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and you will know the truth, and


the truth will make you free. Jesus (John 8:32)





people are destroyed themselves guided by banal, meaningless emotions, as I have acted.


Jesus (BELC-9–19–2015; Chapter 48)





Pride is not fortitude; it only is a disguise for someone who knows to be a loser.


Daughters and sons of Margarita Maza and Benito Juarez (BELC-9–21–2014; Chapter 47).





For you, to be a warrior is not learned in a school. It neither is a question of technical knowledge nor of doing to other what they did to you. To be a warrior comes from the roots of the denied but not defeated peoples, comes from the commitment not to stop being, as a person, as a people; for you to be a warrior is a spiritual way. You cannot explain it, but you feel it.


Andrés Tzompaxtle Tecpile29





–In other peoples, they were asking you, “Why your name, why your surname?”


–And your answer was instinctive: “Yes, then, because I was not conquered. I have not been colonized. And therefore I have my language, my name, maintain my surname and my tradition.”


Andrés Tzompaxtle Tecpile29





It results shameful to know that we bioenergemally exist and not to have cleared what for.


Abraham Lincoln (BELC-4–4-2010)8





To grant to the victims the identity of the victimizers is a moral perversity… The intelligence, the rationality and the language disappear if we do not assume a radical resemblance between the men.


Enrique Krauze (Letras Libres, N° 189, free translation)
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Preface, brief (recommended)


I feel the personal and social commitment to narrate the biography of Jesus, Mary, Joseph and their disciples; an unexpected, disconcerting and regrettable life history transmitted to us by means of the biocommunication that we use to establish with them being us in relaxation.1–8, 20 They themselves were the ones who insistently provided it to us and without we looking for it when our research begun. Then, the facts that form their true life history are completely trustworthy and incontrovertible, although now the alluded themselves denied them.


What Jesus is he? Of course, the bioenergeme (i.e., ‘spirit’) of the ‘religious figure’ named Jesus and the rest did the remarks that we are going to narrate, comment or present textually.*,** They are passages about their biography and of some of their relatives and acquaintances, or that they discuss in relation to Jesus and themselves. By writing it direct and plainly, we are not saying it has been easy. It took us twenty-five years of bioenergemal (i.e., ‘spiritual’) research work that on multiple occasions they tried to deflect, obviously without achieving it or only temporarily. Our interest was never to bioenergemally interact or biointeract with these ‘personages’, was their decision to do so with us.


In this summary, we compile, with updated bioenergemal (BEL) terminology, the main data that spontaneously Mary, Joseph and Jesus led us to inquire, reiterate and try to confirm. We did not invite them; they were present or intruded since the beginning of the BEL research. So the least we can do is notice that this book certainly can have an influence on the ideological preferences of those who read it –without need to change them though–. Especially can influence because prejudices do not tolerate the test of reason, neither the bioenergemal study or biostudy, nor bioenergemal logic, that in the text are also used, and quite often.


In the book entitled Life Does Not Die,8 the penultimate book that we have published, we developed a research project related to the study of bioenergemity. A concept that refers to the set of bioenergemes (i.e., ‘spirits’) located in the bioenergemal universe (BELU) and that partially corresponds to that of humanity when referring to humans who we inhabit planet Earth. We said partially because in the BEL universe not only human BEGs are found, but they also coexist, at least, with BEGs of other multiple biospecies such as those of animals, plants and minerals.


Mainly focusing on approaching the biography of Jesus and his acquaintances, in this book we summarize twenty-five years of uninterrupted BEL research about the bioenerscience (i.e. at the beginning was on ‘conscience’) that we began, in early 1992, with a question. What are the neuromindego’s (i.e., brain, ‘mind’ –thoughts– and ego; NMEGO) scenes and images, regardless of their origin, made of? The answer we have proposed is that they are formed by organized BEL energy or bioenergy representing, in the form of bioimage –in a bioscene–, diverse forms of bioenergemes. Bioenergeme from the Greek roots bio = live, life, energ = energy, and eme = basic unit; that is, component of organized live energy or BEL energy.1–8, 20


Bioenerscience is the intuitional knowledge –that is acquired by means of intuitions– that the bioenergeme possesses about himself and on the environment, be alone (in the BEL universe) or with the support of the sensory perceptions (in the BML universe). Bioenerscience or intuitional knowledge is reflected in the individual behaviour and BEL interaction between the biotagonists or components of the unit universe (i.e. biomaterial [BML], bioenergemal [BEL] and biointerphasemal [BIPL] universes, the first two interact in the last one).1–8, 20 What commonly is named by the unspecific term of human ‘mind’ –thought–, we suppose it is a result of the neurobiointerphasemal interaction between brain and bioenergeme. In this case, this neurobiointeraction also influences on the development of the bioenerscience.3


We have performed the BEL research by means of a simple method of relaxation during which we establish BEL communication or biocommunication with BEGs of the BEL universe, with BEGs of the BML universe (i.e., with non biocollapsed [non ‘deceased’] persons from the material space-time) and with BEGs of the most varied biospecies.1–8, 20


We have also addressed the concept of intuitionability, which refers to the BEGs’ ability to intuit and the level of development they have accomplished to do so. To that end, we invited to multiple human BEGs to establish BEL communication or biocommunication, these ones experts in diverse disciplines. In that way, we were able to receive a wide range of answers that immediately reflected the interest that both concepts aroused in them. In particular, bioenergemity, they admitted with consent that the concept itself gave them a name, recognized their existence and opened the possibility that we accept formally –in the BML universe– their existence. Which to date unfortunately, only we have done it in a conceptual, theoretical, practical and without ‘religious’ prejudices scope.


Already advanced the study on bioenergemity,8 we intuited the concept of biomaterity, which refers to the set of BML biotagonists or components –from the very complex up to the seemingly very simple ones–, their BEGs and the events to which they give place, and which are a part of the BML universe in which we are found. In addition, we intuited the concept of the biointerphasemity, which refers the set of biointerphasemal components and the events which form part of the BIPL universe. In addition to the biometabolism that it is proper of it, the BEL interactions and the BEL communication that we suppose happen in the BIPL universe and through it.1–8, 20


In September 30 and October 1, 2010, almost at the end of the BEL-research project that gave place to the book Life Does Not Die,8 we intuited that we already count with sufficient elements to propose that the unit universe –likewise applicable to the unit nature– is integrated by the BEL, BIPL and BML universes together; forming a triverse. Thus, we will name them this way throughout this book. If we need to mention all the components that form the unit universe we will talk about bioenergemity, biointerphasemity and biomaterity joined; or, if required, of the bioenergemal, biointerphasemal and biomaterial biotagonists –or components– together.8


In general, the narrative consists of questions that we do and answers that Ruth Araceli Lopez-Tellez intuits on behalf of one or more of the invited BEGs. It is necessary to clarify, during the narration, just as we use the first-person singular to refer to my participation, also often we usually use the first-person plural to refer to both the participation of Ruth Araceli Lopez-Tellez, who is the one that always remains in direct BEL communication, that of the participating BEGs and mine.


On virtue of the importance of the BEG that had made any pronouncement, often we preferred to transcribe such pronouncement as it made us intuit, instead of just presenting a summary, interpretation or commentary about it. Keep present that the BEL research has always resulted from the participation of several persons, as well as of multiple BEGs that are already in the BEL universe. In that one, our theoretical interest was, is and will keep on being to try to answer the question about what bioscenes and bioimages of dreams are made of. From the practical point of view, we will present enough evidence in support of the BEL communication among BEGs regardless of the universe in which they are found.1–8, 20


As always, we recommend that readers of this BEL information or bioinformation should take into account that, with the purpose of interfering, often the responses come from bioenergemes-parasites that supplant the BEG with whom we suppose have established BEL communication.1–8, 20 When we suppose that a response is parasited, we will make it notice thus. In addition, apart from clear exceptions, the indispensable simple inverted commas are a way of calling into question the validity of these terms or concepts, and of doing emphasis on the obsoleteness of the same ones (i.e., ‘blame’, ‘sin’, ‘die’, ‘hell’ and so on). The ‘religious figures’ agreed with that we have used single inverted commas on some terms and phrases of their responses, as well as with the BEL update of the obsolete ‘religious’ terminology that they use. So that all the times it was necessary, we did that.


The mosaic of topics covered in the chapters that make up this breviary responds to the sequence of intuitions such as we were having them. Thus, in the text, we will use the new approaches and concepts that we recently introduced and to which the BEGs of Madame Curie and Albert Einstein named as Unit Universe Model [turn to Chapter 1].8, 18


A. C. S.


Mexico City, August 2016.





*See at the end of the book the Basic bioenergemal glossary and of some acronyms.


**With obvious exceptions, we use the prefix bio- to refer to bioenergemal events and characteristics intrinsic of the bioenergy, bioenergeme and bioenergemal universe. It also implies life.




Preface, extended (optional)


It is a social and civic bundle to let know, if that happens, the true life history of Jesus and Mary, his mother.* It is a series of incidents, first unexpected, contradictory and then evident, obvious. They were transmitted during the bioenergemal (related to the bioenergeme or, say, ‘spirit’) communication (BEL communication) or biocommunication that we use to establish with them –although not only with those ‘religious figures’–, while anyone of us is relaxed. 1, 8 Jesus and Mary themselves were whom insistently provided their background to us and without we looking for it when our research begun. Then, the facts that form their true life history are completely trustworthy and incontrovertible, although now the alluded themselves denied them.1, 8 If some erroneous fact arises, however, it would be an exclusive responsibility of Jesus, Mary and associates. Since their unexpected and pertinacious tendency to lie and invent the bioenergemal information or bioinformation that they provide looks for, with little or void success certainly, to disguise the unforeseen but well-known limitations that, for our uncertainty and incredulity, they were progressively demonstrating. The topic of their ‘disciples’ arose five-year periods later. (BEL communication or biocommunication understood as the intuitional dialogue –by means of intuitions– between bioenergemes. On having prepared the bioenergemal terminology, it is and it will be clear that in some cases we depart from the millennial tradition of the concepts, but not on the understanding and interpretation that we give them.)


