding relationship,safety, dignity, and truth.
TRANSACTION CORE names the ancient distortion — systems that organize aroundpower, performance, control, and profit.
The word may be youthful.The issue is as ancient as life and bonding is itself.
And the gospel of Christ speaks directly to it.
Point: The Spread of Life Forms of Transactional CORE Subculture
Framing Note (A.R.T. CORE vs. Transaction CORE)
Before Genesis 3, the Garden is A.R.T. CORE —life governed by abiding relationship with God.



After the Fall, Transaction CORE emerges —life governed by performance, control, and exchange.
Cain is the first visible bridge between the two.
1. Sin in Secret Does Not Always Remain in Private
Point: Genesis 4–6 shows that sin does not remain an internal moral failure. It becomesstructural.After Cain, violence, pride, and self-rule move from the heart into society.
The Hebrew narrative moves quickly from individual transgression to culturalformation.What begins as rebellion becomes normative authority.
Point: Cain is not just one bad man.
Cain is the beginning of a bad system.
When wrongdoing is not healed, it organizes.
2. Cain: WorshipWithout Relationship (Genesis 4:3–8)
Cain’s offering is not rejected because of form, but because of posture.The text shows no relational alignment, only transaction: “I give, therefore I amaccepted.”
This is the first religious exchange system.
Also, Cain did something religious.(an act, a form)
However he did not truly walk with God.
That is Transactional Christianity in seed form.
3. Lamech: Violence as Identity (Genesis 4:23)
“I have slain a man to my wounding…” (KJV)

· Lamech’s boast reflects the institutionalization of domination. Power is no longerregretted; it is celebrated.
This is proto-empire and also currently:

· Lamech is proud of being dangerous.
· Control becomes a virtue.Fear becomes authority.



4. The Rise of Hierarchical Control
Human society now prizes:
• Dominance• Fear-based order• Lineage authority• Self-exalting leadership
. Relationship is displaced by power.
People stop asking, “Is this right?”They start asking, “Who is in charge?”
5. God’s Relational Counter-Witness (Genesis 5:24)
“And Enoch walked with God…”
Point:“Walked” ( לַ ךְ ,הָ halak) denotes habitual relational presence. Even in violentculture, A.R.T. remains possible.
Valuable Point: God still walks with people who want relationship, not control.
6. Christ’s Diagnosis (Luke 22:25–26)
“The kings of the Gentiles exercise lordship…”
Point: Jesus identifies domination as pagan governance, not Kingdom authority.
Point: Jesus says plainly:“This is not how My Kingdom works.”
7. A.R.T. vs Transactional Fruit

A.R.T.Authority TransactionalAuthorityBuilds people Uses peopleHealsconscience Suppresses conscience
Producesfreedom Produces fear
Serves ControlsValuesrelationship Values leverage andmoney
8. A.R.T. Canon Conclusion
Point: Transactional authority institutionalizes sin.A.R.T. preserves life.



Point: What Cain began, culture then adopted and now has much skill in (perfected.0What Christ restores, A.R.T. protects.



Chapter 7
Pre Transaction CORE Fruits of Worship
Worship of God being not required rules, music, but offerings,money
© 2026 Taveau D’Arcy Creative Leadership. All rights reserved.
Framing Thesis
Genesis 4 reveals that religion can exist without relationship, and that this is thebirthplace of transactional faith.
Here, worship is no longer the fruit of abiding.It becomes an attempt to manage God.
This is the first fracture of spiritual authority.
Cain’s Offering and the Illusion of Exchange (Genesis 4:3–7)
Point: The Hebrew term for offering, ְ הָחנְך (minḥāh), designates a gift presented toa superior. The text does not critique the object offered, but the relational posture of thegiver. Cain’s act is functional, not filial.
Hebrews 11:4 later clarifies that Abel’s offering is “by faith,” that is, by relationaltrust rather than religious transaction.
Point: Cain brings something to God, but he does not walk with God. He has businesstransactional pride in his indeed great, achievement..through works
However his brother Able, walks and fellowships with the Most High God (in prayer ornot sure) and selflessly, albeit with humility, respectfully offers his choice offering toGod.
It appears Cain loves and.respects God yet in his own way ..He also appears to knowthe Lord (meaning ‘about Him perhaps) but not in a deep intimate caring way, like hisbrother Able. Apparently the hard working Cain does not value or care enough aboutrelating to the Lord to “ abide” and therefore Cain does not seek or realize the deep heartand care about the ‘mind of the Lord” about sacrificial offerings, yet Able his brother,does.



Its the abiding, fellowship and humble realizing who the Lord is and evaluating what HEis about and what HE truly communicates with YOU specifically. (that is what I mean)
This is Transactional long suffering wealth and religion but also ministryand Christianity in its earliest and continuing grassroots form:“I give. You owe me.”
“ I give to get”(quoting scripture minus hearing God talk to them to do that)
“The prophet said “I won’t stop the meeting until 300 people have given $50.00’
“I followed the training recipe to sow a seed, but I never really heard Father’s Holy Spirittell me to.”
NOTE this is not attacking this active word of faith/prosperity ministry move.. orany brand or denominational or any prophetic movement... as a whole. Yet, this is tobalance, call attention to and maturely evaluate this historical accepted giving training.And evaluate all of this as the author endorsing new heightened grass roots perspectivevia this (more objective) leader fine tuning. The only purpose that these may be comingupon the Very Last of the End of Days...and many have been taught “do whatever thetop preacher says..
....where as Jesus Christ said John 5 “ I never do or say anything unless I first seeor hear my Father say to do that”
It ties in with Psalm 127:1 ‘Unless the Lord builds the house, those who labor laborin vain.” (same Christ in John 5 principle applies)
Anger, Sin Accusation as the First Fruits Transactional ByProduct
A NonWinsome Familiar Fruit of Transaction CORE in frantic busy, anxiousuptight people, in ministry, holy marriage , achievement,business and life
Point: Cain’s anger exposes the internal logic of transactional religion. Whenacceptance is expected as payment, disappointment becomes rage. God’s warning inGenesis 4:7 reveals that mastery, not repentance, now governs Cain’s soul.
Point: When faith is a bargain, unanswered expectations feel like betrayal.
Transactional religion becomes angry when God cannot be controlled.



From A.R.T. Valued Relationships Turn VS Transaction CORE
Motives in Worship (not worship music, rather mean as acts of devotion,attendance, offerings) And Tend toward Violence
1. The Cain Able movement from altar to murder is not accidental. It is ademonic ploy. Here is why: A confused or impure heart that cannot either acceptperceive or receive Christ’s pure correction will eventually put into place mindsets,mechanisms and hard core practices, which remove any obstacles to them getting whatthey want.
Sin organizes itself through accruing, assembling more power.2. When people become barriers to our spiritual, life success, we begin to justifyharming them.
This is how religion becomes dangerous.
The Cultural Spread of Cain (Genesis 4–6)
1. Cain’s pattern does not remain private. It becomes cultural. Authority shifts fromrelational stewardship to hierarchical dominance.
2. What begins in one person becomes a system.
Unhealed distortion always organizes.
God’s Relational Counter-Witness
“And Enoch walked with God…” (Genesis 5:24)
1. The verb לַ ךְ (halak)הָ indicates habitual relational presence. Even in violent culture,A.R.T. remains possible.
2. God still chooses relationship over control.
A.R.T. vs. Transactional Fruit

A.R.T. TransactionalAbiding trust Religious bargainingCorrection thatrestores Correction thatcrushesPeople valued People used
Authority that servesPower thatdominatesFreedom increases Fear increases



A.R.T. Canon Conclusion
Transactional authority institutionalizes a hardened accusing, even murderous, materialculture.A.R.T. preserves life on a higher realm Life and pure fruit in many relationships.
What Cain nature is in charges we see what we have in ministry society and accusingfamily plus the world system toying Babylon, which produces death.
Christ restores, He allows us to ‘overcome” and as we self govern and abide closely withHim and His Bible word, He guards,guides, and governs up..not in autonomy, but withrelationship respect.



Chapter 8
Abraham, Sarah’s A.R.T. and Modern Conflict
How Transactional Family Systems Become NationalConflict Gen 6
Subculture Middle East Abraham and Sarah
Relational with God — Yet Transactional Under Pressure
Scripture presents Abraham and Sarah as genuinely relational with God and faithful toone another. Their failure is not unbelief, butmisordered allegiance.
As in Eden, where Adam listened to Eve rather than God (Gen. 3:17), Abraham listens toSarah rather than the Lord (Gen. 16:2).
This is not marital loyalty.It is covenant displacement.
The covenant is no longer stewarded by obedience to God, but managed by relationalpressure.
This is the precise moment where A.R.T. is replaced by Transaction.
Sarah later acknowledges the distortion (Gen. 16:5), revealing that the system sheinitiated now harms her as well.
Jealousy, rivalry, and anger are not incidental emotions.They are the fruit of transactional governance.
Abraham’s repeated compliance demonstrates passive authority — the same patternlater seen in Eli.
Thus, relational faith with God does not prevent relational failure with people ifauthority is not rightly ordered.
Accessible Reader Layer
Abraham and Sarah truly loved God.They also truly loved each other.
But under pressure, Abraham chose to please his wife instead of obeying God — just asAdam once did.
That choice changed everything.



What began as a “solution” became a wound.
Sarah later regrets the idea.She becomes jealous and angry.
Abraham, instead of healing the system, goes along with it again.
And eventually, the mother and the baby are pushed out into the desert.
This is what Transaction does:
It looks practical at first.It becomes painful later.And it always costs the vulnerable.
God’s Relational Intervention
God does not endorse the system.He enters the suffering.
He sends His angel to Hagar.
He sees her.He speaks to her.He provides for her child.
This is A.R.T. in action:
God honors relationship where people have discarded it.
Governing Thesis
Genesis presents Abraham not only as a man of faith, but as the father of a relationalsystem whose distortions have shaped world history.
What failed in his household did not disappear.It multiplied.
The modern Middle East is not only a political problem.It is the long fruit of transactional family governance replacing covenant relationship.
1. Covenant Was Relational Before It Was Biological
1.God’s promise to Abraham (Gen. 12:1–3; 15:6) is grounded in emunah (faithful trust),not in reproductive strategy. The covenant is sustained by relationship, not by production.
When the promise is reduced to outcome, covenant becomes contract.



2. God did not need Abraham to manage the promise.He needed Abraham to trust Him.
2. Sarah’s Transaction: Fear-Based Authority (Genesis 16)
1.Sarah’s directive (“Go in unto my maid”) represents a shift from covenantal trust tocoercive problem-solving. Hagar becomes a means to secure identity and legacy.
This is not faith.It is anxiety institutionalized.
2. A woman becomes a tool.A womb becomes a strategy.A promise becomes a project.
3. Abraham’s Passive Compliance
1.Abraham’s silence authorizes the system. Authority abdicated becomes authorityabused.
2. Not stopping harm is not neutral.It is participation.
4. Ishmael and Isaac: Identity Formed in Transaction
1.The sons are not merely siblings. They are products of two different relationaleconomies:
• Ishmael — born into transaction• Isaac — born into promise
This is not favoritism. It is formation.
2.Two boys grow up learning two different ways of surviving.
One by control.One by trust.
5. Generational Transmission (Genesis 21)
1.Expulsion rather than reconciliation becomes the family’s conflict strategy. Separationreplaces healing.
This becomes a template for ethnic and national rivalry.
2. What a family refuses to heal, history must manage.



6. FromHousehold to the Middle East
1. Biblical theology traces how fear-based covenant distortion becomes tribalcompetition, political identity, and war.

Genesis 6 names the result: “the earth was filled with violence.”
Structure follows spirit.
2. This is why the Middle East is not only about land.It is about identity wounds that were never healed.
7. A.R.T. vs Transactional Family Systems

A.R.T. TransactionalCovenanttrust Fear-basedcontrolPeople valued People usedHealingpursued Conflict managed
Identitysecure IdentitycompetitivePeacemultiplies War multiplies
8. Christ’s Correction of Nations
1.Ephesians 2:14–16 presents Christ as the healer of relational hostility, not merelypersonal sin.
2 .Jesus heals families so He can heal peoples.
A.R.T. Canon Conclusion
What began in Abraham’s house did not end there: it continues now “Middle Eastconflict”
Transactional family systems create nations of conflict.
Abiding Relationship Theology restores nations by restoring relationship.



Chapter 9
Miriam; A.R.T. and Female CorrectionWithout BeingReviled, Accused or Cancelled
© 2026 Taveau D’Arcy Creative Leadership. All rights reserved.
Governing Thesis
Miriam shows us that true authority can correct without destroying, andconfront without silencing.
Where Transactional systems punish, isolate, and shame,A.R.T. restores, protects dignity, and preserves calling.
1. Miriam’s Place in Covenant Leadership (Numbers 12)

1. Miriam is not a peripheral figure. She is called a prophetess (Exod. 15:20) andfunctions as a recognized leader alongside Moses and Aaron (Micah 6:4). Herauthority is covenantal, not incidental.
2.Miriam is not “just a sister.”
She is a leader.She is a prophet.She is a public voice in Israel.
2. The Conflict: Voice Without Submission to God’s Order

1. Numbers 12 records a challenge to Moses’ unique mediatorial role. The issue isnot Miriam’s gift, but the posture of her authority. Correction is necessary.
Accessible Reader Layer
Miriam is wrong here.
But being wrong is not the same as being worthless.
3. God’s Correction Is Direct — Not Discarding
1.The Lord confronts Miriam publicly, yet does not revoke her calling. The discipline(leprosy) is temporary, not terminal. Restoration is assumed.
2.God corrects her — but He does not erase her.
That matters.



4. God’s Correction of a Female in a Patriarchal Culture
1. It is theologically significant that God confronts Miriam directly in a deeplypatriarchal society.

In such a culture, public correction of a woman could easily become erasure. Yet Goddoes not delegate this to male authority alone. He speaks Himself.
This reveals two truths:
1. Miriam’s authority is real.
2. Her accountability is real.

The severity of the discipline reflects not personal hostility, but national responsibility.Miriam’s leadership position meant that her error, if uncorrected, would destabilize theentire covenant community.
Thus, God’s correction is not oppressive.It is protective.
It guards the order, health, and spiritual direction of the nation.
2. God does not ignore Miriam because she is a woman.He also does not crush her because she is one. God is not a misogynist nor earthlyLevitical patriarch
And the Father God takes her seriously.
And because her influence matters, the correction must be clear.
This is not harshness.It is love with responsibility.
5. The Intercession of Relationship (Numbers 12:13–15)
1 Moses’ intercession and the community’s waiting reveal that covenant authority isrestorative, not punitive.
2. The whole camp stops so one woman can be healed.
That is A.R.T.



