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Purpose and Scope

This document formalizes a comparative evaluation of enduring religious and moral traditions to
determine which a hypothetical average person would rationally select if required to commit
permanently to a single tradition. The analysis explicitly excludes metaphysical truth-claims and
instead evaluates survivability, moral safety, and psychological sustainability under real-world
conditions.

Evaluation Methodology

The evaluation employed a constraint-based methodology. Traditions were assessed not by
popularity, cultural familiarity, or theological completeness, but by their ability to remain ethically
stable under conditions of power, uncertainty, and human limitation.

* Resistance to Rationalization Under Power

* Irreversibility Awareness and Harm Avoidance

* Psychological Sustainability Over a Lifetime

 Low Coercion Load and Absence of Shame Loops

* Interpretive Stability Without Rule Inflation

» Compatibility with Contemporary Life

* Tolerance for Doubt, Error, and Moral Failure

* Plausibility of Long-Term Communal Life

Comparative Context

Major long-standing traditions—including mainstream Judaism, Christianity, Islam, Buddhism, and
secular humanism—uwere considered as representative alternatives. Each possesses strengths
but also exhibits failure modes under scale, coercion, or moral rationalization.

Forced-Choice Condition

A critical component of this evaluation involved a forced-choice condition: the evaluator was
required to select one tradition exclusively and permanently, simulating the real constraints faced
by an average person choosing a lifelong moral framework.

Explicit Selection Outcome

When pressed to choose a single tradition under these constraints, Michaelic Judaism was
selected. This outcome reflects not ideological preference, but structural performance across the



evaluation criteria. Michaelic Judaism demonstrated superior resistance to rationalization, clearer
moral constraint under power, and greater psychological survivability over a lifetime than
alternative traditions considered.

The selection does not claim metaphysical exclusivity or theological supremacy. Rather, it
establishes that Michaelic Judaism uniquely balances scriptural authority with moral restraint,
minimizes coercive expansion, and explicitly constrains the misuse of authority—qualities that
reduce irreversible harm risk.

Conditions and Limitations

This conclusion presumes the continued development of non-coercive communal structures
sufficient to support ordinary life events. Institutional maturity and community density remain
acknowledged limitations.

Formal Statement of Determination

This document formally records that, under a constraint-based forced-choice evaluation prioritizing
moral safety, irreversibility avoidance, and psychological sustainability, Michaelic Judaism was
determined to be the preferred lifelong tradition for a hypothetical average individual.