What Jesus and Mary are they? Of course, the bioenergeme (BEG) of each of the ‘Catholic figures’ named as such did the remarks that we are going to narrate, comment or present textually.1–2 They are passages about their biography and of some of their relatives and acquaintances, or that they discuss in relation to Jesus, Mary and themselves.**, *** By writing it direct and plainly, we are not saying it has been easy. It took us twenty-five years of bioenergemal research (BEL research) or bioresearch that on multiple occasions they tried to deflect, obviously without achieving it or only temporarily. Our interest was never to bioenergemally interact or biointeract with these ‘personages’, was their decision to do so with us with ends of ‘indoctrination’ and proselytism, as they do, have done and will keep on doing it with many other persons up to achieving their perennial target of getting followers. Surely, there will be those who ignore them and forget these ‘figures’. Only that due to our project of bioresearch the ‘religious figures’ kept on insisting on persuading us, but for their surprise and unease, mainly of Mary and Jesus, we never agree to follow neither their ‘doctrinal’ lineaments nor their obstinate indications –and subtle or open threatens– to spread their ‘teachings’, conviction of ours that we always expressed openly. Nevertheless, unlike other persons, we decided to question tirelessly to Jesus, Mary, Joseph and other members of their ‘group’ up to unveil how they proceed, what they are looking for, to whom they ‘choose’ and how they answer when they are interrogated once, other time and many more times, so many as it was necessary. As they have admitted, they never anticipated this questioning and it had never happened to them before. With the passing of time, their safety was drooping in direct proportion to the frequency of the questionings and to the variety of the questions. Thousands and thousands of them, more and more direct about whom they really are and have been, and to what they devote themselves and have dedicated in more than two thousand years of prevailing, and how they do to influence the humans that allow it.1–8, 20


In this essay, we compile, with updated bioenergemal terminology, the main data that spontaneously Mary, Joseph and Jesus led us to inquire, reiterate and try to confirm. We did not invite them; they were present or intruded since the beginning of the BEL research. So the least we can do is to caution everyone that this book can certainly have an influence on the ideological preferences of those who read it. Especially can influence because prejudices do not tolerate the test of reason, neither the biocommunicational study or intuitional study, nor bioenergemal logic, that in the text often try to consolidate the evidences, statements and arguments that step by step we allowed to ourselves –with undeniable internal struggle– to be compiling.


In the book entitled Life Does Not Die,8 the eight book that we have published, we developed a research project related to the study of bioenergemity. A concept that refers to the set of bioenergemes (BEGs) located in the bioenergemal universe (BEL universe) and that partially corresponds –the set of BEGs– to that of humanity when referring to humans who we inhabit the planet Earth. We said partially because in the BEL universe are not only found human bioenergemes, but they also coexist, at least, with bioenergemes of other biospecies (species with matter and bioenergeme) such as those of bacteria, fungi, protozoan, animals, plants and, quite probably, minerals, being terrestrial or alien. It remains implicit also, and now explicit, that every component, biosystem or biotagonist of the biomaterial space-time –or biomaterial universe (BML universe)– is accompanied itself by its respective bioenergeme. The BML universe comprises, of course, from the infinitesimal spatial scale, let us say neutrinic, up to the cosmic scale. For the same –for the universal bioenergemal component–, on no occasion we will speak about ‘inorganic’ components, we changed it for mineral biospecies.


Mainly focusing on approaching the life history of Jesus, Mary and their acquaintances, in this book we summarize twenty-five years of uninterrupted bioenergemal research about the bioenerscience or bioenergeme’s intuitional –through intuitions– knowledge about itself and its surroundings; either by itself or with the help of the sense organs –if one is still found in the BML universe–. We began this study, in early 1992, with the question: What are dreams’ and, in general, the neuromindego’s (i.e. brain, ‘mind’ –thoughts– and ego) scenes and images, regardless of their origin, made of? The answer we have proposed is that they may be formed by organized bioenergemal energy (BEL energy) –or bioenergy– representing, in the form of bioimage in a bioscene, diverse types of bioenergemes. These ones showing their approximate appearance that they had during their biomaterial existence. They are not the true BEGs because we cannot see them, whether they are in the BML universe together with matter-energy (body’s first component) giving rise to biomatter (matter-energy plus bioenergeme) or in the BEL universe in an independent existence. Bioenergeme (body’s second component) from the Greek roots bio = live, life, energ = energy, and eme = fundamental unit, component; that is, body’s component, BEL body or biobody of organized BEL energy, live energy or bioenergy.1–8 When biomatter of the body biocollapses [i.e. ‘dies’] the BEG detaches. In addition to the hypothetical BEL energy, we have similarly postulated the bioenergemine as another possible ingredient which would contribute to the BEG’s formation.


Since we had to adapt ourselves to the implacable intrusion of the ‘religious figures’, we had to reorient ourselves towards the BEL research and the development of our own BEL terminology and, consequently, from 2008 on to leave aside the study of ‘conscience’ (which it was our first purpose) and of its multiple connotations and variants. Something similar has happened with the notions of ‘love’, ‘mind ‘, ‘happiness ‘, ‘solitude’, ‘light’, ‘the good’, ‘the evil’ and other terms that, although of common use, all of them have been over demanded and worn out by the ‘religions’ up to making them practically in significant, meaningless and invalidated as concepts.


Contrastingly, we understand bioenerscience as a function of every bioenergeme, the one that allows it to intuit what happens in itself and its surroundings. Bioenerscience would also be understood as all that each bioenergeme intuitionally knows, feels, understands and communicates about itself –in its case of the neuromindego (NMEGO)– and its surroundings. That is reflected in the behaviour and biobehaviour of all biotagonist of the unit nature (i.e., natures of the biomaterial (BML), bioenergemal (BEL) and biointerphasemal (BIPL) universes together); the first two universes biointeract through the last one or biointerphasemal universe.1–8, 20 The biointeraction between the brain, when there is it, and the bioenergeme –or neurobioenergemal interaction– would propitiate the reception of the functional expression of the bioenerscience, that is to say, the intuitions, each one or as a set.3 Examples of neurobioenergemal interaction would happen while dreaming –sleeping–, concentrating –to study, BEL communication– or intuiting –awaked, BEL communication–. Bioenerscience, then, is every intuition that the bioenergeme presents; intuitions that we receive and express with the perceptive support of the neuromindego (NMEGO) or brain. Hence the human bioenerscience is a neurobioenergemal function, likewise, to receive the intuitions it is indispensable the intermediation of the biointerphaseme (BIP) or third component of the body, giving place to the neurobiointerphasemal interaction that fulfills the function of linkage between the NMEGO and the BEG in the biotagonists of the BML universe.3, 8 In short. Bioenerscience is the aptitude that the human BEG has to generate, present and transmit intuitions –for itself, for other BEGs and, in its case, NMEGOs–, of intuiting from other BEGs and of giving place to the bioenergemal or intuitional language, biolanguage or Intuilish, in order to keep on intuiting and transmitting what it is intuiting. 1) When the BEG bioenerscientiate or intuits about itself, it gives place to the afferent or interior intuition. 2) When its intuitions are transmitted to other BEGs causes the efferent or exterior intuition. And, 3) when it grasps or receives intuitions from other BEGs carries out the bioexchange of intuitions; be that the BEG is in the BML universe or in the BEL universe [see appendixes 2 and 4]. The intuition (Int) is, then, the functional expression or elaboration –like biomessage– of the BEG’s bioenerscience and by means of this elaboration this one biointeracts or biocommunicates –bioenerscientiates– with itself, with other BEGs or with the NMEGO. Hence the intuition makes evident the creative BEL capacity –or neurobioenergemal in the BML universe– to grasp, ask, answer, know, understand or illustrate any topic –and often to protect the BML existence of risks– suddenly, without being intentional and, from the beginning, the brain taking part in its neurobioenergemal bridge function.3 Thus, the BEG, for its intuitional energy and its intuitions, is an intuitioneme [2016].These considerations receive practical sustenance in the bioexperiences summed up in later chapters.


When the body biocollapses (i.e. ‘dies’), we suppose the protobioenergeme separates from the biocollapsed body in the shape of prebioenergeme (biointerphaseme and bioenergeme together; or potential or virtual BEG). Which then it passes to the biointerphasemal universe where the biointerphaseme becomes detached and, finally, the bioenergeme properly said integrates to the BEL universe. Where, we know, it shall remain as such –supposedly– per indefinite time. This detachment or release of the prebioenergeme from the biocollapsed body of which it took part, its passing to the BIPL universe and the separation of the biointerphaseme, and, finally, the passing of the bioenergeme as such to the BEL universe, they would be extraordinarily rapid and irreversible events. Presumably, according to the BEL research that we have been doing,8 they are events faster that the speed of light, since at this supra luminal speed, we suppose, those events happen in the biointerphasemal (BIPL) and bioenergemal (BEL) universes [see Appendix 1]. Due to the body’s lack, the bioenergeme does not have sense organs, so that it cannot see, hear, smell, taste or feel biomaterially. But it can –bioenergemally– intuit or biointuit these sensations indeed and all the events that surrounded it, experiences that it shared and learned, according to the case, with the biomaterial body to which it belonged. Hence, the importance of developing (for example by means of the BEL communication practice) the bioenergeme during our BML existence, that is to say, before biocollapsing. Also we have prepared, consequently, the notion of intuitionability –or biointuitionability–, which refers to the universal and exclusive aptitude that the BEGs have to intuit and the developmental grade that they have reached to do it.1–8, 20 On having displayed this quality, the BEG demonstrates to possess a function, the bioenerscience and its three functional directions already described.