6. A.R.T. vs Transactional Authority
A.R.T. TransactionalCorrects torestore Punishes tosilencePreservesdignity Uses shame

Values theperson Discards thepersonProtects calling Removes callingSeeks healing Seeks control

7. Modern Ministry Application
Transactional systems treat failure as disqualification. A.R.T. treats failure as a moment
In many churches, one mistake ends a ministry.
That is not biblical authority.That is biased tradition and passed down religious spirit with false doctrine, fear.
8. A.R.T. Canon Conclusion
Miriam teaches the Church:
Correction without relationship becomes abuse.Relationship without correction becomes disorder.
A.R.T. holds both.



Chapter 10
Eli: Passive Power And Transactional Authority
“Eli’s coming..hide your hearts now..”
© 2026 Taveau D’Arcy Creative Leadership. All rights reserved.
Framing Thesis
Not all abusive systems are built by aggressive leaders.Some are sustained by passive ones.
Eli represents authority that refuses responsibility.
Where leadership will not confront wrongdoing, wrongdoing becomes normalized.
This is Transactional leadership by neglect.
Eli’s Failure of Governance (1 Samuel 2–3)
1. Eli is high priest, yet he restrains neither behavior nor consequence. Scripture statesplainly that he “honored his sons above the LORD” (1 Sam. 2:29). The Hebrew impliesweight and preference. Authority is surrendered to relationship convenience.
2. Eli loved peace more than truth.
So abuse continued. Many were lost and grew desperate. Rumors circled the wide area.Respect for God’s Office Ministry turned into gossip fodder.
Silence became permission.
Passive Authority Is Still Authority
1. Failure to govern is itself a form of governance. In A.R.T., authority is relationalstewardship; in Transactional systems, authority is positional preservation.
2. Not stopping harm is not neutral.
It is choosing the system over the people.
The Cost to the Vulnerable
1.The victims in Eli’s house are unnamed, but the damage is covenantal. God’sjudgment falls not only on action, but on tolerated injustice.



2. When leaders do nothing, wounded people pay the price.
A.R.T. vs. Transactional Authority

A.R.T. TransactionalConfronts to heal Avoids to preserveProtects the weak Protects the structureGovernsrelationally Governs positionally
Values integrity Values stability at anycost
Christological A.R.T. Core Correction
“My Father worketh hitherto, and I work.” (John 5:17)
1.Christ models active, responsible authority that restores order without domination.
2. Jesus does not look away from harm.
He heals it. Helped the woman caught in adultery from being stoned by the Pharisees.
A.R.T. Canon Conclusion
Passive leadership is not safe leadership.
A.R.T. requires courage.
Silence is never neutral.
II .Weak, Passive, Accepting Impure Oversight Authority
1. Why Eli Matters Theologically
Eli is often treated as a background figure in Samuel’s story. In truth, Eli represents oneof Scripture’s clearest portraits of spiritual authority that refuses to govern.
This is not tyranny.It is abdication.
And abdication is as destructive as domination.
“His sons made themselves vile, and he restrained them not.”(1 Samuel 3:13, KJV)
The text does not accuse Eli of the acts.It accuses him of allowing them.



2. Authority and Moral Responsibility
Biblical authority is never merely positional. It is moral.
The Hebrew idea of “restraining” implies active prevention, not passive disapproval.Eli’s failure is not ignorance; it is tolerance.
Silence in the face of corruption is not neutrality.It is participation.
A.R.T. Principle:Authority that refuses to confront becomes complicit.
3. Abuse Under the Cover of Office
1 Samuel 2:22 records that Eli’s sons abused women at the entrance of the tabernacle.
This is not merely immorality.It is religious exploitation.
When office becomes a shield for sin, the sanctuary becomes unsafe.
And when leadership does not intervene, God Himself does.
4. Theological Blindness and Physical Blindness
Scripture links Eli’s failing eyesight with his failing discernment.
This is not incidental symbolism.
Where leaders refuse relational governance, vision dims.
Not because God withdraws revelation, but because leaders refuse accountability.
5. God’s Judgment Is Relational, Not Arbitrary
God’s judgment on Eli’s house is not sudden.It is the consequence of long-tolerated distortion.
“Them that honour me I will honour, and they that despise me shall be lightlyesteemed.”(1 Samuel 2:30, KJV)
Honor in Scripture is not sentiment.It is alignment.
6. Modern Christian Leadership Application
Eli teaches the Church:



· Do not confuse kindness with passivity.
· Do not confuse patience with avoidance.
· Do not confuse love with tolerance of abuse.

A.R.T. leadership protects people, not it’s ‘self” and “position.” (no personal kingdombuilding, God’s people as it’s ‘house turf “ or overseer’s ‘rightful property “) which is nowbeing done.

7. A.R.T. Canon Conclusion
Eli is gifted, high called, well known but passive is A.R.T. By his allowing, tolerating,putting with a Boys Club’s in area known ministry, he is Transactional is accepting thathe is accepting and rising up to take top leader action ,that is endorsing both of hisassociate pastors, his sons to use, abuse, and to defile many women and the offers whichare under his governmental authority care. And his choice to remain in denial, weakforced God to bring big judgment on both him and his two sons.
I state that this double standard in Christian ministry is OUT. Christian leader, pleasewarn the pastors, trainers, ministers, lay, teens and children.
Eli is a warning.
Fearful, Weak, Self Centered even Obstinate All knowing yet avoid confrontation,usually “poor me and waffling” cheap authority reproduces a horrific accepting,acknowledging hidden subculture which invisibly gives it’s permission to dosimilar ..as “Pharisee yeast spreads”
And this is how it was in Eli’s day and this is how it is right now...thewidespread tolerated, passed over “Boys will be boys” yet acute demonic TransactionalCORE dysfunction. And the hardened money mad leaders which accompany this cutesy,fashionable and strong willed ambitious high ministry network.



Chapter 11
Deborah: Office Male, Female Governing AuthorityWithout Domination
© 2026 Taveau D’Arcy Creative Leadership. All rights reserved.
Governing Thesis
Deborah is not an exception to biblical leadership.She is an example of it.
Her story proves that authority governed by relationship, not insecurity, is bothpowerful and safe.
1. Deborah’s Office and Calling (Judges 4–5)
Point: Judges 4:4 states: “And Deborah, a prophetess, the wife of Lapidoth, judgedIsrael at that time.”The Hebrew verb ש לׁ טך (shāphaṭ) denotes governing, discerning, and renderingcovenantal judgment. This is not advisory influence. It is recognized authority.
Her authority is publicly acknowledged, not privately assumed.
Point: Deborah is not “helping” the leaders.She is one of the leaders.
People come to her for decisions.
That is real authority.
2. Authority in a Patriarchal Culture
Point: That God establishes Deborah in a male-dominated context reveals that covenantauthority is not grounded in gender, but in relational trust and spiritual maturity.
Point: God is not threatened by a woman who is wise.
He is threatened by leaders who are not.
3. Lapidoth: The Strength of Relational Partnership
Point; Scripture identifies Deborah as “the wife of Lapidoth,” not to diminish her, but tolocate her within a relational order that honors partnership, not competition.
Lapidoth’s name is not associated with control, rivalry, or insecurity. The narrativeimplies support, stability, and trust.



Point; Lapidoth is not intimidated by Deborah.
He is not jealous.Not her “yes man”
He is bold and skilled yet in his own God sent high calling “field”
Easy going ,sensible and committed, the man’s man, faithful, Lapidoth is not going tobe threatened.
So everybody knows who he is, who his authority wife is. But apart from the publicscene, Lapidoth maturely and fully who HE is and who SHE and who both HE and hisSHE are NOT
(meaning: he and they as team don’t take themselves to seriously.
He is free to be himself and so is she. They work out responsibilities and issues inprivate and great sincere “mutual respect” sort like Paul in Ephesians 5:21, 22 weddedhusband and wife and life..
The confident, contented yet talented and skilled real man Lapidoth realizes who HE is,and that lets respect and honor who SHE is.
That is A.R.T. in marriage training example.
4. Barak and Delegated Authority
Point: Barak’s request for Deborah’s presence (Judg. 4:8) is not weakness, butdiscernment. He recognizes spiritual authority and does not compete with it.
Point: Barak is not being “led by a woman” but by ‘God’s person in communityauthority”
He is being led by wisdom.
5. A.R.T. vs Transactional Leadership

A.R.T. TransactionalAuthority flows fromtrust Authority enforced bypositionGifts are honored Gifts are controlledPartnership, not rivalry Competition and insecurityPeople made safer People made smallerPower shared Power hoarded



6. Fruit of Deborah’s Leadership
Point:Judges 5 concludes with peace in the land. This is the fruit of relationalgovernance.
Point: Where leadership is healthy, people can rest.

A.R.T. Canon Conclusion
Deborah instructs the confident men and leader in a just true Church:Men do not office power gender standing by honoring gifted women.
This is Abiding Relationship Theology in practice
This is A.R.T. CORE on TV
Sheriff Andy of Mayberry’s of example First Church “mutual submission“ (which is A.R.T. CORE”)
Watch a few shows and note how Sheriff Andy acts and reacts with his Aunt Bea, sonOpie, second in command Deputy Barney Fife, country boy Gomer Pyle and all of themany others, even Sheriff Andy’s sometime girl friend, Helen Crump. Each one act andinteract as respected and valued equals, despite gender, age or education.
We can learn :
Leadership is not always a Big Boss authoritarianStrong also male authority comes in all styles and forms.
And a failure in Christian leadership, family, life is not only the absence of authority,but to much of it and the arrogant misuse of it.
In prior Chapters
Eli reveals passive authority.Miriam reveals restorative correction.Deborah reveals relational governance.
These patterns expose the difference between:
Transactional Power— which preserves position,and saves face. It brags about it’s degrees, fine arts skill, it’s accomplishments includingaccumulated ‘perks, power, positions and many possessions.



Where as the healthy mature A.R.T. Authority— live and breathes and trains toprotect and preserve people and Jesus Christ’s Good News witness.



Chapter 12
Psalm 143 Relationships After Deep Trauma
Finding Life After Deep Relational and Spiritual Abuse
© 2026 Taveau D’Arcy Creative Leadership. All rights reserved.
Governing Thesis
Psalm 143 is not a prayer of mild discouragement.It is the voice of a soul crushed by prolonged relational violence, false accusation, andspiritual exhaustion.
This is the theology of survival after abuse.
1. “Hear my prayer, O LORD…” (Ps. 143:1)
Point: The psalm opens with covenant appeal, not self-defense. David does not arguehis merit. He appeals to God’s faithfulness (’emunah) and righteousness (ṣĕdāqâ).Relationship precedes justification.
Point: David does not say, “I deserve help.”He says, “You are faithful.”
That is A.R.T.
2. “Enter not into judgment…” (v.2)
Point: The Hebrewmishpāṭ here signifies legal scrutiny. David refuses transactionalreligion. He knows survival depends on mercy, not performance.
Point: He is not trying to win a case.He is trying to live.
3. “The enemy hath persecuted my soul…” (v.3)
Point: This is not a momentary trial, but systemic oppression. The language reflectsprolonged domination, not isolated conflict.
Point: This is what long-term abuse feels like.



4. “Therefore is my spirit overwhelmed…” (v.4)
Point: Psychological collapse is not spiritual failure. It is the human response tosustained relational injury.
Point; Being exhausted, weary, feeling out of it, beaten down, near burn out, wary andless than.. does not mean you lack faith or need to be accused.
5. “I remember the days of old…” (v.5)
Point:Memory becomes resistance against transactional despair. Relationship historysustains hope.
Point: He remembers who God has been — so he can survive what is happening.
6. “Cause me to hear thy lovingkindness…” (v.8)
Point: Ḥesed is covenant love — not conditional favor. This is the core of A.R.T.Point: He needs to feel God’s kindness again.
7. “Teach me to do thy will…” (v.10)
Point: Obedience here is relational alignment, not fear-based compliance.Point: He is not trying to earn help.He is trying to stay close to God.
8. A.R.T. vs Transactional Response

A.R.T. TransactionalAppeals tomercy Appeals to merit
Valuesrelationship ManagesperformanceSeeksrestoration Seeks control
Produces life Produces fear

A.R.T. Canon Conclusion
Psalm 143 teaches:
God heals abused souls through relationship, not pressure.
Survival is not weakness.Abiding is strength.
This is A.R.T. in suffering.



Governing Thesis
Psalm 143 is not a prayer of mild discouragement.It is the voice of a soul crushed by prolonged relational violence, false accusation, andspiritual exhaustion.

Second Part of Psalm 143
This is the theology of survival after abuse. (these verses need repeating)
1. “Hear my prayer, O LORD…” (Ps. 143:1)
Point: The psalm opens with covenant appeal, not self-defense. David does not arguehis merit. He appeals to God’s faithfulness (’emunah) and righteousness (ṣĕdāqâ).Relationship precedes justification.
Point: David does not come before God bitter, angry and complaining: he sees himselfin a earthly temporal form of hell, but he has a higher “I realize that it’s rough, but with.My own victory in sight, I come to my God for his power, strength and help (meaningthe mega authority, winsome talented ministry psalmist and literal King, has to rally Hedoesn’t come , “Pity me, Great God, I deserve YOUR help.”
No, instead the young Kind David He begins with offering a sacrifice of praise andglorifying God “You are OVER all of this..and myself.and are steady and faithful.”
That is precious “faith but not due to feelings’ sacrificial, humbling, yet time tested proofof our Heart A.R.T.
2. “Enter not into judgment…” (v.2)
Point: The Hebrewmishpāṭ here signifies legal scrutiny. David refuses transactionalreligion. He knows survival depends on mercy, not performance.
Point: He is not trying to win a case.He is trying to live.
3. “The enemy hath persecuted my soul…” (v.3)Point: This is not a momentary trial, but systemic oppression. The language reflectsprolonged domination, not isolated conflict.
Point: This is what long-term abuse feels like.



4. “Therefore is my spirit overwhelmed…” (v.4)
Point: Psychological collapse is not spiritual failure. It is the human response tosustained relational injury.
Point: Being exhausted does not mean you lack faith.
5. “I remember the days of old…” (v.5)
Point: Memory becomes resistance against transactional despair. Relationship historysustains hope.Point: He remembers who God has been — so he can survive what is happening.
6. “Cause me to hear thy lovingkindness…” (v.8)
Point:Ḥesed is covenant love — not conditional favor. This is the core of A.R.T.Point: He needs to feel God’s kindness again.
7. “Teach me to do thy will…” (v.10)Point: Obedience here is relational alignment, not fear-based compliance.Point: He is not trying to earn help.He is trying to stay close to God.

A.R.T. Canon Conclusion
Psalm 143 teaches:
God heals abused souls (over time and with much prayer, faith) throughrelationship,not leverage, bartering, merchandising, branding or force. A.R.T.Relationships do not use Big Boss applied pressure to coerce, to drive, to force to donateor to serve.
A.R.T. is a God guided straightforward unseen strength... not weakness.
The Point: “Abiding is big inner strength” (Old country hymn ‘Abiding in the Vine”)
This is A.R.T. in suffering.
WhenMinistry Pressure Becomes Another Wound
Point: The language of Psalm 143 also reflects the burden of spiritual expectation. Thepsalmist is not only pursued by enemies, but by demands he can no longer carry.
Religious systems that require constant output, emotional resilience, and visible successoften reproduce the logic of transaction:



Perform, and you are valued.Fail, and you are no longer valued respected, wanted yet accused and judged.
This is not covenant authority.It is spiritual economy.
Such pressure compounds trauma and converts suffering into shame.
Accessible Reader Layer
Some of the deepest wounds do not come from the world.They come from ministry environments.
When hurting people are told to “be strong,” “keep serving,” “stay productive,” and “notlet it show,” they are being asked to survive without healing.
That is not God’s way.
A.R.T. does not demand performance from the wounded.It offers presence.



Chapter 13
Psalm 120 Living Among ThoseWho Have the Need toWin
“I am for peace but they are for war.” Psalm 120:7
(C)2026 Taveau D’Arcy All copyrights reserved under internationalcopyright law
”Psalm 120 (KJV)
1. In my distress I cried unto the LORD,and he heard me.2. Deliver my soul, O LORD, from lying lips,and from a deceitful tongue.3. What shall be given unto thee? or what shall be done unto thee,thou false tongue?4. Sharp arrows of the mighty,with coals of juniper.5. Woe is me, that I sojourn in Mesech,that I dwell in the tents of Kedar!6. My soul hath long dwelt with him that hateth peace.7. I am for peace: but when I speak, they are for war.

The Lesson: A.R.T. vs Transactional Authority for Leaders
Governing Thesis
Psalm 120 is the voice of a person who wants health, truth, and peace, but is livinginside a system that feeds on conflict, deception, and domination.
This is the theology of leaving abusive authority.
1. Distress as Systemic Pressure (v.1)Point: The Hebrew ְ הךרך (tsārāh) denotes compression and oppression. The psalmist isnot emotionally irritated, but structurally constrained.
Point: This is not about being offended.This is about being trapped.



2. Deception as Governance (v.2–4)
Point: Language is used here as a tool of power, not truth. This is institutionalizeddeceit.Point: This is spiritual and relational gaslighting.
3. Prolonged Exposure to Violent Culture (v.5–6)
Point: The psalmist “dwells” long-term among those who “hate peace.” This is notconflict; it is culture.
Point: Some environments are not hard seasons.They are unsafe systems.
4. Verse 7 — The Defining Line
“I am for peace: but when I speak, they are for war.”
“They want to rule, control, run your life, control the money... at any cost. These samefolks want to assert power, avoid respectful relationships with room for negotiation andworking things out. Reason? They are in control and silently afraid of losing face,personal power, the or finances or emotional, physical, positional (usually aboutfinances) perceived “power”
It’s mainly blind dysfunction, due to prior pain in a family /authority long term familyhousehold, prior “relationship”
Willfully shutting off communication, shutting way down emotionally, beingresistant, unwilling to negotiate, to dialogue...avoiding, not responding, given a fellowminister, a spouse, Godly parent,business associate the big silent treatment is just onesign of a area, life, Transactional (self pity, controlling,biased) Fruit.
Withhold all words is a spiritual unseen form of abysmal domination and also“immature relationship wars” Psalm 120:7”I am for peace, they are for war.” .. whichthis author has written a new books on RelationshipWars Volumes 1-4
Another means ‘being in control” is aggression ,loud bullying use mighty skill anddominance, even word curse vile accusations, big betrayal to overcome ‘you” and gettheir own way.
“I” Will to WIN!
I, we will to “win”to ‘ best you” (to show you who’s the boss” ) in “relationshiprespect A.R.T CORE subjective evaluation means “I put ME over YOU “ which is to showdisrespect, devaluing and superior cold loveless superior Hiding Pride (Job 41Leviathan) to want to “beat you to win at their own personal discretion. And it’s might



be similar to a toddler throwing a nasty (but far more brutal) untamed ego tempertantrum.
Subjective Opinion, while this mature author is not a doctor, psychologist, or alicensed therapist...but this A.R.T. choice person hase lived through all of this..a lot..so itwas then seen as a choice opportunity to observe and to study “up close.”
Therefore....These may be assessed as if mild. “mood swings” or fits of rage...comparedto a “Saul spirit vs young King David” be it towards loving parents, step parents ,grandmothers, or the parents, grand parents, step parents, authority, pastor against thechild, single mother,step child, toddler, staff member ...it’s a major form ofTransactional CORE mainly frustration born yet BIG UNHEALTHY ABUSE.
Once again, while this is mostly done in private it can be in public (it seems to begrowing in the American dysfunctional systemic “beat down”(shout over them” bigsociety) And it’s a form of (even accepted) adversarial big shot persona type of manhandling big bullying.
Yet this is a growing threat to our society and be the human person who is prone toancestral passed down ‘besetting chief sins” or mental health big real (and in ministry )issues, this wild, mood swing unnatural behavior, tantrum throwing in “adults” is“WHY “ this book and the A.R.T. VS TRANACTIONAL CORE up front fruit training.
There is also a valid need for wise parents to take stock of what they are raising, also formature leader Bible counsel, also therapy as their huge toxic mental health many pluseven demonic training big need to discern “what is mental health” “mere self pityingvictim” “demonic closet raging abuser” and ‘dangerous for the parent, spouse, classmates, fellowship. I am pro that, but it is not a one person type thing. It’s needs it’s own‘subculture “ (safe network, it’s “community )African Proverbs “It takes a village to raise a child” and foreign and Americanpersons need to clearly identify one.... right now. The safety of and many lives candepend upon this.
A.R.T. CORE fruit helps to identify ‘people by their safe fruit”
Murderous Saints:Abusive, unhealthy Lots of Adults, ... Pristine Sophisticated Parents, Spouses, Exes,Malignant Youth all races, status ,many styles ...older ..very young...for these (yet Godformed and beloved) Life Living individuals want to have “you and I” and whateverTHEY feel THEY need in the situation...soley on their terms. And despite their beinggreat, talented, gifted, hard working and great out in public...when in private, wherethey understand that nobody is there to witness, these (2 Timothy 2:24-26? ) arrogant



double personality, also extremely powerful and hard headed deeply resistant, but alsonoted as big ambitious and as Transitional CORE ...repeatedly and fervently , accordingto whenever they feel it upon them to erupt....fully do “their” thing “word curse”“berate, lecture, scream, revile, over power or punch holes in doors, or beat anotherpoor individual “children, teens, parents, grandparents, leader, lay) (I been there!)
WHY ? (First I repeat: (no formula or fast fix) Due to all human natural,demons, very poor parenting, medial health real issues, ignorance, )
They want THEIR way not Holy God’s A.R.T. And they are vocal, accusing ,hiding,only texting, never relations for they are determined to “win.” Even Christian believers,ministers, staff, family “relationship” (I am writing a small series on this Psalm 120:7“RelationshipWars “ Keep checking out my sites and new bookstore, Kindle,Amazon, Barnes and Noble and a lot more
Scholarly LayerThis verse names the irreconcilable difference between A.R.T. andTransactional authority. One seeks reconciliation; the other requires conflict tomaintain control.
Accessible LayerYou can want peace and they won’t want it. Or even allow it, as they are like a child whowants to keep the control, the center of attention and wield the power “big boss” be it ahe, she or they.
However that that is how YOU know that YOU are not the problem!
The Cutting Edge is the Balance:
When to Stay, When to Flee ....Leaving the House of Deception
A.R.T. vs Transactional Authority for Leaders
Governing Thesis
Psalm 120 is not personal irritation.It is the cry of someone living inside a lying, manipulative, violent relationalsystem.



Section II .The Theology After Leaving AbusiveAuthority.
1. “In my distress I cried unto the LORD…” (v.1)
Point: The Hebrew for “distress” (ְ ,הךרך tsārāh) denotes pressure, confinement, andoppression. The psalmist is not offended; he is constrained.
Point: This is not about hurt feelings.This is about being trapped in a harmful system.
2. “Deliver my soul… from lying lips” (v.2)
Point: Deceit here is systemic, not incidental. Language is being used to control, not tocommunicate.
Point: This is spiritual gaslighting.
3. “Sharp arrows… coals of juniper” (v.4)
Point: These metaphors describe sustained verbal and psychological violence.
Point: The use of weaponized terms, targeted preaching, videos, and private codedlanguage must be recognized for what it is.
Words carry( as in inflict) real spiritual emotional abuse also dominating moralpower.Verbal abuse, repeated bullying, and shaming speech are Transactional tools — they areused to force the other person into compliance, to dominate, and to “win.”
They are being employed as weapons.
This is the anti–A.R.T. posture.It is the unloving opposite of God’s relational authority in the Garden, where He heldAdam accountable without crushing him.
The Relationship Spirit:
Isaiah 1:18 (KJV)“Come now, and let us reason together, saith the LORD: though your sinsbe as scarlet, they shall be as white as snow; though they be red likecrimson, they shall be as wool.”
(Notice: God invites relationship, dialogue, and restoration — not domination.)
James 3:17 (KJV)“But the wisdom that is from above is first pure, then peaceable, gentle,



and easy to be intreated, full of mercy and good fruits, without partiality,and without hypocrisy.”
These two verses form a perfect A.R.T. foundation:God governs by invitation and wisdom, not by force.
Instead, it reveals a mistaken, false religion —Transactional CORE personified.
4. “My soul hath long dwelt with him that hateth peace” (v.6)
Point: This is prolonged exposure to conflict-oriented authority.Point: This is not a moment.This is a culture.
5. A.R.T. vs Transactional Fruit

A.R.T. Transactional
Truthful speech Manipulativespeech
Peace-seeking Conflict-producing
Safety inrelationship Control throughfear
Trust grows Anxiety grows

6. Leadership ApplicationPoint: Leaders who tolerate deceit and aggression institutionalize harm.
Point: When leaders protect the system instead of the people, Psalm 120 is being lived.
A.R.T. Canon Conclusion
Psalm 120 teaches:
Leaving abusive authority begins by telling the truth to God.
A.R.T. leads out even in if it’s a Narrow Way.Transactional ministry or persons traps.



Section II. The Loud Man** (upcoming mini book)
and the Loss of A.R.T.Psalm 120 — Living Among Those Who Demean to Win
Governing Thesis
Psalm 120 is not a poem about hurt feelings.It is a theological diagnosis of abusive authority.
It describes a person who wants peace, truth, and health, but lives inside a system thatsurvives by conflict and control.
This Psalm names what A.R.T. calls Transactional Authority.
And it names the person who carries it:
The Loud Man.
The Loud Man is not only loud with his voice.He is loud with dominance.Loud with pressure.Loud with fear.Loud with control.
A.R.T. governs by relationship.Transactional authority governs by force.
1. Distress Is Structural, Not Emotional (Psalm 120:1)
“In my distress I cried unto the LORD…”
The Hebrew word for “distress” is tsārāh— pressure, squeezing, confinement.
This is not about being sensitive.This is about being trapped.
A.R.T. recognizes this as relational oppression.
Transactional systems call it “being difficult.”
2. Speech as Power (Psalm 120:2–4)
“Deliver my soul… from lying lips.”



In Transactional systems, words are not used to heal.They are used to rule.
The Loud Man controls by:
• twisting facts• accusations• silence• intimidation• public shaming
This is not communication.It is verbal governance.
3. Culture, Not a Season (Psalm 120:5–6)
“My soul hath long dwelt with him that hateth peace.”
This is not a hard moment.It is a way of life.
Some environments are not challenging.They are unsafe.
A.R.T. produces safety.Transactional authority produces fear.
4. The Loud Man Revealed (Psalm 120:7)
“I am for peace: but when I speak, they are for war.”
The Loud Man must win.
He fears:
• losing power• losing money• losing position• losing face
So he uses conflict to stay in control.
Silence becomes punishment.Anger becomes leverage.Volume becomes authority.



This is not strength.It is insecurity in leadership clothing.
5. A.R.T. vs Transactional Fruit

A.R.T. TransactionalPeace builds Conflict rulesTruth heals Lies controlSafety grows Fear spreadsDialogueallowed DialoguepunishedPeople valued People usedRestoration Domination
6. A.R.T. Canon Conclusion
Psalm 120 teaches the Church:
Leaving abusive authority begins by telling the truth to God.
A.R.T. always leads toward healing.Transactional authority always traps.
The Loud Man is the fruit of Transaction.The loss of A.R.T. is his power source.



Chapter 14
Psalm 124 Escaping the Snare of Abusive Power
(C)2026 Taveau D’Arcy All copyrights reserved under international copyright laws
King David’s Psalm 124 KJV
1. If it had not been the LORD who was on our side,now may Israel say;2. If it had not been the LORD who was on our side,when men rose up against us:3. Then they had swallowed us up quick,when their wrath was kindled against us:4. Then the waters had overwhelmed us,the stream had gone over our soul:5. Then the proud waters had gone over our soul.6. Blessed be the LORD,who hath not given us as a prey to their teeth.7. Our soul is escaped as a bird out of the snare of the fowlers:the snare is broken, and we are escaped.8. Our help is in the name of the LORD,who made heaven and earth.

I. A.R.T. vs Transactional Authority for Leaders
Governing Thesis
Psalm 124 is not a celebration of victory in war.It is thanksgiving for survival under domination.
This is the theology of being rescued from overpowering authority.
1. “If it had not been the LORD…” (v.1–2)
Point: The repetition stresses total dependence. The psalmist acknowledges that nohuman structure could withstand this assault.
Point: This is not strength.This is rescue.
2. “They had swallowed us up…” (v.3)
Point:The language describes predatory power — systems that consume people.



Point: This is what abusive leadership(authority, parent, child, mate, person) does: itdevours.
3. “The proud waters…” (v.4–5)
Point: Waters symbolize overwhelming, uncontrollable force — not fair opposition.
Point: This is not disagreement.This is domination.
4. “The snare is broken…” (v.7)
Point: A snare is a hidden trap. The psalm reveals escape from deceptive systems.Point: Some systems look safe until you are caught.
5. A.R.T. vs Transactional Authority

A.R.T. Transactional
God delivers SystemsconsumeRelationshipsaves Power traps
Peoplepreserved People used
Freedomincreases Controlincreases
A.R.T. Canon Conclusion
Psalm 124 teaches leaders to recognize
Deliverance, escaping in many types of dangerous, demonic situations is not rebellion.It is survival.
A.R.T. breaks the many snares.Transaction authority, persons, family situations ,business, real life builds them.