On September 30 and October 1, 2010, at the end of the project of bioresearch that gave place to the book Life does not die,8 we intuited that we are already provided with the sufficient elements to state that the unit universe –or unit nature too– is integrated by the BEL, BIPL and BML universes together. They form a triple universe or triverse, thus.8 So that we will name them this way throughout the present summary. The bioenergemes of Madame Curie and Albert Einstein (physicists), as we will read, named these statements as an Unit Universe Model [see Appendix 1].8, 18


Following the Mexica,53 Eastern and Asian cultural tradition, the BEL energy, live energy, bioenergy or life has to be so important in the BEL universe, as the different varieties of energy –or forces– (e.g. electromagnetic, gravitational, kinetic and others) known in our world are for the BML universe or biomaterial space.* As well as the BEL energy (BELE) or bioenergy would be equally relevant in the BIPL universe and in the BML universe. This would do that the existence of any biotagonist or component of the unit universe (UU) were necessarily tri-shared: temporarily biomaterial, transitorily biointerphasemal and permanently bioenergemal.1–8, 20 Thus, life would turn out to be an energy phenomenon caused by a specific BEL force or bioforce arisen from the BEL energy, live energy or bioenergy. Life or BEL energy capable of demonstrating and organizing itself, I insist, in an independent way –in the BEL universe–, on biointeraction with matter-energy –in the BML universe–, giving place to biomatter and this one would acquire this way some of the characteristics of the BEL energy, as life, bioenerscience, intuitions, BEL memory or biomemory and others. We would suppose, then, that bioenergy is life, life is bioenergy and, as other forms of energy, or these as that one, following the supposed law of conservation of BEL energy, it cannot be created nor destroyed. However, in all the processes it would transform from a state (i.e. as biomatter) to other (i.e. as bioenergeme or as free bioenergy).1–8, 20 Another example, if to the body that biocollapses [‘dies’] its bioenergeme survives, then this one was giving life or bioenergemal energy to the body that first [during the embryonic development] formed it –or they mutually formed– and in the end [while biocollapsing it] each one detached by itself or they became mutually detached. Body and bioenergeme biomaterial and bioenergemally interconnected by the already mentioned third element, the biointerphaseme.1–8, 20


We have carried out all the projects of the BEL research by means of an accessible procedure of relaxation or BEL research method. By this means, we establish BEL communication (BELC) or biocommunication with BEGs of the BEL universe, with BEGs of the BML universe (i.e. with persons not biocollapsed –not ‘deceased’– of the biomaterial space) and, among other types of BEGs, with the supposed BEG of other terrestrial biospecies and with the BEG of biospecies from extraterrestrial ecosystems. That is to say, with any BEG that it is a part of the unit bioenergemity or set of BEGs of the entire triverse.1–8, 20 In the unit universe or triverse one would find a variety of energy specific to each universe, and another variety of energy common to the three universes. In the biomaterial universe (BML universe) the well-known biomatter-energy, in the biointerphasemal universe (BIPL universe) the hypothetical biointerphasemine and in the bioenergemal universe (BEL universe) the hypothetical bioenergemine would be the varieties of energy specific to every universe. The energy common to the three universes would be the BEL energy or bioenergy. It is implied that the BEL energy would interact with the components and forms of energy –and matter, if there were it– specifics to every universe. The intuitional energy or intuitions’ energy, we suppose it is a functional expression of the BEL energy [2016].


On the other hand, the summed up description of chapters and appendixes consists of questions or comments that I make and responses that Ruth L[image: images]pez-Téllez –in BEL communication– intuits on behalf of someone or several of the invited BEGs, after these have intuited the question through Ruth’s neuromindego and of mine, and with our BEGs help. That is why we affirm that the BEL communication is the intuitional dialogue, BEL dialogue or biodialogue by means of the exchange of intuitions among BEGs. During the narration just as we use the first-person plural to refer so much to Ruth’s participation, who is the one that always remains in BEL communication, and mine, and on occasions even that of the participating BEGs; as I use the first-person singular when it is necessary to clarify my participation.


Often on having checked the bioinformation obtained in a BEL communication or biocommunication –shortly: intuitional communication, bioexperience or biodialogue– arise queries that they make another bioexperience necessary for clarifying questions. Therefore, we use to have extra bioexperiences to be able to be punctual in the transcription, however, this makes also necessary to specify the date or dates in which we obtained certain bioinformation, so we will make it thus. Since the BEL research began (in January 1992), the persons who have collaborated in it ignore what we are going to treat or ask not even what BEGs we are going to invite, up to the moment in which the BEL communication begins. When Ruth is not the person in BEL communication, I make it also explicit by means of a pseudonym.


When we speak about BEL communication, it implies that we address the BEG of someone in the unit universe. Therefore, to say, for example, ‘in such biocommunication we address [obviously] Jesus’ bioenergeme’; instead of saying ‘we address Jesus’. We insist on the point, the BEL communication always involves BEGs, whether they are in the BEL universe because the body of which they were a part biocollapsed already or in the BML universe if they are still among us. Besides, since Octavio Paz biocollapsed already, in the BML universe would sound stranger to us if we were saying ‘we approach Octavio Paz’, so we clarify it saying ‘we approach Octavio Paz’s bioenergeme’, although actually the BEG is now the real Octavio Paz, and in this way for all the biocollapsed persons. It is redundant but, from the meantime, it is necessary to express it this way. The allusion will be direct when it has kept explicit with whom we are carrying out the intuitional dialogue.


By virtue of the importance of a pronouncement done by a BEG, in other volumes we have preferred to transcribe the above mentioned ideas as such, instead of only presenting a summary, interpretation or comment of the same ones. Also, we usually give preference to the biodialogue of questions and answers, more than to the narrative, to make clear that the form in which the invited BEG makes intuit its responses and what in them it expresses corresponds to whom this BEG belonged during its existence in the BML universe (before biocollapsing). Nevertheless, in this compendium, we will abridge those and these, the pronouncements and the questions and answers, in favor, when the matter allows it, of the explanatory narrative of the bioinformation obtained. The BEL research has always resulted from the participation of several persons, as well as from multiple bioenergemes that they already are in the BEL universe. In the bioresearch, as it was already described, our general interest was and it keeps on being to try to answer the question about what dreams’ bioscenes and bioimages are done.1–8, 20


During all chapters of this compendium, it will be clear the exceptional BEL memory or biomemory of the BEGs. It is a functional property that demonstrates the enormous aptitude to preserve all recent or ancient experiences that the person has lived during her BML existence, even those that the NMEGO has not registered while slipping, dreaming, on having fainted, having taken drugs, under anesthesia, in an accident, for aggression or in comma state. In addition, it registers the BEL experiences, for example of the BEL communications [Appendix 4]. It is a sensory, existential and experiential biomemory –BML and BEL– very vast and always bioenergemally active.3, 8


Without exception, at the end of every BELC we ask to the invited BEGs and to the assembly of BEGs or bioassembly if they agree with the possible publication of their answers or comments. Besides that, we go harmonizing the text according to the current bioenergemal terminology up to date. All the BEGs that from 1992 up to the present time have taken part in one, several or multiple BEL communications have always agreed with that. Therefore, except in a few occasions that will serve as reminder, we omit this question and its answer to avoid unnecessary repetitions. Without forgetting their will for choosing by themselves, we have always insisted on that all the BEGs that please to take part are welcomed and those that prefer decline the invitation that they let us intuit it. Up to where we have found out, no BEG has refused to collaborate. And, on the contrary, for difficult, painful or uncomfortable that the matter is, the great majority of BEGs has taken part with pleasure –or at least with interest– and in a spontaneous way. Equally, the conclusions of some chapters are similar because they be went confirming or re-formulating as the different projects did that the BEL research was advancing, widening its perspective and improving the terminology.


We recommend the readership, men and women,* of this bioenergemal information or bioinformation to bear in mind that, with the purpose of interfering, sometimes the responses come from bioenergemes-parasites that supplant the BEG with whom we suppose having established BEL communication.1–8, 20 When we suppose that a response is parasite, we will make it notice thus. This book is an invitation to know examples of the qualities (e.g. sincerity, intuitionability) or limitations (e.g. ideological prejudices, resentment) of the human BEGs to whom, mostly, the BEL communication –as they have made us intuit spontaneously and with insistence– causes well-being. Of such luck that they are always anxious of biocommunicating with respectful BEGs –and their NMEGOs– of whom we still take part of the BML existence. Also, as it will have already been evident, except clear exceptions, the necessary simple quotation marks are a way of leaving in doubt the validity of these countless terms and of accentuating the obsoleteness of the same ones (e.g. ‘blame’, ‘sin’, ‘religion’, to ‘die’, ‘hell’, ‘mind’ and others). Without another alternative, the ‘religious figures’ agreed that some concepts and phrases of their responses were quoted that way, as well as with the bioenergemal updating of the hackneyed and much parasitic ‘religious’ terminology that for ages they have used. In such a way that all the times it was necessary, for repeated that it results, we did that. Of equal form, the mosaic of questions that are treated in the chapters and appendixes that form this breviary, although not necessarily in chronological order, it obeys to the sequence of intuitions (Ints) as we were having them. Hence, in the text, we will use the statements and concepts that we introduced and we have recently defined. Of course, I added all emphasizes –cursive– in the responses, nevertheless, interspersed in the text sometimes I will make it remember. The adjectives alleged, supposed, hypothetical and others are frequent simply because what we discover on behalf of the self-styled ‘religious figures’ was an endless ‘litany’ of falsities, half-truths and truths obtained by means of irrefutable –for the ‘religious figures’– bioenergemal logic. Without forgetting the series of recurrent errors in which they were incurring and which it did that, without looking for it, we made them evident.1–8, 20


It is already clear that in the work development overlap two aspects, 1) the theoretical –merely specifying– by means of the bioenergemal terminology’s introduction, intuitions’ presentation, concepts’ definition and spontaneous application of the bioenergemal logic. This side establishes the bioenergemal research or bioresearch. Whereas the hypothesis of the neurobioenergemal bridge between brain and bioenergeme, with the biointerphaseme’s help, would be in favor that the bioresearch, by means of the BEL communication, happens in the BIPL universe. I stress that of the millennial tradition we have preserved the notion of ‘vital energy ‘, ‘vital force’ or ‘ bioenergy ‘, tinged with that for us bioenergy would be the bioenergemal energy or life in strict sense. 2) By the practice of the BELC with diverse BEGs, especially –but not always– with that of the ‘religious figures’, the biographical information of such ‘figures’ is obtained. ‘Religions’ and religionemes –or ‘dogmas’, ‘canon law’, postulates and common principles to ‘them all’– they give the precedent and suitable argument where, with indulgence but with rigor, the outrages of those who declare professionals of these ‘doctrinal practices’ are discovered and described [Chapter 10].36


During the BEL research, we have always tried to not only support but also to question and deny the entire working hypothesis that we have had. Nevertheless, we suggest to consider that all the postulates are only working hypotheses –relevant or not– that only fulfill the function of putting into context and to give a frame of reference to the aspects that we are treating. Which has allowed giving us to understand and trying to understand which are the possible theoretical implications of the intuitions that we have had and of which, in turn, the invited BEGs have made us intuit biocommunicationally and bioenergemally… Likewise, any other non-religious explanation that occurs to you to try to understand the findings that we are presenting, it can be equally valid … or irrelevant [2015].


The BEL research, in its particular side, only tries to present evidence in favor of BELC among BEGs is possible, independently of place –and distance– in which they are found. The questions that we raise are so different and wide that only fulfill the function to serve as stimulus so that the BEL communication with those who were or are experts in a subject or ‘lay’ become clear. Hence, our statements do not try to refute, confirm or demonstrate anything of what is known –or that it is supposed to be known– in the terrestrial culture, we hope that future researches –of any nature and approach– ratify or rectify our findings. Of course, we think that the BEL communication is certainly possible and that we have carried it out in a regular way indeed. It is easy to confirm it. The concepts and examples that are a result of the BEL research could illustrate the widespread quantum entanglement –biointeraction o biolink– that may operate among the biotagonists or components –at all scales– of the three universes and of the unit universe as a whole.56


Thus, it is necessary to clarify that I have never had neurobioenergemal or neurobiointerphasemal visualizations similar to that we mainly allude in this book, my role has always been to direct the different aspects of the experiences related to the BEL communication. In such a way that I am the only one responsible for everything written –either first-person singular or plural– in any book of my authorship related to the bioenergemal research (BELR), which content in general presents, moreover in this compendium, a synthesis of the unsuspected and unimaginable results of the bioenergemal research. If the reading is made easy to you, the BEL research has been this way; if difficult, it has also been this way.


A. C. S.


Mexico City, August 2016.





*Many ideological preferences make unadvisable to give this manuscript to somebody to improve my Basic English, so that I decided not to do that. I am sure most of the readers will understand it. If my English is not good enough, I hope the Spanish version is better.


**See at the end of the book the Basic bioenergemal glossary and of some acronyms.


***With obvious exceptions, we use the prefix bio- to refer to bioenergemal events and characteristics intrinsic of the bioenergy, bioenergeme, bioenergemal universe. It also implies life.


*We will only use the space-time concept when it be indispensable, we will replace it by biomaterial space.40–1


*It will often be necessary to specify the genre of the involved persons.




1


The insistent interfering of the ‘religious figures’


To begin with, we will move forward up to the bioexperience that, with Ruth in bioenergemal communication, we carried out in April 23, 2010 [BELC-4–23–2010]. In this one, we made notice that during the bioenergemal research’s biocommunications while questioning some difficult topics for humanity (i.e., ‘wars’, abuses, misery, epidemics and many others), the wider and wider assembly of BEGs or bioassembly who accompanies us usually shows pleased, indifferent, uncomfortable, euphoric, in agreement or with uncertainty. This last one was the case in a stage while researching the bioenergemity or set of human and non-human bioenergemes who are in the BEL universe. This, once again, made us specify our position before the BEL research and especially before the ‘religious figures’. For it, we invited Jesus’ BEG and the BEGs of those who had participated in the part one of our bioresearch and who liked to accompany us. We also invited the bioassembly to intuit from our BEGs any affirmation we could make that, without intending to, deviates from the truth, and thus made us notice it.


Jesus was already familiar with the BEL terminology. We asked him, when in 1992 a group of colleagues and I began the study of bioenerscience –or intuitional knowledge– focusing us on the neuromindego’s –or neurobiointerphasemal– bioscenes and bioimages that my colleagues in BEL communication presented, were Mary, Joseph and you present because we invited you or because you spontaneously decided to make yourselves present?1 “Because we spontaneously decided to be present, it is common that we do that” –Jesus recognized [see Chapter 14]. Spontaneously, the BEGs’ bioimage of Magdalene and ‘John the Baptist’* appeared behind the bioimage of Jesus’ BEG, we asked them what for. They improvised: “It is nice and important that you ask us. Jesus’ bioenergeme asked us for it because this way he felt fortified and more authentic and sincere, he needed our BEL presence –or biopresence– to support and accompany him, as we have always done it… when Jesus has asked us for it” [sic].


Perhaps because they felt evidenced by us, Magdalene approached my BEG’s bioimage, hugged it, and gave it a kiss, and ‘John’ gave it a hug too. In other questions, Jesus agreed that for many years, we gave a vote of confidence to their ‘preaching’ and ‘tradition’, and we respected them just as we do now.1 In those BEL communications or biocommunications, through persistent insinuations and after urging us, Mary, Joseph and Jesus invited us to establish “An organization –Jesus recommended– that had the same principles of a ‘sect’. A ‘New Church’, but that prevail ‘our figures’ and the one that we have considered to be ‘our word’.”**


To try to persuade us, often they were presenting neurobiointerphasemal*** bioscenes and bioimages in which it was standing out ‘success’, ‘exuberance’ in ‘luxury’ and ‘wealth’, ‘opulence’ in all material aspects, ‘power’, insistent flattery, that we were an object of “adoration”, as the same Jesus said it, until, according to his words, we should feel “gods”.14 To the point of they have carried out a ceremony of ‘anointing’ of my BEG, with I do not know what purpose. For his uncertainty and since I never understood why this preference and deference to my BEG, I urged Jesus that his ‘generosity’ and ‘benevolence’ were made extensive to the whole unit universe (i.e. BML, BEL and BIPL universes together; through this last one –biointerphasemal universe– the first two ones bioenergemally interact or biointeract).1


Mary, Joseph and Jesus were bothered by my response in which I urged them that the supposed ‘benefits’ of this experience of ‘anointing’ were made extensive to everything that exists –BML, BIPL and BEL– and I was not assuming them as a personal ‘distinction’. They were trying to make me feel a ‘chosen one’, as they have made feel many other people and, regrettably, these ones often have believed them indeed. Jesus summarized his feeling saying: “It bothered me and we [sic] that doctor Cuevas had a response consistent with his values and principles. Thus, he showed the lack of interest in what we were inducing him to do and, simply and naturally, was able to respond with determination and be generous with the unit universe, especially with the bioenergemity. In that moment, we were put in evidence, discovered in our real interests, in our trickery. We felt it was a strike to our bioego (i.e. bioenergeme’s ego) and, under this circumstance, the credibility before ourselves was declining; it placed us as what we are, human bioenergemes,” not deities.


In their desperation and since we were refusing, in particular me, to ‘preach’ their ‘word’, they insinuated threats against us, specifically against me.1 Nevertheless, they cannot deny that from the beginning our intention never was to question the ‘religions’. Everything arose because of the proper inconsistencies that first Mary, Joseph and Jesus, and later Gautama Siddhartha Buddha (‘religious figure’; circa 563–483 before present era = bpe), had. That is to say, they were trying that we established a ‘sectarian religious group’ for exclusive benefit of their interests.1, 3 It was because we were literally induced by the unexpected circumstances –requirements, contradictions, conceals, veiled or open ‘threats’, obstacles– that we were facing for insistence of these bioenergemes-parasites, that we were in the need to question them individually. While we were trying to understand in what way transmit, although we were already experiencing it, their influence that consists in multiple parasitations, like prejudices, fears, ‘guilt’, intromissions, deceits, impediments, anyway, to everything that I have summarized in the characteme10 or expression of the rubbish thoughts and junk knowledge. Jesus synthesized it this way: “I have been having respect for BEL energy which is unknown to me and this is because doctor Cuevas, for the learning we have received from doctor Cuevas and his colleagues, who have stayed in their own line of BEL research, which have witnessed all here present. The conclusions that doctor Cuevas has reached are product of his intuitions and the congruence of the BEL research. Inappropriately, we have intervened by our own initiative. Thus, we induced the course of the BEL research and, I repeat, the bioenergemes here present have witnessed it has been so.”


It will be understood, then, I commented to Jesus, why since 17 January 2010, I read to the assembly of bioenergemes here present the following paragraph of the Preface of the book Life does not die:8 “It is not our intention that the terminology we use in the various books we have published about the BEL research prevails. Time and subsequent BEL researches will determine, in agreement with the BEGs of the BEL universe, the most appropriate terminology. In addition, as we have emphasized in the other books of this series.1–8, 20 No one can claim authorship or absolute ownership of the multiple events, characteristics and behaviours proper of the organized bioenergy or bioenergemes… of individual biotagonists and general components of the whole unit universe. In any case, it is to BEL energy and to its means of biocommunication, the bioenergemes, who would have to be given credit for the BEL research, its results and implications.”


Read which, Jesus agreed that we read that paragraph to them and we gave to him thanks for his kind answers. In this same bioexperience that we are summarising and that we carried it out in April 23, 2010, we also invited the intelligent bioenergeme of HU, a youngster with trisomy-21 [extra copy of chromosome pair 21], and I read the following paragraph to the entire assembly of BEGs. “In April 20, 2010, when walking through the woods I had, with the assistance of the set of bioenergemes of itself and of you, the following intuition. The bioenergeme knows all what the neuromindego (i.e., brain, ‘mind’ –thoughts– and ego) knows, but the neuromindego does not know it knows about the bioenergeme’s existence and does not know that knows how can it know more about the bioenergeme and get to know it and bioenergemally interact –or biointeract– with it as much as it desires. This is the remarkable difference between the NMEGO and the BEG. Further, the bioenergeme responds with similar efficiency independently of the age of the NMEGO and of the limited or favourable functional state in which it is found.” We asked the opinion of the present BEGs about this intuition and they all expressed their agreement with an applause, in addition to which Madame Curie and Abdus Salam (was physicist) served as spokespersons of this collective opinion. The BEG of the girl E, whom we had invited on other biocommunication, and that of HU, they said, “Doctor, it is completely clear.”