Chapter 15
Psalm 137 Rivers of Babylon: Relational, CulturalDemonic Oppressive Recurring Trauma and CovenantMemory
© 2026 Taveau D’Arcy Creative Leadership. All rights reserved.
Psalm 137 (KJV)
1. By the rivers of Babylon, there we sat down, yea, we wept, when we rememberedZion.
2. We hanged our harps upon the willows in the midst thereof.
3. For there they that carried us away captive required of us a song; and they thatwasted us required of us mirth, saying, Sing us one of the songs of Zion.
4. How shall we sing the LORD’S song in a strange land?
5. If I forget thee, O Jerusalem, let my right hand forget her cunning.
6. If I do not remember thee, let my tongue cleave to the roof of my mouth; if Iprefer not Jerusalem above my chief joy.
7. Remember, O LORD, the children of Edom in the day of Jerusalem; who said,Rase it, rase it, even to the foundation thereof.
8. O daughter of Babylon, who art to be destroyed; happy shall he be, thatrewardeth thee as thou hast served us.
9. Happy shall he be, that taketh and dasheth thy little ones against the stones.

Governing Thesis
Psalm 137 is not a celebration of violence.It is Scripture’s most honest record of covenant trauma, also visceral aftermath.
This psalm teaches how wounded people remain in relationship with God wheneverything in them wants retaliation.
1. “We sat down… we wept…” (v.1)
Point: The posture is not militant. It is collapsed. Exile is relational dislocation — lossof land, worship, identity, and dignity.Point: This is what trauma looks like:You are no longer fighting.You were left having to recuperate trauma flashbacks, PTSD, deep emotional imprintsto having to live under suffering and trying to be brave and strong to protect your



country, your family and young children, yourself..while doing nothing more thanattempting to survive.
2. “They required of us a song…” (v.3–4)
Point:Babylon self important all wise subculture demanded performance withoutmercy or cultural compromise. It had a prior existing universes, a giant subculture buildon ambition, achievement and TRANSACTIONAL CORE business, life, religious,institutionalized unseen but mighty and ever present “sordid” covenant.
This is business made up of word curse, threats in transactional power. Extracting chiefpayoffs when a person wont’ comply. It subliminally and overtly extract demeaning toil,fierce obedience and undue conformity (aka output) from deeply aggressed, previouslytraumatized, abused, and worn out true human mostly non Transaction Cultureordinary multicultural people.
Note: I submit that this applies to formerly abused, imprisoned, violated, falselyimprisoned and prior dominated, enslaved, even cult and foreign nations captive byoppressors.
I have lived this a several challenging ministry points in my life and had not known thisexact ‘trauma and flash backs’ lingering pain, until after I left the transactionalministry life long relationship. Note: I am brave under big pressure also strong in theLord (with His help , prayer and Bible awareness plus Holy Spirit “weapons of ourwarfare” but still nobody in my family had ever abused me or given me the silenttreatment /denying me contact, emotional connection or having say so in basic matters,such as finances. It was after I was removed from the bad relation (NO ART CORE forall that (but it came and went depending on the mood of the above relationship... it wasforeign to me for I had always been given a voice with my parents and family. So thiswas new I was clueless about how to navigate,and remain in such an abusive but leaderDr Jeckell and Mr Hyde (night and day mood swing behavior)
And in hindsight view I had what I really did want, but it was at my own life payingthe steep price of being ruled, “no say ‘and if, as finances were in need, I was the onewho got cut off with no voice ,or raged at and bully reamed out, plus Silent Treatementemotionally cut off and repeatedly in such (anti Christ) fashion abused but as I amtrying to be A.R.T. personified (forgive, turn the other cheek) I finally felt aware that myhealth was at riskPlenty said.. but that is how I found out how many people live. Teens children, olderpersons, And that is why I want to help with problem solving in relationships



Summary (how I developed this Psalm 143 ..I collapsed in Christian DFW and was givenPsalm 143 by the Lord and it was living it..for a many years after.Hence I call attention to it to the reader.
Point: You’ve just been through mighty hell, but all your fellow friends, minsiters,people, even clueless patriarchal and more Transaction Core (this may include) familyand are are less than big understanding or a tad bit compassionate ..so it’s like speedy,hurried, time conscious Me Myself and I strict Babylon (see the Psalm 137 above)“Sing for us.”“Be positive.”“Serve anyway.”
Bible quote:“The Bible says to “Leave yesterday behind” meaning( accusing theperson) “It’s YOUR FAULT doing what the Bible commands. And evidently YOU“Youhave unforgiveness “ big baggage” etc
This is well intentioned, yet time consumed, not fully ART relationship but bias EliteTransactional also Demas (pursuant of temporal) Christ following, even some prey up‘seem as weaker persons” and use, exploit. I liken this ‘baggage ridden deemed Dr PhilPop Psychologist ministers, persons as ‘attempting “Fast Fixers” rather than Jesusempathy “weep with those who weep” r
3. Covenant Memory (v.5–6)
Point: To remember Zion is to preserve identity under domination. Memory is relationalresistance.Point: it is not always (fast cure) ‘unforgiveness’ as it is emotional imprint even demonicpsychological deep trauma
Frankly on God truly knows as it is subjective and no one ways is ALWAYS RIGHT.
II. Escaping the Snare of Abusive Power
They refuse to forget who they are — even when everything has been taken.
4. The Imprecatory Cry (v.8–9)
Point: These verses are descriptive, not prescriptive.They expose the raw language of violated souls. Scripture records the cry withoutendorsing the act.
Point: This is rage speaking — not instruction.
God allows the pain to be spoken so it does not become lived out.



A.R.T. vs Transactional Response
A.R.T. Transactional

Brings pain to God Acts pain out onothersPreservesrelationship Seeks retaliation
Names traumahonestly Justifies violence
Holds grief Weaponizestheology

Christological Fulfillment
Jesus fulfills Psalm 137 not by denying injustice, but by absorbing it:
“Father, forgive them…” (Luke 23:34)
He carries exile, humiliation, and violence — and returns mercy.
A.R.T. Canon Conclusion
Psalm 137 teaches leaders:

· Trauma must be voiced.
· Worship cannot be coerced.
· Memory guards identity.
· Rage belongs before God, not upon people.
· A.R.T. holds grief without becoming violent

Mega Point: When theWounded BecomeWound-ers
Compassion Fatigue and Transactional Ministry
Point: Extended exposure to suffering, conflict, and crisis produces what pastoraltheology recognizes as compassion fatigue and secondary trauma.When unaddressed,these conditions narrow empathy and reduce relational capacity.
Leaders who are depleted often shift unconsciously from relational care to managerialcontrol.
This is not malice.It is exhaustion expressed as transaction.
In such states, ministers may:



– minimize pain– rush healing– demand compliance– favor strength over vulnerability– become impatient with the weak
Thus, Babylon is reproduced not only by oppressors, but by tired shepherds.
Point:Many pastors do not mean to be harsh.
They are simply worn down.
But when a leader is exhausted, kindness becomes shorter.Patience becomes thinner.And wounded people begin to feel like problems instead of persons.
This is how good leaders can hurt people again — without intending to.
A.R.T. as Protection for the Caregiver
Point:A.R.T. is not only theology for the oppressed.It is a safeguard for the shepherd.
Relational governance requires limits, rest, accountability, and shared burden, lestministry become mechanical and unsafe.
Point: Pastors need care too.
Because tired love becomes sharp love.
And sharp love cuts.
Point: Only Jesus Christ’s loving A.R.T. keeps a relationship authority from becomingcruel.



Pre-Section Orientation:
A Note on Language, CORE, and Authority
© 2026 Taveau D’Arcy Creative Leadership. All rights reserved.
Why This Orientation Exists
This Canon addresses authority, relationship, accusation, fear, and restoration at a deeptheological and historical level. Because of that, it intentionally uses certain words thatmay feel unfamiliar, especially to readers trained in older ecclesial or academicframeworks.
One such word is CORE.
This brief orientation exists to explain that choice once, clearly and calmly, so thereader may proceed through the chapters that follow without distraction or confusion.
The Contemporary Use of the Word “CORE”
In modern American culture—especially among younger generations—the word COREis commonly used to describe the felt center of a community, environment, or identity.
When people speak of a “CORE space” or “CORE community,” they are often naming aplace that feels:

· safe rather than kept track of, nosy busybody surveilled, nor pompous religiousmind reading Pharisee safely hidden but clandestine, many targeting ruralgatekeeping
· relational A.R.T. persons respect others, and actively pure hearted, valuingChrists top valued “heart to heart’ “respectful one to one’ rather than gettingpaid to look self important via heightened potentate official pressure to bow to ,tokiss the pinky ring of, or to beautify and magnify the the seen Top Dog, then theworry if you have spent enough quality time caring for your own family. And/orif you serve and aware of a heightened pressure to use your voice carefully andthat you ought to dull down, suppress your perception that that ‘things are off”but instead you opt to “human please” in order to maintain your favor, the postplus to be accepted, lauded or elevated by that shining human person or validexceptional quality institution.



· Note the above, a little harsh, fully describe an individual, a minister or aChristian group which is partially “real respect” but over all, mostly when underbig pressure, are “frowning accusing mixture” ( some of Christ much more of thenatural orderly religious rules conscious social world) i.e.“ transactional”
· Expression is valued and welcome rather than frowned on, blocked andcontrolled
· welcoming all is the Ephesians 1:6 “common norm” rather than judging andsorting out people by looks, race, age, money, gifted, gender..which isTransactional

Mainly ‘Transactional” is not merry , prone to intolerant very harsh “relationship’treatment (cuts off, shuns, uses, deifies, gossips about, is more into the performance,splendor, the numbers, the aristocratic displays of titles, honoring and undue form...
· As is it wants a payback of something (honor, tithe ,respect, glory, nationalprominence ) as it is chiefly works oriented (but we assume the best..for each ofus a human ,despite being “Christian ministers, lay leader, rising future office)“for each and every “have fallen short of God’s glory” and a lot of the 30 years ofspiritual ministry forms ‘big study” makes me give them each my ministry respectfor i fully believe they just came from a particular kind of Christian ancestry thattaught them that (apostolic old self justified tradition) and much mentoring,training chief ignorance .

For “God’s love covers a multitude of (many) sins” First Church and forcurrently, now. (“Sins” sins of commission, sins of omission, sins of ignorance”errors, shortcomings, lack of knowledge, lack of apostolic leader or parental,ministry healthy training”
NOTE: Christian: this is what GRACE is all about!!
In practical terms, CORE has come to mean:
“The place where I can be present without performing.”
This usage has emerged not from rebellion against meaning, but from fatigue withpressure, suspicion, and conditional belonging—sometimes within religiousenvironments, sometimes elsewhere.



Why This A.R.T. Canon IV Uses the Term CORE
· A.R.T. CORE Abiding Relationship Theology
· TRANSCACTION CORE (payoff)

This Canon adopts the word CORE intentionally, not stylistically.
It is used because it accurately names something Scripture already addresses, butmodern religious language often avoids naming directly:
the governing relational center of a community.
In other words, CORE refers towhat actually governs belonging, authority,obedience, and identity in practice, not merely what is professed in doctrine.
How CORE Is Used Theologically in This Canon
Within this Canon, CORE is not slang, trend language, or cultural imitation. It functionsas a descriptive theological term.

· A.R.T. CORE refers to community life governed by Abiding RelationshipTheology—where authority flows from relationship, belonging precedesperformance, adoption replaces fear, and truth is exercised without accusation.
· Transactional CORE refers to systems—religious or secular—where belongingis conditioned on performance, compliance, leverage, fear of loss, or control, evenwhen orthodox language is retained.

The distinction is not about style or generation.It is about governing logic.
What This A.R.T Canon IV Is—and Is Not—Doing
This Canon is not attempting to baptize cultural trends.It is not excusing sin, disorder, or destructive subcultures.It is not rejecting structure, discipline, or truth.
Rather, it is naming—carefully and biblically—how authority either heals orharms, depending on whether it is relational or transactional at its core.
Where Christ’s victory governs, accusation loses jurisdiction.Where fear governs, suspicion eventually becomes doctrine.



Why This Matters for the Chapters That Follow
The chapters that follow—especially those dealing with:

· accusation
· witch-hunt logic
· prophetic abuse
· colonial and modern fear-based authority
· the misuse of spiritual insight

assume this distinction between relational CORE and transactional CORE.
This orientation exists so the reader does not mistake careful theological diagnosis forcultural borrowing or rhetorical excess.
A Final Word to the Reader
The Gospel does not merely correct beliefs.It restores relationship as the foundation of authority.
This Canon uses the language of CORE because it names that foundation plainly.
Once understood, it need not be explained again.
Orientation Seal
This note is not a chapter of lack of thought: it encourages ‘all minisr argument.It is a map.
The chapters that follow are the terrain.



Chapter 16
Christ’s Victory: Authority Restored, AccusationDefeated
(C)2026 Taveau D’Arcy All copyrights reserved under international copyright laws
1. Authority Lost in Genesis: The First Juridical Fracture
Genesis 3 is not merely moral failure; it is a transfer of governing principle.
Humanity moves from relational governance to self-governance.
The serpent’s strategy is not only deception, but displacement:
• trust in God is fractured• communion is replaced with concealment• obedience is replaced with management• accountability is replaced with accusation
This is the birth of transactional power.
The Hebrew narrative introduces not merely sin, but jurisdictional disorder.
2. Accusation as Dominion: Revelation 12 Revisited
“And there was war in heaven…” (Revelation 12:7, KJV)
The conflict described is judicial in nature.
“The accuser of our brethren is cast down…” (Rev. 12:10)
The Greek κατήγορος (katēgoros) names a legal prosecutor.
Satan’s authority in the fallen order is sustained through accusation.
Where accusation governs, fear governs.
Clarifying Governing Terms (For Theological Precision)
In this Canon, the term CORE does not refer to trend, style, or subculture in itself, butto a governing relational center—that which quietly determines how belonging,authority, and obedience function in practice.
A.R.T. CORE describes community life governed by Christ’s victory over accusation,where relationship precedes performance, adoption replaces fear, and authority isexercised through abiding union rather than leverage.



Transactional CORE describes systems—religious or secular—that organizebelonging around performance, compliance, fear of loss, or control, even when orthodoxlanguage is retained.
The term CORE is used descriptively, not stylistically.It names what Scripture already addresses:what actually governs people when noone is watching.
3. The Cross as Legal and Relational Reversal
The Cross as Legal and Relational Reversal“Blotting out the handwriting of ordinances…” (Colossians 2:14–15, KJV)Christ does not merely forgive; He disarms.The law’s condemning power and the accuser’s jurisdiction collapse together.
4. Resurrection and Enthronement
“Set him at his own right hand…” (Ephesians 1:20–21)
Christ’s ἐξουσία (exousia) is restored authority rooted in union, not force.
He is seated, not striving.
5. The Church’s Shared Authority
“And hath raised us up together…” (Ephesians 2:6)
Authority is corporate, relational, and participatory.
6. PowerWithout Mammon
Christ’s kingdom rejects transactional leverage.
Paul confronts Corinthian ego-power (1 Cor. 1–3).
True authority is exercised through faith, prayer, and relationship — not materialdominance.
7. Overcoming Defined
“They overcame him by the blood of the Lamb…” (Rev. 12:11)
Victory is relational, not positional.
8. Canon Conclusion
Christ restores what Adam lost.



Where accusation ruled, communion reigns.Where transaction governed, abiding governs.
This is the theological heart of A.R.T.



Chapter 17
Jesus Christ: The Divine Reversal of TransactionalAuthorityHero A.R.T. Example
© 2026 Taveau D’Arcy Creative Leadership. All rights reserved.
Isaiah 53:7 (KJV)“He was oppressed, and he was afflicted, yet he opened not his mouth: he isbrought as a lamb to the slaughter, and as a sheep before her shearers isdumb, so he openeth not his mouth.”
One Purpose of This Chapter (Teaching Note)This chapter applies Christ’s juridical victory (Chapter 16) to lived authority, fellowship,and salvation order, exposing Babylon’s transactional logic and restoring Gospelsequence for the Church.
1. Christ as the Restoration of Edenic Governance
Jesus Christ did not enter history to improve religion.He entered history to restore relationship as the foundation of authority.
“The Son can do nothing of himself, but what he seeth the Father do…”(John 5:19, KJV)
The Greek term δύναμαι (dynamai) refers to capacity that flows from union, notindependence. Christ’s power is not self-generated. It is relational.
In Eden, authority operated through trust and communion with God.In Genesis 3, that relationship fractured, and fear, control, shame, and dominationentered human governance.
Jesus comes to reverse that fracture.
For the reader:Jesus did not come to make people more religious.He came to bring people back to God.



2. The Defeat of Accusation
Revelation 12:10 identifies Satan as “the accuser of our brethren.”Accusation is not merely speech. It is a governing power.
At the Cross, Christ absorbs accusation without reproducing it:
“When he was reviled, reviled not again…”(1 Peter 2:23, KJV)
Author’s big aside: If Messiah Christ had retaliated, retaliated back, had tried to geteven, He would not have reflected “GOD” as the source of his ART CORE relationship“abiding leader strength” (the Galatians 5:22-23, Ephesians 2:18, and our A.R.T. mainsource of Christian discernment and peaceful relationship evaluative respectful fruit ,the flawless Messiah Christ would have failed His Eternal Mission and failed Hisapostolic manner.
Interesting tie in (too big to explain here) Revelation 12:7-11 tie in the over all A.R.T.leader “Mission NOT Impossible” training
If Our Ministry Hero Role Model would have answered back in harsh bitterretaliation, swore at them. Acted out of His own human carnal “RIGHTS” to defendHimself (apart from inner hearing from /John 5 ‘responding to” according to leadingof His Father God” then Christ, our best and only 250% purely A.R.T. humble examplewould have ‘faulted” into the Human Carnal “we are the world “Transaction Core antianti hero “ fruit manifestation”
Hence, “’This is not weakness.It is juridical victory.
The legal standing of accusation is broken. The voice that governed by blame losesauthority.
For the reader:Jesus stopped the devil’s right to keep pointing at you and saying, “You are guilty.”
3. Captivity Reversed
Genesis 3 introduced captivity: fear, death, shame, sickness, and separation.
Jesus announces His mission clearly:
“He hath sent me to heal the brokenhearted, to preach deliverance to thecaptives…”(Luke 4:18, KJV)



“For this purpose the Son of God was manifested, that he might destroy the worksof the devil.”(1 John 3:8, KJV)
The “works of the devil” are not only sin, but everything that grows from it:

· Disease
· Death
· Bondage
· Fear
· Poverty of life and hope
· The gates of hell that imprison the human soul

Christ does not merely forgive.He restores dominion.
For the reader:Jesus came to take back what people lost when they disobeyed God.
4. Enthronement and Shared Authority
“Far above all principality and power…”(Ephesians 1:21, KJV)
Jesus is not enthroned to dominate the world, but to share His life with His people.
The Church is not called to control.The Church is called to abide.
Authority in Christ is participation, not pressure.
For the reader:Jesus lets us rule with Him by living close to Him.
5. Power Reframed
“My kingdom is not of this world.”** (** It keeps the A.R.T. Perspective)(John 18:36, KJV)
Jesus refuses material, political, and ego-driven power.Paul warns that spiritual gifts without maturity become destructive (1 Cor. 1–3).
True power is revealed in transformed character.
The Spirit produces:



“Love, joy, peace, longsuffering, gentleness, goodness, faith, meekness,temperance.”(Galatians 5:22–23, KJV)
These are not emotions.They are the restored government of the human soul.
Spiritual gifts exist to serve this life, not replace it.
For the reader:God’s power is meant to make you strong inside, not just impressive outside.
6. Canon Conclusion
Jesus Christ is the divine reversal of every false authority.
He breaks accusation.He restores self-governance.He frees the captive.He heals the broken.He returns humanity to relational dominion with God.
This is the heart of A.R.T. Canon IV.
7. Babylon: The Architecture of Transactional Power
From Genesis to Revelation, Babylon is not merely a city.It is a system.
Historically, Babylon emerged as one of the first imperial economies built uponcentralized control, enforced labor, economic extraction, and religious-political fusion.Its power rested not in covenant, but in transaction.
Babylon governs by:

· Commodifying human life
· Centralizing authority
· Monetizing allegiance
· Enforcing compliance through fear and dependency

In Scripture, Babylon consistently represents a counterfeit kingdom(Transaction CORE) an ordered society without righteousness, a peace without justice,and a joy without freedom.
“By thy sorceries were all nations deceived.”(Revelation 18:23, KJV)



This “sorcery” (φαρμακεία, pharmakeia) signifies systemic deception, not merely occultpractice. PS the same Greek word is i tied to drugs. Also It is the manipulation of desire,fear, and dependency to govern populations.
8. Babylon Versus the Kingdom of Christ
Jesus proclaims a Kingdom defined not by exchange, but by gift:
“The kingdom of God is not meat and drink; but righteousness, and peace,and joy in the Holy Ghost.”(Romans 14:17, KJV)
Babylon offers provision without righteousness.Babylon offers security without peace.Babylon offers pleasure without joy.
Christ offers covenant.
Babylon functions through Transactional Core authority.Christ governs through A.R.T. Core authority.
9. The Cross as the Collapse of Babylon’s Economy
The Cross does not merely forgive sin.It dismantles Babylon’s operating system.
Where Babylon trades in accusation, Christ grants justification.Where Babylon demands payment, Christ grants grace.Where Babylon enslaves, Christ liberates.
“Having spoiled principalities and powers, he made a shew of them openly,triumphing over them in it.”(Colossians 2:15, KJV)
10. For the Reader
Babylon is what happens when people try to run life without God.
Jesus’ Kingdom is what happens when people live with God.
Babylon says, “Earn your place.”Jesus says, “Come and abide.”
This is why Christ came.This is why the Gospel is not a transaction.This is why A.R.T. stands.



Ongoing Perspectives
I. Grace, Faith, andWorks: The Order of the Kingdom
The theological crisis within much contemporary Christian ministry is not a denial ofgrace, but a distortion of order.
Transactional systems invert the Gospel:
Works are required to obtain acceptance.Performance is exchanged for favor.Obedience is demanded before belonging.
This is not New Covenant theology.It is religious economy.
Scripture establishes a different foundation:
Note the A.R.T.
“By grace are ye saved through faith; and that not of yourselves: it is the giftof God:Not of works, lest any man should boast.”(Ephesians 2:8–9, KJV)
Note the next verse as mentioning TRANSACTION CORE
“Not by works of righteousness which we have done, but according to hismercy he saved us…”(Titus 3:5, KJV)
“Therefore we conclude that a man is justified by faith without the deeds ofthe law.”(Romans 3:28, KJV)
Salvation is gift, not wage.Justification is grace, not compensation.
Yet Scripture also commands reverent participation:
“Work out your own salvation with fear and trembling.”(Philippians 2:12, KJV)
This command is not transactional. It is relational. The apostolic logic is completedimmediately:



“For it is God which worketh in you both to will and to do of his goodpleasure.”(Philippians 2:13, KJV)
The “work” of the believer is not purchase, but cooperation.
Paul therefore restores the proper sequence:
“For we are his workmanship, created in Christ Jesus unto good works…”(Ephesians 2:10, KJV)
II. Addendum: “Not of Works” — and Yet “Work Out”
Paul’s teaching is not contradictory. It is ordered.
Salvation is not earned.But salvation is lived out.
“Not by works of righteousness which we have done, but according to his mercy hesaved us…”(Titus 3:5, KJV)
“Therefore we conclude that a man is justified by faith without the deeds of the law.”(Romans 3:28, KJV)
These passages define the Gospel’s foundation: justification is gift, not wage.
But Scripture also commands growth, discipline, and reverent perseverance:
“Work out your own salvation with fear and trembling.”(Philippians 2:12, KJV)
This is not a command to earn salvation. The next verse clarifies the source of power:
“For it is God which worketh in you both to will and to do of his good pleasure.”(Philippians 2:13, KJV)
So the “work” is not purchase. It is participation.
A.R.T. Layer (Order of Salvation):Grace→ Faith→ Union→ Fruit (works)
Transactional Layer (False Order):Works→ Approval→ Status→ Control
Paul even includes the correct placement of works immediately after grace:



“For we are his workmanship, created in Christ Jesus unto good works…”(Ephesians 2:10, KJV)
Good works are not the price of entry.They are the evidence of new creation.
Grace: God’s undeserved giving of life, pardon, and belonging in Christ. (Eph. 2:8–9)Faith: Trusting union with Christ—receiving what He has done. (Rom. 5:1–2)Works: The fruit of abiding—what emerges after union, not before it. (John 15:5; Eph.2:10)Mercy: God’s covenant compassion that rescues and restores. (Titus 3:5)Transaction: Any system that treats obedience as currency to obtain identity,covering, favor, or belonging.
“Now to him that worketh is the reward not reckoned of grace, but of debt.”(Romans 4:4, KJV)
Transactional religion turns God into an employer who owes wages.The Gospel reveals God as Father who gives adoption.
“Ye have not received the spirit of bondage again to fear; but ye havereceived the Spirit of adoption…”(Romans 8:15, KJV)
III. Point Of A.R.T. Order of Authority:
Grace→ Faith→ Union→ Fruit (Works)
Transactional Order of Authority:
Works→ Approval→ Status→ Control
The former produces sons and daughters.The latter produces servants under fear.
“Now to him that worketh is the reward not reckoned of grace, but of debt.”(Romans 4:4, KJV)
Transactional theology turns God into an employer.The Gospel reveals Him as Father.
“Ye have not received the spirit of bondage again to fear; but ye havereceived the Spirit of adoption…”(Romans 8:15, KJV)



Thus mercy is not leniency.Mercy is covenant restoration.
Thus faith is not mental assent.Faith is abiding trust.
Thus works are not currency.Works are the visible fruit of life in Christ.
Canon Seal
The Kingdom of God is not built on exchange.It is built on grace.
Where grace governs, obedience becomes joyful.Where transaction governs, obedience becomes fearful.
This is the dividing line between Babylon and Christ.This is the dividing line between control and covenant.
This is the heart of A.R.T. Canon IV



Chapter 18
Europe: Law Replaces Relationship
© 2026 Taveau D’Arcy Creative Leadership. All rights reserved.
1. The First Church: A.R.T. Core Authority
The apostolic Church was not structured as a legal institution.It functioned as a relational body.
Acts 2–6 reveals governance through:

· Teaching of the apostles
· Fellowship (κοινωνία, koinōnia)
· Prayer and shared life
· Mutual submission and accountability
· Servant leadership rather than positional domination

Authority flowed from spiritual maturity and relational trust, not from office alone.
The First Church prioritized:

· Christ over institution
· Relationship over regulation
· Conscience over coercion
· Formation over performance

This is A.R.T. Core ecclesiology.
2. Constantine and the Rise of Transactional Authority
With Constantine, Christianity became fused with imperial administration.What had been pastoral became juridical.
Roman legal logic entered ecclesial life:

· Law replaced discernment.
· Hierarchy replaced mutual submission.
· Enforcement replaced shepherding.
· Uniformity replaced relational diversity.

This marked the birth of Transaction Core Christianity.



3. Canon Law and Hierarchical Control
Medieval Europe developed extensive canon law.Spiritual oversight became legal oversight.
The Church increasingly governed by:

· Courts rather than conscience
· Penalties rather than repentance
· Compliance rather than conversion

Authority moved from relational care to institutional surveillance.
Top-Down Authority Defined:A model in which power flows primarily from office, not from relationship, and isenforced through position rather than trust.
4. Effects onWomen and Ministry Calling
Under A.R.T. Core, women functioned as:

· Witnesses of resurrection
· Prophetic voices
· Patrons and leaders of house churches
· Co-laborers in apostolic mission

Under Transaction Core systems, women were increasingly:
· Restricted by office rather than giftedness
· Silenced by hierarchy rather than affirmed by fruit
· Defined by law rather than by calling

Theological interpretation narrowed as institutional preservation replaced relationaldiscernment.
5. Scripture, Tradition, and Hearing God
In the First Church:

· Scripture was lived and taught.
· Tradition served revelation.
· The Spirit guided communal discernment.

In Transaction Core systems:
· Tradition becomes regulation.
· Scripture becomes instrument.



· Hearing God is replaced by policy.
Abiding relationship is displaced by procedural obedience.
6. Money and Authority
A.R.T. Core funding was relational and missional:

· Voluntary giving
· Shared resources
· Support of the poor and the work

Transactional systems introduced:
· Financial obligation as control
· Institutional preservation as priority
· Revenue as measure of success

Economic power became entwined with spiritual authority.
7. Effects on the Modern Church
Many contemporary church conflicts arise from this inherited structure:

· Hierarchical dominance
· Fear-based submission
· Rule-driven spirituality
· Leadership insulated from accountability

Where law replaces relationship, Christ’s governance is obscured.
8. Canon Conclusion
Europe’s legacy is not merely historical.It is theological and structural.
Whenever institutional law supersedes relational authority, the Transaction Core isreborn.
And wherever A.R.T. is restored, the Church begins again to look like Christ.
Life History:Very First Church Apostolic Community to ImperialStructure
The earliest Church governed itself through relational apostolic authority (Acts 2–6).Doctrine was transmitted by teaching, correction, and communal discernment, not byjuridical systems.