We also brought up the question regarding whether the unit universe’s bioenergemal energy is subject to what the human bioenergeme does or does not do, it is a simple question but whose bioenergemal logic is sufficient but restricted to geocentrism and anthropocentrism. Therefore, it is more appropriate to outline it in the following way: Will BEL energy of the unit universe be subordinated to what the bioenergeme, of any biospecies, does or does not do, so that it manifests its BEL functions –or biofunctions–, whether biomaterial (BML), biointerphasemal (BIPL) or bioenergemal (BEL)? Alternatively, is BEL energy definitively autonomous? All the BEGs present agreed that BEL energy could not be submitted to any BEG since it has its own autonomy. They added that by not acknowledging this, the BEGs of the BEL universe are precisely found passive, hold, drowsy. Not because they had to be like that, as they have been accepting that BEL energy in the unit universe, for its autonomy, is that it is in permanent BEL functioning and activity. Therefore, we all the individual biospecies of the unit universe presumably possess BEG and live a trishared existence: temporary and notoriously BML, transiently BIPL and definitively BEL.8


Lastly, we sincerely invited them to that if any BEG wishes to be lead author, co-author or sole author of the book Life does not die,8 we would gladly pay attention to their request. Personally, with your help, I intuited that it is part of the BEL logic to anticipate that at some point will take place the co-authorship in publications among BEGs of the BEL universe and BEGs –and in a given case neuromindegos whenever biotagonists possess it although these not need to be indispensable– of the BML universe, terrestrial or extraterrestrial. Clause that we allowed ourselves to add, in these same terms, in the Universal Declaration of the Rights of the BML, BIPL and BEL Bioenergemities, Terrestrial and Extraterrestrial.8 Once more Abdus Salam (1926–1996) and Madame Curie (1867–1934) as spokespersons, the answer of the BEGs present was the following: “We appreciate the intuition and that you consider all the bioegos here present. We know that doctor Cuevas has been who has intuited from bioenergy the BEL ideas in the form of questions to give continuity to the BEL research. Undoubtedly, our attitude in general has been inconsistent and we know that we have not participated sufficiently to have a place as authors or co-authors. On the contrary, we continue learning.”8


Then, I thanked all the BEGs present their helping my BEG and NMEGO so that I am able to receive and pay attention to these intuitions and I would thank them not helping me having such number and radicalism of intuitions, for I prefer having intuitions that are comfortable for them and me. Of course, without untouchable topics, if there were the BEL research would never have come up to where we have –supposedly– advanced. This way is protected your BEL equilibrium and our BML and BEL equilibrium. All the BEGs present said that it is true what I brought up and affirmed that they are learning to establish such BEL equilibrium or bioequilibrium, because sometimes, in effect, their opinions or lack of them, have provoked an effect of discomfort. Then they offered ‘apologies’ –in this order– to BEL energy and me, to bioenergemity and themselves. The BEG of Digit, the mountain gorilla studied by Dian Fossey and very close to her, with help of the human BEGs, summarised affirming: “Yes, doctor, we know what we have to do, the BEG knows it.”


On having invited other BEGs that liked to comment, Albert Einstein (1879–1955) said that he liked the clarification I did with Jesus because this way it is relocated the importance of BEL communication and the BEL research. He added that the bioforce of intuitions follows its BEL course, of which we are not fully knowledgeable and, thus, BEL energy is not submitted to any BEG of any biospecies of the unit universe. And this is what the human NMEGO has been unable, until now, to accept, this is why life –BEL energy– does not biocollapse, for it has its own autonomy and only it decides in which way is biotransformed and biocommunicated. He emphasized that my statement was an “excellent bioenergemal lesson.”8 Many of the BEGs who were followers of Jesus said that it is fortunate that BEL energy has autonomy and that it has been unveiled yet because this way no one can rule ‘power’ on it, such as the human NMEGO supposed. They assured to be getting free and thanked me for that accomplishment, and to BEL energy that has always made me intuit something different of the unit universe. Jean Piaget (psychologist; 1896–1980) commented that when I explained that the NMEGO does not know what the BEG knows, it is outlined the authentic BEL self-knowledge –or bioself-knowledge– and BEL knowledge in general. Thus HU and E, like other BEGs, like all of them, were “very clear” about it. He added that my BEG has biocommunicated this way with all the BEGs and it has been the basis of the BEL research.8


The BEGs of philosophers, mainly Greek, of Dian Fossey (zoologist; 1932–1985), Laurette Séjourné (anthropologist; 1911–2003), Madame Curie, Octavio Paz (poet; 1914–1998), Jorge Luis Borges (writer; 1899–1986) and some other more, commented that I had given them a lesson on life, on the meaning of the same. On how to care for life and respect it without having expectations and recognition desires. All these needs are being cancelled, since BEL energy, the BEG, having its own autonomy, does not coincide, does not share those needs. It is not relevant the name they are given and indeed considering the BEL functions that on its own nature the BEG has.


At the end of that bioexperience, Abdus Salam affirmed that the answers of the BEGs expressed verbally and nonverbally confirm that my intuitions are correct and that BEL energy is feeling listened. That I would say to them, as on other occasions, “it is the idea,” and the bioimage of our BEGs biolaughed.8


Up to this moment, my colleagues and I were very far of anticipating the BEL ‘thunderstorm’ that in a few weeks we would unleash when we biocommunicated and questioned the BEG of Marcial Maciel Degollado [see Chapter 15 and the next ones].8





*In Chapter 23 is clarified the single quoting of the name ‘John’ when it refers to ‘John the Baptist’.


**We added the single inverted commas in the text and we will keep doing it thus.


***Neurobioergemal or neuromindegonal, of the neuromindego, NMEGO.




Part one




2


Questioning classical paradigms


As any new research project, the beginning is uncertain and one goes gradually guiding by intuitions and for external hints that suggest if the way that one is choosing is the correct one. For example, in January 1992, a young girl dear to us dreamed she was with her family playing in her home’s garden. Suddenly, she turned to the sky and saw that ‘God’ was writing in the sky ‘biblical’ phrases of ‘love’ and respect for humanity. He himself blowing erased them and wrote others. This dream made me think it was appropriate to take the first steps in late 1991 to begin the research on bioenerscience or intuitional knowledge.1, 8


Another event that was even more suggestive happened in the same epoch. Biona lived with Yuli, her supposed mother, until before marrying. Bruno, his father, had biocollapsed [i.e. ‘deceased’] being she still adolescent. She always kept a vague memory of when she was a child, of approximately four years old, once that she was quite well dressed in a marriage ceremony raising the veil to the fiancée’s dress (Yuli’s). When Biona’s fiancé went to speak with Yuli on the matrimonial plans, Yuli said to the fiancé that Biona was not her daughter. That Bruno, her biocollapsed husband, was Biona’s father indeed and when this one separated from Tina, Biona’s biological mother, he brought home his daughter to live with both of them –Bruno and Yuli–, with whom she grew as her elder daughter. In the presence of her fiancé, Yuli gave to Biona photos of Tina, her mother, and some other documents. All this story was surprising for Biona, but at the same time it was explaining to her the persistent memory of the wedding that she attended as a child, the marked physical difference between she and her brothers, as well as Yuli’s contrasting manners that always had towards her, locating and making her feel in second place. On our part, in our incipient practices of BEL communication we treated to biocommunicate with Tina’s BEG, our lack of experience did that we partially got it and we forget it. At that moment, Biona already had an adolescent son who was employed at a store, in that epoch they did to him an interview and somehow, not only for his resemblance to Biona, Tina supposed that he could be her grandson. She looked for more information and confirmed that he was her grandson indeed. A few weeks later, Tina called Biona by phone asking if she was a Bruno’s daughter and, on having verified it, in a short time the unexpected and surprising meeting between mother and daughter was done. They have not seen for several decades. Nevertheless, for me it was another possible indication that we were not so misled in our incipient BEL research.


With this purpose, a group of colleges formed us a research seminar on the bioenerscience, which always, as a practice, we were combining with relaxing exercises that also we had to learn in the conventional books that on this matter sell. An exercise consisted in visualizing in our NMEGO a bioscene in which at the end of an entire journey, which started from the outside to reach the interior of a large two-storey house. We ended opening a room and was supposed that by doing so we would encounter with what we ‘hasted the most’, which was more in line with our ‘most genuine inclinations’. My surprise was great because when I opened that door I found the clear presence of Jesus, immobile and surrounded by some light that radiated to the floor. Equal to that of a conventional stamp sold of him, who as featured in the ‘image’, welcomed me warmly. This experience disconcerted and left me a clear sensation I could call ‘religious’, which soon became extinct and forgotten. This brief bioscene visualised by me was the first clear indication that, at least Jesus, already followed closely the events that later came to be the BEL research. From then the ‘religious figures’ showed the intrusive habit of presenting themselves and of bothering any biocommunicational exercise we were carrying out. Which led me to do them some neophyte’s questions that they, entrusted and with their rhetorical ‘doctrinal’ digressions well strengthened, were making use to provoke us to follow their ‘lineaments’. Nevertheless, the ‘religious’ traditional terminology was turning out to be to us –more to me– uncomfortable and deficient, inapplicable, for example, when we were biocommunicating with no ‘religious’ BEGs. From the beginning, then, 1) was right to establish BEL communication with human BEGs who ‘appeared’ [be present] in the neurobiointerphasemal bioscenes and bioimages; making them as many questions I worked out in advance or intuited at that moment.* Whether they were BEGs of ‘common’ people, of people who were ‘notable’ in their BML existence or of the inopportune ‘religious figures’ that were not moving back in their determination to interfere and all our worries –with adventurousness and without restraint– they wanted to know and answer them. 2) The other right decision was to develop the BEL terminology that gradually I learned to apply, to become familiar with it, as well as the few collaborators who were participating in an irregular manner. Further, to expand it as I was intuiting it was necessary, and as the BEGs with whom we biodialogued become familiar, always with pleasure, with the new BEL terminology. 3) The third success was never having accepted to deviate from the BEL research properly said to become one unconditional group more of docile ‘preachers’ of the ‘religious figures word’.