After Constantine, Christianity became embedded within Roman imperialadministration. The Church increasingly adopted Roman legal categories to preserveorthodoxy and social order.
This marked a theological shift:
Relationship-centered governance yielded to codified authority.
2. Canon Law and the Institutionalization of Control
Medieval Christendom developed elaborate systems of canon law. Spiritual oversightbecame legal oversight.
Where Scripture once formed conscience, courts now enforced conformity.
Authority moved from shepherding to surveillance.
3. Theological Consequences
When law becomes primary:
• fear of displeasing the high authority replaces trust• accusation (new laws and rules, then customs, tradtions) replaces relationship andauthority, persons restoration (ignorance, sins, healing of differences)• obedience becomes strictly enforced duty and compliance• holiness becomes ‘rules and outward” regulation, not all governed by the Bible
The Gospel is overseer managed and watched rather than embodied.
4. Christological Displacement
Christ’s relational (community Ephesians 5:21 “mutual submissions (no big leader I’s orlittle yous) also community Eph 4) governance is replaced by institutional security.
The Church retains the “name of Christ” but governs with basterdized human imperiallogic.
5. Canon Conclusion
Europe’s legacy is not merely historical.It is structural. It is formal and autocratic and what many expect to be “theChurch”’”The Pastor”or the Worthy Saints.
Point:Whenever these religious rules, laws, decrees (which are above what God hasstated in His Holy Bible scripture, then man’s humans law replace relationship and thatis THE Transaction Core at work



Chapter 19
The Hammer of the Witch: Law, Fear, and theTheology of SuspicionEurope andWitchWatching Modern Effects
© 2026 Taveau D’Arcy Creative Leadership. All rights reserved.
1. From Pastoral Care to Juridical Religion
The early Church was formed around pastoral care, confession, repentance,reconciliation, and restoration. Authority functioned relationally, not investigatively.
Over centuries, however, portions of the Western Church gradually shifted fromshepherding souls to policing purity. Sin was no longer primarily healed; it wasprosecuted. Holiness became something to be enforced through detection rather thancultivated through discipleship.
This shift produced one of the most destructive theological instruments in Christianhistory:
Malleus Maleficarum (“The Hammer of Witches,” 1487).
This text did not arise from apostolic theology, nor from the life and teachings of Christ.It arose from juridical fear—the belief that hidden evil was widespread, internal, anddiscoverable only by extraordinary investigative authority.
2. WhoWrote the Hammer—andWhy It Mattered
TheMalleus Maleficarum was authored byHeinrich Kramer, a Dominican friar andinquisitor, with attribution also given to Jacob Sprenger (though Sprenger’s actualinvolvement is debated by historians).
Kramer was not a marginal figure. He was a church-appointed investigator whoseauthority rested on legal mandate, not pastoral relationship.
The text argued that:

· witches existed in large numbers
· they operated secretly within Christian society
· ordinary legal safeguards were insufficient
· suspicion itself was a valid starting point for prosecution

This book became amanual, not merely a theory. It shaped ecclesiastical and civilcourts across Europe for centuries.



3. HowManyWere Accused—and HowMany Died
Between approximately 1450 and 1750, historians estimate that:

· 40,000 to 60,000 people were executed for witchcraft in Europe
· Hundreds of thousands more were accused, imprisoned, tortured, ordisplaced
· Roughly 75–85% of the accused were women

These were not symbolic deaths. They were real human beings—mothers, widows,healers, the poor, the outspoken, the socially inconvenient.
The killings were carried out through church-influenced courts, often with clericaloversight or theological justification.
This was not fringe superstition.It was institutionalized religious violence.
4. Accusative Suspicion, Fear and Ministry Gender Bias BecameLegal Evidence
The theological logic of witch courts inverted biblical justice.
Under this system:

· accusation functioned as proof
· dreams, visions, personality traits, grief responses, and nonconformity wereadmissible evidence
· torture was justified as a means of “revealing truth”
· confession extracted under pain was treated as validation

This is Transaction Core logic fully codified:
guilt is presumedinnocence must be earnedcompliance determines survival
The Gospel requires witnesses, process, repentance, and restoration (Matthew 18).Witch-hunt theology required confession, extraction, and elimination.
5. WhyWomenWere Targeted
Women were disproportionately accused not because they were more sinful, but becausethey weremore vulnerable within patriarchal and fear-driven systems.
Women were often:



· economically dependent
· socially marginal
· widowed or unmarried
· healers or caretakers
· emotionally expressive
· religiously devout outside male supervision

These traits were reframed as spiritual threat.
Relational intuition was rebranded as deception.Emotional intelligence was rebranded as manipulation.Difference was rebranded as danger.
This was not discernment.It was domination baptized as holiness.
6. The Fruit: What This Theology Produced
Jesus taught that truth is known by fruit.
The fruit of witch-hunt theology was:

· terror replacing trust
· silence replacing confession
· compliance replacing conscience
· death replacing restoration
· fear replacing faith

Where Christ healed the accused, witch courts eliminated them.Where Christ restored dignity, witch courts destroyed identity.
This theology did not protect holiness.It devoured the vulnerable.
7. Christological Contrast
Point: A.R.T. is Jesus Method and Hero, Ministry, Pure Authority MaleModel
Jesus never conducted investigations into people’s private thoughts.He never authorized suspicion as wisdom.He never legitimized anonymous accusation.He never treated intuition as proof of guilt.
Christ’s authority was relational, not prosecutorial.



The witch trials stand as the antithesis of A.R.T.They represent what happens when law replaces relationship and fear replacesfaith.
8. Why This Still Matters Today
This chapter does not exist to accuse modern Christians.
Most contemporary leaders do not intend harm.
However, the same theological logic can reappear whenever:

· leaders claim special insight into hidden motives
· suspicion replaces relationship
· intuition replaces process
· accusation replaces conversation
· dissent is reframed as rebellion
· women are disproportionately labeled, warned against, or isolated

This is not the same action—but it is the same fruit.
The Church must judge systems by fruit, not intent.
9. A.R.T. Canon Conclusion
TheHammer of the Witch stands as historical proof of what happens when:

· fear becomes doctrine
· law replaces relationship
· authority divorces from Christ’s character

The Church must never forget this lesson.
Christ did not come to expose hidden enemies.He came to reconcile lost people.
Where A.R.T. governs, suspicion has no jurisdiction.Where fear governs, the hammer eventually returns.
This is the dividing line.
Canon Seal
The Gospel heals.The hammer destroys.
This chapter is intentionally heavy—because the history is heavy.



The Church owes the dead its memory.



Chapter 20
Colonial USA Christianity and the Return of theWitches Hammer
HowMedieval “Witch-Hunt” Logic Reappears in ModernProphetic Movements Right Now
© 2026 Taveau D’Arcy Creative Leadership. All rights reserved.
Why This Chapter Exists
“To Many Office “prophetic” Seers GoneWild”
Some modern “prophetic” cultures feel cold, harsh, suspicious, joyless, and “all-knowing.” They claim they are protecting holiness, but the fruit often looks like:

· fear and intimidation
· constant suspicion and accusation
· mind-reading / vibe-reading
· rumor-prophecy (“people have been saying…”)
· leaders who “scan” people
· women labeled as witches or Jezebels
· “elite” inner circles that cannot be questioned

That is not the Spirit of Christ.
This chapter explains where that pattern comes from historically, what Scripture saysabout it, and how leaders can be trained out of it.
1. The European Root: When the Church Shifted fromShepherding to Hunting
Explained Like to a Thoughtful 12-Year-Old
Imagine a shepherd who is supposed to protect sheep from wolves.Now imagine the shepherd starts suspecting the sheep are the wolves.
Instead of feeding, healing, and guarding them, he begins watching them, interrogatingthem, and punishing them for “what he senses.”
That is what happened in parts of Europe over time: leadership drifted from pastoralcare into spiritual policing.



Academic Training Point
By the late medieval and early modern period, a fear-based spiritual imaginationdeveloped within segments of the Church: the belief that hidden enemies wereembedded inside Christian communities and could be uncovered through specialmethods and special authorities.
One well-known text reflecting this logic isMalleus Maleficarum (“Hammer ofWitches,” 1487), associated with inquisitorial witch-hunt theology.
Key idea: once leaders accept invisible guilt as a legitimate category, they soon acceptinvisible evidence.
This is the DNA of spiritual surveillance.
2. Salem: Importing a Theology of Fear into Early America
Who Cotton Mather Was
Cotton Mather was a major Puritan minister and public intellectual in colonial NewEngland. He came from an elite ministerial family: his father, Increase Mather, wasa prominent Boston minister and served as President of Harvard College.
Salem was not run by uneducated extremists.It emerged within a serious religious culture where leading clergy and theological ideascarried real authority.
mood swings, inner vibes, divining?
Spectral Evidence (Plain Definition)
Spectral evidence meant claims such as:“I read their spirits(souls) inner perceived her, a few his, inner most thoughts ,actions,their secret thirst”“And I had a spooky feeling about their looks, what I’d heard about them, her, him/
“I am very troubled, spooked ( I glance at them and feel strange, fear) Plus by their vibe,demeanor.” It is very troubling, I think we ought to report them to the elders”
Or ...“I had a dream that she committed adultery, was being unfaithful”
Another : “My beloved sister once told me that she had a frightening nightmare wherethat person’s spirit,their specter, attacked her. I feel that she is a witch!”
These claims could not be tested like ordinary evidence, yet they were treated as proof.



In Salem, spectral evidence became a dominant and destructive form of religious“knowledge,” later widely repudiated.
Why This Matters Today
Salem normalized a religious logic that sounds hauntingly modern:

· “We can see what others cannot.”
· “We know what is hidden.”
· “The invisible realm proves your guilt.”
· “Our spiritual impressions are enough.”

This is the same logic structure found in modern vibe-reading, mind-reading, anddivining people “in the spirit.”
3. Increase Mather, Harvard Power, and Elite Clergy Culture
Increase Mather was a powerful Puritan leader—minister, political influencer, andpresident of Harvard College during a prolonged period of institutional transition(approximately 1685–1701).
Harvard in that era was deeply entangled with religious authority and civic power.Debates over faith, threat, and leadership were not merely academic; they shapedcolonial society itself.
4. Cotton Mather’s Harvard Ambition—andWhy It Matters
Cotton Mather sought the presidency of Harvard but was repeatedly passed over.
Historians cite several contributing factors:

· lingering backlash from the Salem trials
· political realignments in colonial leadership
· institutional desire to distance Harvard from clerical extremism
· the installation of John Leverett in 1708, signaling a shift in direction

Training PointWhen religious cultures become elite, competitive, and status-conscious, leaders aretempted to treat spiritual authority like a ladder.
When leaders crave status, they often crave control.When they crave control, they crave insider knowledge.That is where divination-like practices enter wearing church language.



5. Defining the Modern Sins Clearly
Explained Simply

· Mind-reading: claiming to know someone’s motives or thoughts without theirtestimony
· Vibe-reading: treating a personal feeling as proof of guilt
· Divining people: seeking hidden knowledge to control, shame, rank, or silenceothers

Biblical-Ethical Definition
Divination, in this context, is any attempt to access hidden knowledge for power whilebypassing God’s safeguards: truth, humility, relational accountability, and righteousprocess.
When this is dressed in Christian language but produces opposite fruit, it is counterfeitdiscernment.
6. Biblical Correction: What Jesus and the Spirit Do Not Permit
A. Jesus Rejects Independent “Seer Power” (John 5)
Jesus explicitly refuses self-authorized revelation:

· He does nothing “of himself” apart from the Father (John 5:19).
· He refuses self-driven judgment (John 5:30).

A leader who scans people independently, intrusively, and punitively does not resembleChrist.
B. The Spirit Leads into Truth, Not Paranoia (John 16:13)
The Spirit of truth guides.He does not create cultures of rumor, suspicion, and surveillance.
C. The Fruit Must Match Christ

· 2 Timothy 1:7 — God does not govern by fear
· James 3:17 — wisdom from above is gentle, peaceable, merciful, impartial

If “discernment” produces fear, intimidation, and harsh suspicion, it is not biblicalwisdom.
7. Why 2 Kings 6:12 Is Misused
Elisha’s insight protected God’s people during national crisis.
It was not:



· permission to scan church members
· a method for accusation without relationship
· a tool for elite control

A true word of knowledge protects and restores.Counterfeit “seer surveillance” intimidates and controls.
8. WhyWomen Become Targets
Historically, witch-hunt logic disproportionately targeted women—especially those whowere vulnerable, outspoken, nonconforming, or outside male protection.
This pattern easily merges with authoritarian religious movements.
Labels such as “Jezebel,” “witch,” and “rebellious” become tools to silence conscienceand punish difference.
This cultural memory is later reflected in The Scarlet Letter, which—though fictional—captures how Puritan shame culture publicly marked women for moral failure whilemale authority largely escaped equivalent judgment.
This is not New Testament shepherding.It is a colonial control reflex.
9. The A.R.T. Standard: Walking in the Light (1 John 1:7)
A.R.T. rejects hidden accusation cultures.
Walking in the light means:

· honest conversation
· relational accountability
· correction without humiliation
· evidence that can be examined
· humility that can be questioned

Where leaders walk in the light, spiritual police are unnecessary.
10. Leader Training Diagnostic
When someone says, “The Lord showed me…,” quietly ask:
1. Does this produce love and a sound mind (2 Tim. 1:7), or fear?
2. Does it reflect James 3:17—gentle, peaceable, merciful?
3. Does it move toward light (1 John 1:7) or secrecy and insinuation?
4. Is it protective and restorative, or reputation-destroying?
5. Can it be tested, or is it declared unquestionable?



Unquestionable revelation is how spiritual abuse gains immunity.
Canon Seal
The Church does not need more spiritual surveillance.It needs restored shepherding.
Clarification : May seem a RepriseDistinguishing A.R.T. CORE from Transactional “EliteCORE”
It must be stated with precision that not every community claiming spiritualdepth, prophetic insight, or relational closeness is operating within A.R.T.CORE authority.
A.R.T. CORE is defined by relational governance grounded in abiding trust,accountability, and transparency before God and others.
By contrast, a transactional elite CORE emerges when authority is establishedthrough hierarchical spiritual access, selective scrutiny, and unchallengeableinsight rather than mutual relationship.
Such systems often adopt spiritual language while functioning through:

· asymmetrical power
· hidden evaluation
· fear-based compliance
· accusation without process

Though frequently justified as discernment, this pattern represents a transactionalauthority structure, not relational authority. Its logic aligns historically with witch-hunt cultures, inquisitorial theology, and fear-governed systems of control.
The critical distinction is not intensity of belief, butmode of authority.
Plain-Language Explanation
Some groups look very close, very spiritual, and very serious about God—but thatdoesn’t always mean they are healthy.
A.R.T. CORE means people lead by relationship.Transactional CORE means people lead by other people pleasing, to get funds,big compliance, rewards or cool perks
They are not the same.



What A.R.T. CORE Looks Like (Broken Down Simply)
Academically: A.R.T. CORE operates through relational trust, open accountability,and truth that can be examined.
Simply:

· Leaders talkwith people, not about them
· Questions are allowed
· Correction happens face-to-face
· No one is secretly ranked or watched

People feel safe to be honest.
What Transactional “Elite CORE” Looks Like
Academically:Transactional CORE functions through elite spiritual authority, unverifiable claims, andasymmetric power that resists accountability.
Simply:

· Leaders say, “God showed me something about you,” but won’t explain or discussit
· Some people are watched more than others
· Rumors feel spiritual
· Being questioned feels dangerous
· Fear keeps people in line

Instead of relationship, control runs the group.
Weaponized “Seer” Authority Explained
Academically:Weaponized seer authority occurs when claimed spiritual insight is used as a governingtool rather than a gift for restoration.
Simply:This happens when leaders:

· use “spiritual vision” to point out people
· treat feelings or impressions like proof
· shame or isolate people “for holiness”
· act proud of seeing what others cannot

That is not wisdom.That is power dressed up as spirituality.



Why This Is Not A.R.T. (Very Clear)
Academically:A.R.T. CORE rejects authority that requires secrecy, intimidation, or elite access tohidden knowledge.
Simply:If a group needs fear to work, it is not God’s way.
Jesus did not:

· secretly investigate people
· Keep them ostracized,
· Have caste systems in the very First Church Faith
· expose them publicly
· rule by intimidation
· Tolerate gossip or believe a wicked report (Isaiah 11:-2-3(

He walked in the light.
The Historical Warning (Connected to Salem but now in Ministrycharismatics)
Academically:This same structure—hidden guilt, invisible evidence, unquestionable authority—defined witch-trial theology and resulted in systemic abuse and death.
Simply:This is how innocent people were accused and killed in history.
That is why this pattern matters now.
Final Diagnostic Statement
Any system that governs by secrecy, accusation, or elite spiritual access is transactionalin nature, regardless of the language it uses.
Final Diagnostic Plain Language
If leaders have to scare people or secretly watch them to stay in control, something iswrong.

Canon Seal
A.R.T. CORE produces sons and daughters who grow.Transactional CORE produces insiders and targets.



Christ builds one.History warns us about the other.
This Chapter Footnotes & References
Author Note
These references are provided for historical grounding and theological clarity; thechapter’s argument rests on Scripture and pastoral discernment rather than speculativereconstruction.
1. Medieval Witch-Hunt LogicOn the development of inquisitorial witch-hunt theology and methods in late medievalEurope, see Heinrich Kramer and Jacob Sprenger,Malleus Maleficarum (1487). Whilemodern scholarship debates its precise influence, the text reflects a wider fear-basedspiritual imagination that normalized invisible guilt and extraordinary investigativemethods.
2. SalemWitch Trials and Spectral EvidenceFor historical discussion of spectral evidence and its destructive role in the Salem trials,see Bernard Rosenthal, Salem Story: Reading the Witch Trials of 1692 (CambridgeUniversity Press, 1993). Spectral evidence was controversial even at the time and laterrepudiated by colonial leaders.
3. Cotton Mather and Public InfluenceCotton Mather (1663–1728) was a prominent Puritan minister and intellectual whosewritings influenced colonial religious life. His involvement in the Salem crisis andsubsequent public backlash are discussed in Kenneth Silverman, The Life and Times ofCotton Mather (Harper & Row, 1984).
4. Increase Mather and Harvard CollegeIncrease Mather (1639–1723) served as president of Harvard College during a period ofinstitutional and political instability. On Harvard’s early clerical governance and thetransition toward a less theologically dominated administration, see Samuel EliotMorison, Three Centuries of Harvard, 1636–1936 (Harvard University Press).
5. Cotton Mather and the Harvard PresidencyCotton Mather sought but did not obtain the Harvard presidency. Historians citemultiple contributing factors, including political shifts, institutional reform, andlingering controversy from Salem. See David D. Hall, A Reforming People: Puritanismand the Transformation of Public Life in New England (University of North CarolinaPress).



6. Gender andWitch-Hunt AccusationsWomen were disproportionately accused and executed in European and colonial witchtrials, particularly those who were socially vulnerable or non-conforming. See Carol F.Karlsen, The Devil in the Shape of a Woman (W. W. Norton, 1987).
7. Cultural Memory and Gendered ShameNathaniel Hawthorne’s The Scarlet Letter (1850), though fictional, reflects enduringcultural memory of Puritan moral surveillance and the public shaming of women,shaped by colonial religious history and inherited social norms.
8. Divination and Hidden Knowledge in ScriptureBiblical prohibitions against divination emphasize attempts to access hidden knowledgefor power or control rather than trust in God’s revealed will (see Deuteronomy 18:9–14).New Testament correction consistently centers truth, humility, and relationalaccountability (John 5:19; James 3:17).
9. Walking in the LightThe ethical framework of “walking in the light” as opposed to hidden accusation isdrawn from 1 John 1:7 and reflects early Christian emphasis on transparency,repentance, and restored fellowship rather than spiritual surveillance.
Footnotes & References
1. Malleus Maleficarum (1487), Heinrich Kramer & Jacob Sprenger.2. Bernard Rosenthal, Salem Story: Reading the Witch Trials of 1692.3. Kenneth Silverman, The Life and Times of Cotton Mather.4. Samuel Eliot Morison, Three Centuries of Harvard.5. David D. Hall, A Reforming People.6. Carol F. Karlsen, The Devil in the Shape of a Woman.7. Nathaniel Hawthorne, The Scarlet Letter (1850).8. Deuteronomy 18:9–14; John 5; James 3:17.9. 1 John 1:7.



Chapter 21
Revival as Abiding Relationship, NotTransactional Religion
(C) 2026 Taveau D’Arcy All copyrights reserved
True Revival
Recovering the First-Church Meaning of Revival
Point: A.R.T. — Abiding Relationship Theology
A.R.T. understands God not as a system to be managed, but as a Person to be known.
Authority, holiness, obedience, and power all flow from abiding relationship withGod (John 15), not from fear, performance, or control.
In A.R.T., we do not “use” God.We walk with Him.
Point: Transactional Religion
Transactional religion treats God as an exchange:
“I perform — God must respond.”
It produces:
• fear instead of faith• image instead of integrity• power instead of purity• compliance instead of conscience• control instead of care
It can look successful and still be spiritually barren.
Revival (Biblical Meaning)
Revival is God restoring His people to living, obedient, loving relationshipwith Himself.
Revival is not first emotional excitement.It is covenantal return.



God’s Own Definition of Revival (KJV)
2 Chronicles 7:14 (P.S. it’s conditional)
“If my people, which are called by my name, shall humble themselves, and pray, andseek my face, and turn from their wicked ways; then will I hear from heaven, andwill forgive their sin, and will heal their land.”
Notice the order:
Humility→ Prayer→ Seeking God’s face→ Turning from sin→ Forgiveness→Healing.
Power is not mentioned.Relationship is.
Psalm 85:6
“Wilt thou not revive us again: that thy people may rejoice in thee?”
Revival brings joy in God, not fear of leaders.
Isaiah 57:15
“For thus saith the high and lofty One that inhabiteth eternity, whose name is Holy; Idwell in the high and holy place, with him also that is of a contrite and humblespirit, to revive the spirit of the humble, and to revive the heart of thecontrite ones.”
God revives humility, not religious causes, bless me, famous elite ministry or “I amright” pride.
Hosea 6:1–2
“Come, and let us return unto the LORD: for he hath torn, and he will heal us…After two days will he revive us: in the third day he will raise us up, and weshall live in his sight.”
Revival is return, healing, and restored living before God.
Habakkuk 3:2
“O LORD, I have heard thy speech, and was afraid: O LORD, revive thy work in themidst of the years…”
Revival is God’s work renewed, not man’s performance magnified.



Ministry Point: “Return to the LORD”
What God Means by Turning Back, Repentance, and Revival
I. Isaiah’s Vision and the Holy God
(Isaiah 6:1–2, KJV)
“In the year that king Uzziah died I saw also the Lord sitting upon a throne, highand lifted up, and his train filled the temple.Above it stood the seraphims…”
Isaiah sees God not as convenient, but as holy, sovereign, and weighty.
This vision comes in a time of national and spiritual decline.Before God speaks of mission, He revealswho He is.
Training point:People cannot return to God if they no longer know who God is.
Revival always begins with a restored vision of God’s holiness.
II. Hosea and the Cost of Restoration
(Hosea 3:2, KJV)
“So I bought her to me for fifteen pieces of silver, and for an homer of barley,and an half homer of barley:”
Hosea’s life is God’s living parable.
Israel had “left” the Lord through unfaithfulness.God’s answer is not abandonment — it is redemptive pursuit.
God “buys back” what has wandered.
Training point:To “return to the Lord” is not merely to stop sinning.It is to come back into covenant love.
III. What “Turn Back to the LORD” Means in the Old Testament
The Hebrew idea behind “turn” ,טׁוש) shuv) means:
• to return• to turn around• to come back home• to restore relationship



It is relational before it is behavioral.
God’s repeated call to Israel:
“Return unto me.”“Turn ye, turn ye.”“Come back.”
Why?
Because the people had not only broken rules.They had broken relationship.
IV. Here is Why God Kept Saying It
God called Israel to return because:
1. They had replaced trust with ritual.
2. They had replaced obedience with performance.
3. They had replaced love with convenience.
4. They had replaced covenant with control.
5. They had replaced God with religion.

This is transactional faith.
God wanted A.R.T. before the term existed:
Abiding relationship, loyal love, faithful walking.
V. Repentance in Scripture
Repentance is not shame.It is direction change.
It is not self-hatred.It is return to God.
“Rend your heart, and not your garments, and turn unto the LORD your God.” (Joel2:13, KJV)
God wants the heart, not the show.
VI. Revival Defined Biblically
Revival is what happens when:
• people see God again• hearts turn back



• conscience awakens• obedience is restored• love is renewed• relationship is healed
Revival is relational restoration.
First Church New Testament and Revival
John the Baptist preached:
“Repent ye: for the kingdom of heaven is at hand.” (Matthew 3:2, KJV)
And Luke explains:
“To turn the hearts… and the disobedient to the wisdom of the just; to makeready a people prepared for the Lord.” (Luke 1:17, KJV)
Same message.Same God.Same A.R.T.
First Love FruitDefine Very First Church “Return to the Lord”
“Return to the LORD” means:
Come back to trust.Come back to obedience.Come back to love.Come back to humility.Come back to holiness.Come back to relationship.
Not to religion.
God never wanted performance.He always wanted people.



Revival A.R.T. Abiding True Relationship Fruits
And that is the meaning of repentance, revival, and restoration — from Genesis to theFirst Church.
Luke 1:16–17 (Note the A.R.T. Relationship Valuing Teaching Perspective) (notbodies, a head count, drawing big numbers, bells and whistles, falling out under thepower, making the headlines but inter-generational healing and power.
“Andmany of the children of Israel shall he turn to the Lord their God.And he shall go before him in the spirit and power of Elias, to turn thehearts of the fathers to the children, and the disobedient to the wisdom ofthe just; to make ready a people prepared for the Lord.”

True Revival
Revival is heart-turning, relational healing, and moral re-ordering.
1 Peter 4:17 (very first church the Rock...Apostle Peter )
“For the time is come that judgment must begin at the house of God…”
Revival beginswith God’s people, not the world.
Revival Fruit
A Presence of Absence of The Fear of the Lord
Proverbs 2:2–5
“So that thou incline thine ear unto wisdom… Then shalt thou understand the fearof the LORD, and find the knowledge of God.”
Fear of the Lord is reverent obedience, not intimidation.
Transactional systems replace the fear of God with lack of First Love Bibleknowing or time apart with with Him, Many use up all of their time and energy to getcontracts serve people, meet family needs and more. They love this present world (it’smoney, energy , stuff) and it’s mixture. For it uses TRANSACTIONS to meet its needsnot abiding seeking relationship with the Maker of All Things: the Lord God Himself



A Transactional Religion Blocks A.R.T. Pure Revival
Isaiah 1:11–17 (selected, KJV)
“To what purpose is the multitude of your sacrifices unto me? saith the LORD…Bring no more vain oblations…Wash you, make you clean; put away the evil of your doings…Learn to do well; seek judgment, relieve the oppressed…”
God rejects religious activity that lacks relational righteousness.
Elijah and the False Idea of Revival
1 Kings 18:21
“How long halt ye between two opinions? if the LORD be God, follow him…”
Fire came later.Repentance came first.
Power confronts false worship, but revival restores right relationship.

Luke 1:17 = A.R.T.
The Revival Mandate Explained
John’s mission was not spectacle.It was preparation.
He turned hearts.He healed relationships. Also big generational splits. Family , life , relationshipaccusative fault finding.
A.R.T. with Christ re-aligned hearts then following that his/her consciences as wellfamilies and ministers and giant churches and small one and through that ittransformed many persons lives and areas then society.Right now we need Jesus restored wisdom.
Also, He prepared people to meet His Father in Eternity at the end of this Life’sJourney.
This is main example of A.R.T. revival.



VIII. Summary for the Future Church
True revival is:
• relational before it is acclaimed and well known, powerful• repentant before it is expressive, interacting, “focused on many valuable team players’and emotional demonstrative, bragging on Jesus and what HE does for other people
• A.R.T. humble and will not work to achieve making a Good Impression ,as they allowthe Lord to do all of that “through them” as in Psalm 127:1 ..to ensure that He gets all ofthe glory and honor
• It the bears the hallmark fruit of being Bible, apostolic First Church sure fruit asseparate along “individual Christ-centered human persons” before it labels itself as aBible brand (ex charismatic kind, other denomination)
• First Love authority A.R.T. prefers humility, soft righteous holiness before the Lord inprivate and in fellowship/church..and resists becoming “fruits of the popular Christianaccepted big standard”
Transactional religion may gather it’s big assemblies and enormousworship crowds. And so might the A.R.T. but the difference is Christ’s humilityamong the Christian servant leader elders, staff ,and ministry, lay ‘relationship valueand authentic respect” A.R.T. forms disciples.
And only A.R.T. revival saves souls.



Chapter 22
Discernment or Divination
Hocus Pocus, Prophetic Authority, True Holy Spirit, Orthe Abuse of Gifted Ministry ‘Inner Seeing”
© 2026 Taveau D’Arcy Creative Leadership. All rights reserved.
1. The Biblical Nature of Discernment
In biblical theology, discernment is never autonomous perception nor private cognitiveintuition.The Greek term διάκρισις (diakrisis) denotes the Spirit-governed capacity todistinguish, evaluate, and judge within covenantal and communal order.
“He that is spiritual judgeth all things…”(1 Corinthians 2:15, KJV)
Paul authorizes not intrusion or surveillance, but relational evaluation under the HolySpirit.
A.R.T. Layer: Discernment preserves relationship and restores order.Transactional Layer: Discernment acquires leverage and exercises control.
2. Divination Defined
Divination is the pursuit of knowledge severed from covenantal relationship and ethicalaccountability (Deut. 18:10–12). It substitutes power for trust and information forcommunion.
A.R.T. Principle:When knowledge serves persons, it remains discernment.When knowledge governs persons, it becomes divination.
3. The Christological Standard (Hebrews 1:1–2)
“God… hath in these last days spoken unto us by his Son.”(Hebrews 1:2)
The prophets mediate revelation.Christ embodies revelation.
Prophetic authority is therefore always subordinate to the Son-pattern.