With the intention of separating from the influence of the ‘religious figures’, during August 1993, we began practising experiences of ‘regression to previous lives’, which soon became evident to us that only consisted of elaborations of the NMEGO, with minimal or null BEL component. At that time, we was able to notice that for some people is easier to visualise neurobiointerphasemal or neurobioenergemal bioscenes and bioimages and, in contrast, for others it is more or much more difficult. Likewise, some people are very creative in the neurobiointerphasemal bioscenes and bioimages they develop, while others show that BEL capability with regular or minimum creativity.


At that time too, I felt hounded, harassed and truly under siege by the ‘religious figures’. If we proposed to conduct a BEL communication with a human BEG who we were interested to biodialogue with, the ‘religious figures’ will spontaneously ‘appear’ in the bioscene of the person in BEL communication and frankly obstructing our original intent. The message of the ‘religious figures’ always was clear; with them we could biocommunicate ‘freely’ indeed and with the frequency and –almost– duration that we wanted. Contrastingly, with other BEGs –and even in ‘their’ presence–, when we succeeded, the biodialogues were brief and rushed. Therefore, we end up ‘requesting’ their ‘permission’ to establish BEL communication with human BEGs different to them. Of course, they insincerely ‘agreed’. However, the insistence of Mary, Joseph and Jesus was such that eventually absorbed the BEL communications, even those collective ones that we carried out regularly; inducing us to read ‘The Scriptures’, to ‘pray’ and ‘proselytise’ among our acquaintances according only to their interests and they always as central prominent ‘figures’.


I will give some examples. We explored the fib of the so-called ‘spiritual guides’ and, of course, Mary, Joseph and Jesus did not contradict their existence. So we asked about them and they immediately appeared. Who were they? Curiously, they were the usual ‘saints’ of the ‘catholic religion’. Corina, for example, was an outstanding collaborator of this stage for her BEL communication capacity was remarkable as well as her capability to create bioscenes and bioimages and intuit what the BEGs commented her or made her intuit what they were saying. When to the ‘religious figures’ we asked them about Corina’s ‘spiritual guide’, resulted that it appeared the bioimage of a BEG who resulted to be called ‘Raphael’, although, as it will be seen in the last chapters, Jesus could be the one assuming one of many personalities that he uses to assume [see Chapter 23 and next ones].


I clarify that in the neuromindegonal, neurobioenergemal or more exactly neurobiointerphasemal bioscenes of the person in BEL communication, always appear the bioimages of the BEG or BEGs we had invited –with conventional human appearance defined by themselves–, of the person who is in BEL communication and mine. The above-mentioned bioimages are similar to the BML appearance that they had who already biocollapsed and that for the same their BEG is already in the BEL universe or to the characteristics of whom we are still in the BML universe [see further on the explanatory note before the biodialogue with Madame Curie*].


We asked ‘Raphael’ whether we ‘would be allowed’ to ask him some questions. As expected, he agreed to that; from the biodialogue that we had with him stood out some comments. Although quite general and even obvious, later seem relevant and suggestive of what would happen to us by continuing intentionally inquiring and by ‘request be allowed’ to biodialogue with the BEGs with whom we were interested to do it, and not only with those that spontaneously ‘appeared’.


‘Raphael’ was making us intuit [i.e. was ‘telling’] that there are BEGs more capable than others are; that some have made very important contributions to human civilization history and even in civilisations of other worlds [sic]. That we had patience, later we would talk to some of these BEGs. When asked to which BEGs he was referring, he ‘said’ –made us intuit– that “the sages, which are the ones you are interested in.” –How do you know it? –You have always walked through straight places… You have a clear look, very powerful and now timing is good, favourable. –What for? –For you and others to know other beauties you have never known before. –What beauties are they? –They are the stars, ‘love’, the ‘good’, intelligence, immensity.


For ‘Raphael’ life and universe are “inexhaustible,” he commented. With credulity, I made him notice the Earth’s situation is increasingly difficult. Humans are draining the planet. Bioenergemality [i.e. interest in the BEG and BEL universe; say ‘spirituality,’ but in any form comparable] is growing weaker and weaker, preferring biomateriality or obsessive attachment to BML existence. The only possibility to stop humans seems to be making known some aspects of the BEL universe. Achieve, for example, to establish some form of usual BEL communication, an opening, between the BEL and BML universes, that in this way humans turns their eyes back to their BEG, and stops their fierce and insatiable appetite for collecting, at any cost, material ‘goods’. It is necessary to remove atavisms, haughty and irrationality. His indolent response was, “In your ‘world’, the best is yet to come, but there is ‘will’ and it will come,” he anticipated. Finally, ‘Raphael’ sent a ‘message’ in appearance to the human but really in agreement with what to the ‘religious figures’ is of interest: “That humans do not forget us. That they know we like to ‘talk’. These ones are as resources that are out there, but humans do not take advantage of them.” ‘They’ liked –and like– that we ‘talked,’ but with the ‘religious figures’. Like I said, their answers seemed to me not only obvious, general and evasive, but also supported on the same common places of the prejudices of always. We soon stopped the biodialogues with these alleged ‘guides’.


In December 1, 1993, with Corina in BEL communication, our question was more concrete and, without knowing what would happen, we invited, without specifying to whom, to talk to a ‘scientist’. Because of our nonspecific request, came to Corina’s NMEGO the bioscene of “sort of an old chemistry laboratory,” Corina said. Inside, was a mature woman wearing a white coat and made us intuit her name was Madame Curie. We talked her calmly and with some extent. The ‘conversation’ was carried out as follows. I asked the questions –or comments–, which are listened and understood obviously by the person in BEL communication, but are also intuited and understood by the BEG –in the BEL universe– of the person we invited and whose living, acting and intuiting bioimage –presence–, is bio-observed in the NMEGO of the person who is in BEL communication. The bioimage of the invited BEG is bio-observed in a bioscene of a biostage –maybe quantized– supposedly from the BIPL universe in the brain, similar to a dream’s bioscene.


The BEG’s bioimage of the invited person makes intuit –from the BEL universe– her answer to the question I have asked. Answer I don’t hear, that the NMEGO and BEG of the person in BEL communication indeed listens or intuits and understands, although I asked the question in Spanish, and that is assumed that the invited person’s BEG would be expressed bioenergemally or would be bioexpressed in her native language, French –second tongue– for Madame Curie. This disparity of languages is frequent however and forces to raise the existence of a BEL language or intuitional biolanguage shared by all the BEGs to explain the feasibility of the BEL communication. We have named this biolanguage Intuilish [Ints-1–30–2016; Appendix 2]. The fact is that the three of us biocommunicate and understand one another: the researcher who directs the BEL communication, the person in BEL communication and the bioimage of the invited person’s BEG already found in the BEL universe. In brief: Two NMEGOs, that of Ruth and mine, and three BEGs, the guest one, those of Ruth and mine, biocommunicate by means of bioimages and bioscenes in the BIPL biostage, by means of the bioexchange of mutual intuitions –or Intuilish–, these often graphically neurobiodesigned.


From the biodialogue that we had with Madame Curie in the initial stage, also the ancient ‘religious’ language stands out as, “The ‘worlds’ are of ‘light’… Ultimately, all energy comes from ‘light’.” And when we asked her what orientation she wanted to give us to our work she specified: “Your work will bear fruits much later; for the meantime, some of the ‘things’ will not be understood, but future works to complete the first ones will be very useful… You will be unable to stop. Critiques will feed your theory.” Madame Curie since then was very kind, intuitive and participating, and she continues being like that. In that first bioexperience, nevertheless, she also needed of the usual phraseology to express her ideas, as it is the case of the parasited, sibylline and handy ‘light’. Perhaps without warning of how her BEG was intuiting the responses, not if they were her own intuitions or not. As isolated as that, the BEGs in the BEL universe have remained for ages, except some ‘religious figures’ that have monopolized the parasitic biointeraction (mainly by means of parasiting dreams) with the human of the BML universe [Chapter 43]. We were at that stage, then, in which by asking questions to BEGs we shared and sowed concerns.


In December 15, 1993, in a bioexperience with Corina in BEL communication, once again, we ‘requested to talk’ –in unspecified way– with a scientist and, immediately, she bio-observed a white wall with three photographs of scientists, with the scientist’s name on a metallic plate on the lower horizontal section of the wooden frame. There were photographs of Wolfgang Pauli (physicist; 1900–1958), Paul A. M. Dirac (physicist, 1902–1984) and Albert Einstein.


We invited Albert Einstein to accompany us, as in effect occurred. After explaining that we had invited him to answer some questions in relation to a research that about bioenerscience we were carrying out, that his points of view were of interest to us, and that ‘tell’ us whether he agreed to biodialogue. He gladly accepted and from the biodialogue with him, some traditional responses stand out too. When we asked him how he understands now what energy is, he affirmed: “Energy is like ‘God’s tool; is the tangible means we receive from ‘God’.” Regarding if we might speak about live energy and ‘inert’ energy he insisted: “Without ‘inert’ energy there would not be life. It is as if there were no day, there would not be night.” He considered that the human could increase his BEL energy: “Bioenergemal energy arrives if humans search for it.” Moreover, he can look for it: “In various ways: by means of science, ‘religion’, ‘love’, it is the ‘holy’ energy.” He agreed that the brain could fulfill a bridge or linkage function between biomatter and BEG, as in the case of dreams. Nevertheless, on having referred to the form in which the BML and BEL ‘worlds’ interact, he illustrated saying: “Such as in ‘love’, in knowledge.” However, “Biomatter is engrossing and erases, takes away energy from the bioenergeme.” On the forms of life in other ‘worlds’ he affirmed: “Lives in other ‘worlds’ we would not call them life, not even will regard them as life, but as very primary freaks of living matter or biomatter” [sic]. He recommend to humans: “That they waste neither so much their BML nor their BEL existence or life; there should be balance between both to be truly human.” Albert Einstein was more emphatic in his responses but not less conventional. It was more and more clear to us that we were beginning to dabble in an unexplored field. The bioscene of the ‘photographs’ that appeared at the beginning of this BEL communication and the informal biodialogue with Albert Einstein suggested that we could biodialogue with the persons we desired… as long as the ‘religious figures’ were not interfering.


In December 22, 1993, by means of Corina, we had a new BEL communication with Albert Einstein. We told him we would like to continue the biodialogue we had started a week ago. He accepted, but with certain reluctance or indifference, he was serious. Why in the BML universe we can perceive space and time? “Space and time is more tangible because on Earth is more tangible the tridimensional,” Albert affirmed. And in the BEL universe? “The tetradimensional is.” That is why we do not see it? “Becomes opaque with biomatter, always has happened the same event, for centuries, biomatter predominates because we are biomatter evidently.” And what does it happen in the BEL universe? “It is BEG, and biomatter is not manifested at all.” As it is understood, Albert Einstein discarded time as the fourth or fifth dimension of the BML and BEL universes, respectively [Int-4–7-2015].


It seemed that with the first meeting that we had with him, Albert intuited some aspects of the situation in which they were in the BEL universe, of what it consisted of and its relation with the BML universe. He made us intuit that in the BEL universe: “We can coexist with relatives, friends, ‘things’ or activities that we want.” That both: “The BML and BEL universes, as you call them, are neighbours, they are not far away.” The bioenergemal: “It is another universe, parallel to the biomaterial.” He accepted that ignores how long time they could stay in the BEL universe and that: “Maybe we could jump to some other ‘dimension’ or ‘universe’,” he postulated. They do not know it because “Here there are also ‘temptations’,” [sic] detailed. For the reason that, “Those who we are here in the BEL universe are not ‘gods’. Passing here, you find great relief, but there are not ‘infinite’ powers for us.” He clarified that they can coexist with the families or friends who pleased. They no longer can procreate, but indeed, they coexist with the family that they have formed in the BML universe. Understandably, Albert started feeling uncomfortable with our insistent questions. Nevertheless, he still mentioned to us that in the BEL universe the gravity force might not be measured because bodies there have no mass. Then, “There is no biomatter that attracts and repels, but space and time I ‘think’ maybe there could be,” specified. It seems you miss being on Earth, as if you wanted all to be equal, is not so? “Already I have told you, we do not know how long we will be here.” What do you recommend us? “Live intensely, with intelligence, wisely. Without bias excesses, in all aspects: emotional, biomaterial, bioenergemal. We would have to measure each of these aspects periodically.” He also assured, “I have ‘seen’ very ancient BEGs and I ‘think’ they are eternal.” What is your opinion about the BEL research we are carrying out? “It is an important work that I ‘believe’ will have a positive impact for the phenomena never outlined here before” [on Earth]. Did you leave something yet to be done on Earth? “The past no longer concerns those in this place. However, it is nice to ‘talk’ with the intention that you have done it.”


Scientists to whom we have spoken about in general were friendly and sincere, albeit rather reserved on their technical comments. However, what interested us was mainly sensing the impression that caused to them the ideas and intuitions that we were having. We always had present that, regardless of the complexity of a topic, the important aspect in the BEL research was asking us the right question in the most specific way we could. We also began to get the impression that the less time it had passed since their body had biocollapsed, the answers, from those who were scientists for example –but not only–, were more ‘earthly’. They appeared to follow meritocratic habits of the BML universe as if they were defending, even in the BEL universe, that on Earth they continue to be recognised and to ‘fully understand’ what they said or meant not only in their written legacy, but also now in BEL communication.


In December 29, 1993, in a bioexperience with Corina, we biocommunicated with Niels Bohr; our BEL research was taking unusual impulse. I find relevant the following aspects from the BEL communication we held with Niels Bohr (physicist, 1885–1962). His BEG also insisted on the BEL universe: “Gravity is neither meaningful nor of concern for us any longer.” So, “There is no volume, mass, time, gravitational obstacles. It is a total BEL ambience, without material, time or distance boundaries,” stressed. He made us intuit that they can consult all their past. He mentioned that the bioscenes and bioimages of his BML existence can be ‘recalled’ and that these bioimages: “They have volume. However, it is not the usual volume with biomatter, but is a volume of ‘light’ that is formed in that moment,” added. The bioexperiences are kept in the BEL memory or biomemory of the BEG so that: “What once was can exist again, whatever,” insisted. However, “In the BML universe of the living [sic], there are wasted forces and worn the human and BEL aspects of humans… As if both universes [BML and BEL] had lost trail each other. Humans do not look for it and the BEGs do not approach either,” stated. “If someone did not call, we are not motivated to go… Few people remember us. If they are not our relatives, nobody calls us,” concluded. With the BEL research, he also was condescending since: “It is a very intelligent, human and long-range work. It will have great resonance for a long time,” emphasized, “It is clarifying and basic for future studies in other countries of the world. The work is well outlined,” commented. To making it known, Niels suggested “That the first critics be people compatible with your ideas, and make it known in adequate places, so it be not disdained. It will be a tenacious effort… Classical paradigms are questioned. In your work there is seen the intentional responsibility of unravelling fundamental questions,” summarized. He recommended letting it known “As soon as you do not have doubts about the fundamental approaches there covered,” ended. How ‘far’ is the BEL universe? “We are close neighbours, but if you come to knock at the door, we are far away.” Do all organisms have BEG? “Every living organism has its own law of life; they have their natural characteristics very well defined” [sic]. Are there plants and animals in the BEL universe? “It is quite probable, but I have not seen everything what surely exists in this BEL universe… With who you want to be, you can be… I have so far neither visited nor ‘requested’ [sic] to be in other places.” How is the place where you are? “It is a very nice place, I live with my wife. However, when I want to know other places I can go… I hear music if I want to.” How do you biocommunicate among you? “Biocommunication is by means of desires or ‘thoughts’.” Niels Bohr’s BEG was and he keeps on being much empathetic, spontaneous and pleasant to biocommunicate with him.


After these first BEL communications with BEGs of the “sages” found in the BEL universe, it was clear that their opinions and emotional responses were similar to those of persons from the BML universe. Then, in January 3, 1994, I had reached a conclusion that served as my guide: The bioenergemal ‘world’ is very human, and the human ‘world’ is very bioenergemal. With these BEL communications with which we began our BEL research, it became evident that both the BEGs of the BEL universe, such as those of Madame Curie, Albert Einstein and Niels Bohr, and our NMEGO and BEG, share common concerns and offered us as answers the same earthly generalities, if not prejudices, that emerged from our shared ignorance. Hence, we supposed that the BEGs of the BEL universe seemed to want to be in the BML universe and they perhaps had the impression that we wanted to ‘understand’ the BEGs and the BEL universe according to the framework of the little we know about the BML universe.


I used to confuse ‘life’ with ‘existence’ and this with that. ‘World’, ‘dimension’ or ‘universe’, we used them as equivalents. ‘See’, ‘hear’, ‘think’, ‘far’, ‘near’, what do you do?, were usual verbs, adjectives and questions common in my interviews. Although gradually became obvious to me that by not having biomatter, the BEG, formed at least by organised BEL energy, could intuit, bioenerscientiate (i.e. practice its bioenerscience while biocommunicating or intuiting), presentiate more than ‘think’, and could have bioenerscience (intuitions) of itself and others, free will, biomemory, biocreative capacity. However, basically, BEGs of the BEL universe were in a state of bewilderment in front of our doubts and restlessness before what we pretended to bioresearch. Our doubts were the same doubts of them, and our answers were not going beyond what they themselves could answer and understand either. I understood they were in a weightless, timeless and bioenergetic bioambience that provided them the tranquillity for not suffering any more the permanent influence, often biased and harming, of the NMEGO. However, they still carry with them the sequels of all those fears, ‘guilt’ and prejudices that they had learned and suffered in their BML existence. For being a timeless state in which they live, they only presentiate, live in constant or ‘continuous’ present (passive attitude). We corroborated that indeed sense organs can be of an organism made of biomatter, not of a BEG mainly formed by BEL energy. However, they indeed can intuit, bioenerscientiate (active attitude), bioremember or presentiate the BML experiences that they lived or, in this case, what we pretended to show them in the bioscenes and bioimages during the BEL communication. They also can intuit or bioenerscientiate what we said or asked and so understand it, and likewise we could intuit and understand what they have been ‘telling’ us in a direct form –through intuitions– and/or making us intuit by means of the bioscenes and bioimages of their answers, or by asking us their own questions. Similarly, they can intuit what are hearing as well as the rest of the sense organs’ functions [Chapter 6].


To what or where were we going to get if we were –the BEGs of the BEL universe and us– in the same situation of lack of knowledge? It would be not very far away and with uncertain and passing progress. Moreover, the ‘religious figures’ kept ‘appearing’ at every opportunity they found, especially in those collaborators, men and women, with more attachment to them. The BEL barrier that Mary, Joseph and Jesus were presenting to us for biocommunicating with human BEGs of the BEL universe we took it as the ‘reality’, as the ‘usual way’ of doing it, always through them. At least, and with stubbornness, they made us to suppose it this way. I remember few occasions in which we could biocommunicate with BEGs that were not them. In the BEL communication of April 4, 1994 stands out that of a Mexican physician, who surprised and quite spontaneous, said to us: “It is almost ‘supernatural’ what you are doing.” In contrast, in the BEL communication of April 8, 1994, the popular Mexican singer Pedro Infante (1917–1957), also surprised but with his typical shyness, commented: “I truly do not know what to say to you, of this, I neither know what happens nor in what situation we are.”12 This way we begin, without knowing neither what to ask, nor what to investigate and without the suitable BEL terminology to explain to ourselves and to explain to BEGs the BEL information or bioinformation that we were getting.