A.R.T.: Revelation is participatory and redemptive.Transactional: Revelation is performative and coercive.
4. Discernment Without Rumor (Isaiah 11:2–3)
“He shall not judge after the sight of his eyes, neither reprove after the hearing of hisears.”
Messianic discernment is Spirit-governed, not impression-driven or gossip-based.
5. Authority as Servanthood (Isaiah 53)
Messianic authority is cross-shaped, not dominance-shaped.Transactional prophecy seeks power without suffering; A.R.T. prophecy bearsresponsibility for others.
6. The Pattern of Anointed Ministry (Acts 10:38)
“Jesus… went about doing good.”
Anointing expresses itself in accessibility, mercy, and healing—not elite mystique.
7. PowerWith Compassion (John 11:35)
“Jesus wept.”
True discernment never bypasses empathy.
8. Accusation Masquerading as Insight
When suspicion replaces evidence, intuition replaces testing, and exposure replacesrestoration, “seeing” becomes Transactional Core control.
9. Pauline Governance
“Prove all things.” (1 Thess. 5:21)“Let the prophets speak… and let the other judge.” (1 Cor. 14:29)
Discernment is communal, accountable, and weighty, for it has measure.
10. When “Prophecy Seeing” Becomes Status
Section: The Badge of Honor Problem
When movements prize:

· “I can read your inner most thirst love life.. from afar.”
· “My discernment is sharper than hers, his”
· “I am highest rank in this prophetic mantled office field.”
· “I am an eagle.”



Gifts become power-capital. To this author, this implies “a works” mentality, whichmakes it Transactional Core Achieved“working it.” What is the payoff? I get praised,lauded as high elite gifted mammon centric office...an impure motivated Demas! (seePaul Ephesians 4 )
False authority mirrors divination (Acts 8:20; 1 Sam. 15:23).
11. Why This Is Functionally Occult
Not by rituals—but by authority logic:

Occult Logic Transactional PropheticLogicHidden knowledge =power “Deep revelation” =authorityTechnique = access Method = “word”Elite initiates Prophetic hierarchyFear compliance “Submit or be exposed”Surveillance Discernment scanningThis is Christianized divination.
12. The Christ Pattern
Jesus never:

· Ranked any prophet or saint by their gift, title, calling or skill
· He never instituted elite seer castes.
· He was not one to self promote His many gifts or ministry.
· Neither did Jesus institute accusing watchdog, tale bearing and targeting gatekeeping ministry. Hebrew 1:9 says that He was fueled by abiding faith, love andJOY in His ongoing relationship with the Creator Father.
· He not schooled and ruled by fear. Not fear of lack, not fear of death, not fear oflosing all He had in the world, He did not fear the temple ministry accusation orhis reputation being smeared.Jesus not fear His mother’s or families disapproved, but He enduring loved andutmost respected and honored.
· Yet Christ did not fear being left out, being passed over or being regardedscapegoat, the area curiosity and out of order maverick, which surely accused himin the local temple system.
· Monetized access.or position, power and even renown perks never enticedJesus to become vain and to to compromise his gifting, prophetic voice, use histalents to get what He wanted or to make money. Jesus did not ‘use” persons forhe was A.R.T.CORE in Real Life Personified
· (I wish we could be. However we can, I can at least improve!)



· Jesus did not divine, avoid relationship and sit there in safe secludedcomfort “deep scanning folk” He would defile the ones that His Father createdand loved.
· Minister Christ was not immature, nor the least bit unhealthy, Neither was he aprophet/psychic voyeur, like many of these are just now.
· For Christ valued A.R.T. not Transaction which is ‘Go for the Turf, Get allthe Gain”
· Again, Jesus valued his A.R.T. time (abiding relationship alone with theFather and Holy Spirit) In the Bible, Apostle John reveals that Christ (innerperceiver) “heard and saw” what God was telling Him due to that relationship .See John 5 “his relationship apart with the Father.
· And neither Christ nor first church apostles Paul, Peter did not set upprophetic gatekeeping, much less gather prayer warriors, chosen elder to target“atypical” ‘spooky” first time visitors.Also Jesus would decry all score keeping, or suspicious fear about atypicalpersons or demons. Also, there is no record of First Church surveillance( werespectfully note that that is mostly the sign of Transactional CORE Leviticalpatriarchism )A.R.T. CORE Founder, Wise Minister Christ was never afraid. He knew HisFather, Holy Spirit and the leagues of angels were with him. So the leader Messiah wasnot one to be “spooked.

Instead of using high office ‘far away prophetic deep scanning (“mind reading/clairvoyant, ESP, new age or self important ministry “divining” Jesus was A.R.T.calm, relaxed and assured, despite what He inner realized would come.
· He Acts 10:38 ‘related” and reflected Hebrews 1:9 Overseer propheticminister “true joy”. Read Jesus in Hebrews 1:9 and how He as a person who wasthe Father God inside ..Himself “qualified”

Hebrews 1:9 (KJV):
“Thou hast loved righteousness, and hated iniquity; therefore God, even thyGod, hath anointed thee with the oil of gladness above thy fellows.”
Jesus Christ never bigoted toward or (being a subjective minister) wounded ordefiled any God formed beloved human, as He never (using demonic perceptive falsereligion) to elite objectify, them or to use His big gift in any wrong manner.
As the Father’s A.R.T. in Christ would would value each and would showcompassion on their and each of our, human condition, realizing that we reweak sinners by nature and only His power resting upon us, by abiding faithin Him can save us.



Instead Jesus saved, served and protected and tended to each and everysort of “lamb.”
And while saving Jesus office discerned and prophetic saw in the Spirit (ExampleJohn 5 Garden) it was not to exercise His rare gift. It was not for producing money orfollowers. It was only to to save, to redeem, to heal the many suffering lost.
And to reflect and to magnify and give all glory to His Father.

13. Canon Conclusion
True A.R.T with discernment is wonderful, as it is markedly relational, fulfilling andcalm, healing and restorative.
False discernment (with Transaction) is posturing, ambitious biased, fully humanorchestrated, is non servant and wants to be paid with favor, permission, also perks,power, influence, financial wins. “



Chapter 23
Is This the Church’s Last Stand?
Last-Days Evil, A.R.T., and the Spirit of Adoption vs. PervertedTransaction
© 2026 Taveau D’Arcy Creative Leadership. All rights reserved.
I. Two Governing Spirits
Paul’s language in Romans 8 is not metaphorical rhetoric. It is governmental theology.
“For ye have not received the spirit of bondage again to fear; but ye have received theSpirit of adoption, whereby we cry, Abba, Father.”(Romans 8:15, KJV)
Scripture presents two fundamentally different governing realities:
Bondage governs by fear, pressure, and performance.Adoption governs by belonging, relationship, and covenant security.
These are not moods.They are operating systems of authority.
Where fear becomes the organizing principle of leadership, the Spirit of adoption hasbeen displaced, even if Christian language remains.
II. Adoption as Relational Authority (A.R.T.)
Adoption establishes sanctuary relationship, following that identity before the solmemnexpected even required obedience.
In Christ, one does not obey in order to belong.One belongs, therefore one obeys.
This is the theological essence of A.R.T. — Abiding Relationship Theology.
Jesus does not build His Church through coercion.He forms it through sonship and daughterhood.
Relational authority flows from covenant, not from control.
III. Transaction as Spiritual Bondage
Transactional religion inevitably reconstructs bondage.



Its fruit is consistent and historically observable:
· fear of failure
· performance anxiety
· accusation cultures
· spiritual surveillance
· hierarchical insecurity
· image protection rather than truth formation

This is not discipline.It is spiritual economy — power exchanged for compliance.
And it cannot produce free sons and daughters.
IV. Pauline Governance of the Church
Paul’s ecclesiology is incompatible with domination models:
“Submitting yourselves one to another in the fear of God.”(Ephesians 5:21, KJV)
Authority in Christ is:

· mutual
· accountable
· relational
· ordered by holy fear, not by positional terror

Where submission is demanded but not reciprocated, the Pauline model has beenviolated.
V. The Body as the Instrument of Christ
Christ governs not by centralized coercion, but by corporate abiding.
Prayer, intercession, suffering, service, love, and truth are not secondary activities; theyare the very instruments through which Christ rules His Body.
Control never advances the Kingdom.Abiding always does.
VI. Canon IV Thesis: Authority Under Pressure
Canon IV examines what happens to leadership when fear enters the system.Authoritywill move in one of two directions:
Toward A.R.T. (Abiding – Relational – Truth)



· Or toward Transactional control
There is no neutral ground.
VII. The Idol-System Effect
(Psalm 115:4–9, KJV)
“They that make them are like unto them; so is every one that trusteth in them.”(Psalm 115:8)
Psalm 115 does not only describe carved idols.It reveals dead authority systems.
Transactional structures become:

· unseeing
· unhearing
· unfeeling
· unresponsive to repentance
· resistant to correction

And they reproduce leaders in their own image.
Living, relational A.R.T. authority exposes this lifelessness.Therefore, such systems seek to silence it.

VIII. Why A.R.T. Is Intolerable to Transactional Power
A.R.T. requires:

· light (1 John 1:7)
· humility (Isaiah 66:2)
· accountability (1 Corinthians 14:29)
· restoration (Galatians 6:1)
· holy fear (Proverbs 2:2–5)

Transactional authority survives by:
· narrative control
· rank enforcement
· fear-based compliance
· image management
· protection of power



Thus, A.R.T. becomes a threat rather than a gift.
(Proverbs 2:2–5, KJV)
“Then shalt thou understand the fear of the LORD, and find the knowledge ofGod.”
Where holy fear is absent, leaders fear loss of position more than loss of righteousness.
Discernment becomes defensive.Correction becomes persecution.Repentance becomes humiliation.
X. Isaiah’s Diagnosis
(Isaiah 1–10, Summary Theology)
Isaiah addresses leadership that remains religiously active yet morally blind.
Sacrifice continues.Worship persists.But justice disappears.
This is why “seeing” movements often become blind:activity remains, but relationship has died.
XI. Canon IV Pattern

A.R.T.Authority TransactionalAuthorityServantleadership Domination hierarchy
Repentant Self-justifyingCorrectable DefensiveFruit-producing Image-protectingLight-walking Surveillance-based

XII. Closing Word to the Church
When leaders stop fearing God, they begin fearing people.When leaders fear people, they use power to protect themselves.
Living authority always threatens dead systems.So dead systems attack living authority.



Isaiah saw it.The prophets suffered it.Jesus endured it.The apostles warned against it.
Canon IV teaches the Church to recognize it —and to return to A.R.T.
Final Canon IV Insight
Before law, before empire, before hierarchy, there was relationship.
And after the Cross, there must be relationship again.
This is not the Church’s last stand.It is her return.



Epilogue
A.R.T. and the Future Church
Returning to Abiding Relationship Before We Rebuild Power
A.R.T. Canon IV has not been written to win arguments.It has been written to save the Church from repeating her own wounds.
Across history, the people of God have rarely lost their faith first.They have lost their relational posture.
Power slowly replaced presence.Structure slowly replaced shepherding.Fear slowly replaced holy reverence.Performance slowly replaced abiding.
And each time, the same outcome followed:religion remained, but life departed.
A.R.T.Canon IV has traced this pattern — from pre-law foundations, throughprophetic correction, into modern charismatic and apostolic movements — to show thatauthority without relationship always becomes domination, and zeal without lovealways becomes injury.
The Future Church will not be built by louder voices, sharper structures, or strongercontrol systems.
It will be built by:
• leaders who walk in the light• shepherds who fear God more than they fear losing position• communities that choose repentance over performance• ministries that value fruit over fame• authority that serves instead of rules• power that heals instead of impresses
A.R.T. is not a new doctrine.It is the recovery of the First Church’s way.
Before law, before empire, before hierarchy — there was relationship.
And after the Cross, there must be relationship again.



This is the work of the Holy Spirit in our time.
Not to make the Church bigger —but to make her true.



Author’s Theological & Methodological Statement
A.R.T. CANON IV — PRE-LAW FOUNDATIONS
© 2026 Taveau D’Arcy Creative Leadership. All rights reserved.
Hermeneutical & Theological Framework
Canon IV operates from a relational-priority hermeneutic:
1. Relationship precedes regulation.(Gen. 1–2 before Exod. 19–20)
2. Authority is entrusted, not imposed.(Gen. 1:26–28; John 13:3–17)
3. Law is remedial, not foundational.(Gal. 3:19; Rom. 5:20)
4. Domination is a symptom of fracture, not of design.(Gen. 3:16; Matt. 20:25–28)
5. Discernment is restorative, not accusatory.(Gal. 6:1; Matt. 18:15–17)

This Canon therefore interprets Scripture not through institutional power structures,but through Edenic relational order restored in Christ.



Canon Roadmap (I–IV)
· Canon I: Original relational design — Abiding with God.
· Canon II: Fracture — The rise of transactional faith.
· Canon III: Distortion — Authority failure and spiritual abuse.
· Canon IV: Recovery — Pre-Law relational foundations restored in Christ.

Together, the Canon moves from creation, through fall, through distortion, and intoredemptive governance.
Theological Reference Notes
1. Genesis 1–2: Authority as stewardship, not domination.
2. Exodus 19–20: Law introduced after relational rupture.
3. 1 Samuel 8: Institutional authority requested in fear.
4. Matthew 20:25–28: Christ’s reversal of imperial power models.
5. John 15:1–7: Abiding as the foundation of fruit-bearing authority.
6. Galatians 3:19–25: Law as tutor, not governor.
7. Hebrews 3–4: Relational rest vs. performance religion.



Final Reader Note
This volume is not an argument against leadership.It is a restoration of leadership.
It is not a rejection of structure.It is a reordering of structure under relationship.
Where relationship is primary, authority heals.Where control replaces relationship, authority wounds.



Closing A.R.T. IV Canon Statement
When leadership departs from relational trust and moves into fear-based control,authority becomes distortion.
And in such distortion, this Canon names the spiritual pathology plainly:
Fear of woman brings a snare.



Final Reader Note
This volume has argued one central theological truth:
Before God gave law, He gave relationship.
Authority in Scripture was never designed to operate through domination, fear, orcoercion. It was entrusted within covenant, exercised through intimacy, and sustainedby responsibility.
When relationship fractures, systems arise. When systems dominate, abuse follows.When abuse is normalized, the witness of Christ is wounded.
Canon IV therefore calls the Church back—not to lawlessness, but to order rightly rootedin abiding union with God.
May this work strengthen leaders who choose courage over control, discernment overaccusation, and restoration over fear.
— Taveau D’Arcy
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