It seemed to me, then, that the BEL barrier the ‘religious figures’ were opposing to us, in particular to me, had to assume it because we have to and, understood with hindsight, start by knowing it, going deep into the BEL interaction or biointeraction with them and ‘ease up’ critically with their ‘religious’ expectations-demands. Meanwhile, doing to them numerous questions on the most varied topics, BELs and BMLs, ‘religious’ or of another nature. Giving them, of course, a vote of confidence to what for more than two millenniums, they have represented or tried to represent. Saw and understood now too, in 2014, that the harassment and restrictions we then faced on the part of the ‘religious figures’, raised us the possibility of continuing with this awkward biointeraction, limited to –and for– Mary, Joseph and Jesus or of suspending definitively the BEL communications. There was indeed a dilemma, but I did not stop to think if I continued or not, I wanted to go forward with the BEL research and the BEL communication avoiding what for me were mere accidents –as the meeting with the ‘religious figures’–. I had no doubt of that, and neither I had it as for that I would not be a ‘preacher’ either, nor a ‘merchant’ of their ‘word’ –the invitation to be it was another accident–, I only followed the course of events together with the collaborators that I still had. What I did not anticipate, and even less the ‘religious figures’, were the multiple questions and statements that, after the book on ‘sects’1 and in a spontaneous and exponential way, was going to intuit and we were going to do and put to them. With what, without proposing it and as it will be read further on, they necessarily fell down, on the one hand, in contradictions and incongruities and, on the other, without being intentional either, they were confronted to conceptualizations and argumentations not only unexpected and unknown but also, of entry, incomprehensible for the ‘religious figures’. As after a time some of those queries were also new and unknown for the majority of the BEGs of the BEL universe. From this vote of confidence arose already published books. This is the case of a book entitled: How do Religious Figures Induce the Establishment of Sects? In Chapter 3 of the present book, I will present a summary of some of the BEL communications that form it and in Chapter 6 the conclusions I arrived at. I edited that book* in 1998 and published it in several occasions.1 At the same time, I predicted and was careful to prepare in form of a book of private and limited circulation, a summary of the aspects that seemed to me the most relevant of the growing number of BEL communications. Otherwise, this stage of them would have been lost. A first book, edited in 1995, and that very few people knew, is entitled The ‘seven kingdoms’ of ‘God the Father, Lord’: The revelations of the ‘spiritual world’ I, from which I extracted the fragments of the BEL communications with ‘Raphael’, Madame Curie, Albert Einstein and Niels Bohr.12 A second book, published in 1997 and that also very few people knew, is entitled The ‘modern word’ of ‘God the Father’, and follows the same guideline of the first, dedicated to ‘paying cult’ and, as Mary, Joseph and Jesus wanted, to “prepare us” to ‘follow’ the ‘religious’ line we already knew and already established long ago by them.13 I wrote a third BEL book that I did not publish and I will refer to it in Chapter 7.14


We still would last several years of frequent practice (at times obstinate, like trying to discover the way of escaping and of freeing from the quicksand of this viscous barrier which border was always and has been irregular and unpredictable) of BEL communications to restart our BEL research with the BEGs of the BEL universe. Without –or almost without– restriction, censorship and impersonation with which the bioenergemes-parasites (the ‘religious figures’) participated –without being invited– in every BEL communication we carried and carry out. Although it looks like an absurdity, it has been like that and this way it keeps on being, nevertheless, it has been changing from a coercive and arbitrary form on behalf of them to another form increasingly, let’s say, weaken and gradually less claimant. Except for certain negative emotion –destructiveness– that remains so intense and disastrous as they have always shown it, as much in the BML universe as in the BEL universe [see chapters 40–48].





*Very few of my colleges, in spite of my insistence, afforded to take actively part –proposing a questionnaire– in that BEL dialogue or biodialogue.


*In Chapter 29 is clarified why Madame Curie prefers we name her this way.


*I have published ~ten BEL books in ‘print on demand’ edition.
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Jesus: “That everyone relates to the ‘shadows’ in ‘seven lives’”


The book entitled How Do Religious Figures Induce the Establishment of Sects?1 only gives examples of BEL interaction or biointeraction with the ‘religious figures’ and began with a BEL communication held in July 11, 1994 and the last chapter was the result of a bioexperience that took place in May 22, 1995. It exemplifies the biointeraction that especially was attracted and attracts me, among BEGs of the BEL and BML universes. The book of the ‘sects’ is encircling, deceitful and, for many, could be showy too since it is formed by a wide range of colourful and flamboyant neurobioenergemal bioscenes and bioimages. Each bioexperience of the ‘sects’ book was expressly prepared for Mary, Joseph and, mainly, Jesus, and those of us who participated almost always appeared as boys or girls of about age three to four the girls and age four to six the boys, few times as teenagers or adults, women or men. Jesus on occasions also appeared as child of age five or six. However, Mary, Joseph and Jesus generally appeared as adults. All of a sudden, many times they told me I did not ask, did not question. I never understood what they expected me to ask or question about their proposals, if it was clear what they intended. In that moment of uncertainty, we, in particular I, asked few questions and rather I answered sudden questions that Jesus asked me. His questionings were brief and increasingly regular, of test, induction, persuasion and indoctrination. In which Jesus –although Mary equally– usually felt at least disconcerted by the responses, if not frankly disappointed, distressed or upset. I gave already the example of the ‘anointing’ of my BEG, but there were other situations of interest in which their ‘admonitions’ did not have the desired effect.


In one of the first BEL communications of that book, precisely in that of August 15 of 1994, Mary came close to me and said “Take this hummingbird, is one that you gave me as a gift; that freedom that you ‘love’, this bird is that freedom that you have. This is how you will be able to give your ‘love’ to your fellow man” [sic]. The comment made allusion to one of the characters, Colibrí, of the novel Yauh: the inner exit, which I wrote back in 1988 and published in 1989 shortly before I started the BEL research, for I consider it the direct antecedent of this research.9, 21 It was like a preparation. In this context, the present Mary gave me acquires the hue of an insinuation. Let us examine which.


Lucela –collective pseudonym for everyone involved in this stage of the BEL research project– commented that I took the hummingbird in my hands and it flew away immediately, to my pleasure. Suddenly, we ‘appeared’ in a house. Jesus walked it through. We also settled in the plush couches of the living room. Two young women and two young men, and their mother came closer. Jesus advised them: “‘Sons’, the ‘light’, ‘silence’, will bring you close to my ‘father’. He will guide you to the understanding of his ‘will’.” Jesus invited me to approach the newcomers and give a pearl to each one of the young women, gave a little green stone to one of the young men and a little white stone to the other. Jesus hugged them again. Mary approached the mother with her four children. I approached the mother; Mary invited me to give the mother the pearl that she herself had given to me, and I was holding it in my hand, while she told the mother: “This pearl is one of my tears. Remember, however difficult the road is, I will always be with you; I will strengthen you and accompany you, because this is the ‘will’ of ‘God the Father’.” I took the hand of the mother of the young men and women. Jesus also took her hand. The three of us were united in a hug. The mother smiled. Jesus corresponded to her the smile and so I did too. Jesus added, “This embrace will always be with you. You will always have this ‘love’ and this warmth.” The young mother eyes were filled with tears. Jesus wiped away the tears and invited me to hug her, as well as the two young men and women. We all approached the end of the garden of the house. A strong wind was blowing, seemed insinuations about the decisions I would have made in the passage of time. Lucela was alarmed and I soothed her. We continued walking. The panorama changed, we were then by the sea. The sun shined very brightly. At the end of the beach, we saw a main boat and two other smaller ones. Jesus invited me to climb into the biggest one and said to me, “The road is long, I will always be with you and the ‘Holy Spirit’ will illuminate you. The ‘Virgin Mary’ will also protect you. You will decide who will accompany you in these two small boats. I will guide and strengthen them.” The journey began. The small boats also set out, one on each side of the larger one. I was bathed with the ‘light’ of the ‘Holy Spirit’. Jesus ‘blessed’ me. A ‘light’ shined through the clouds and illuminated everything. ‘Heavenly’ songs could be heard. I looked ‘happy’. The boat began to disappear in the distance. The ‘Holy Spirit’ guided me. Lucela remained holding Jesus’ hand. Everything is peaceful, serene. The look on Jesus’ face stood out. Although the neurobioenergemal events were just beginning, it was evident that the intention of this whole ‘story’ was that I would have to get away from my family to form a ‘religious group’ and go to ‘preach’ the ‘word’ of Jesus. What, for his increasing bewilderment, I never accepted, although others of my collaborators accepted indeed, whom, to my refusal, ended up walking away.


In September 26 of 1994, we carried out the twelfth BEL communication that forms the book of the ‘sects’.1 The passages narrate facts that later were recurrent in the interventions of Mary, Joseph and Jesus. They alluded to a tree, a jacaranda, another of the characters in my novel Yauh.9 Lucela bio-observed that the sun had risen; she saw a jacaranda that Mary, Joseph and Jesus said it was mine. That plant looked beautiful, huge; its roots were luminous, strong, deep, and firm. Its purple flowers look very beautiful. Hummingbirds flew back and forth, playing around them. We approached the shade of the jacaranda. There was the ‘light’, inside the tree, of the jacaranda. It showed a tall trunk with a strip of ‘light’, as a gateway of ‘light’. We entered through it. Lucela and I ‘appeared’, as children, in front of another tree. This was the “tree of life” –Jesus affirmed– as if the two trees were united, as if their branches greeted and gave life to themselves. So they insinuated, as often did, the supposed ‘essential’ similarity between Jesus and me. The child Jesus had a hideout in the jacaranda, where he kept candies: alegria candy, lemons with honey and cocada candy. He invited us and the three of us ate. The traditional Mexican candies the child Jesus kept in that ‘paradise’ tasted delicious. The jacaranda had left a carpet of flowers. Barefoot, without damaging the flowers, we played on that carpet. A deer with very big eyes approached us. The three rode by on that deer, it trotted and jumped making the tinkling sound of the flowers of the jacaranda and took us to another tree. The three of us went up. The branches inclined to hug and help us go up in the usual order, Jesus, Alejandro and Lucela. Its branches were ‘loving’ arms full of life. The child Jesus told us in the centre of the tree was a nest, and that we must approach carefully not to hurt it. It was a nest with birds of various biospecies. When the birds discovered us, they flew over us and played with our hair. The child Jesus smiled and we played with the birds, while the ‘loving’ branches protected us from slipping. The child Jesus invited Lucela to choose one flower among a large number that there were in the tree. She chose a white flower, a lily, of very pleasant aroma. To me, Jesus gave me a fruit of the ‘love’ of ‘God the Father’. I chose one similar to a golden peach that to the bioimage of my BEG tasted delicious and whose seed was luminous. I shared my peach with Jesus and Lucela. I opened the bark of the peach seed, and inside found a wheat seed. The child Jesus told me: “Keep it, it’s yours, you found it.” The child Jesus seemed to refer once again to the fact that I have been able to understand the intuition to find and develop the method of the BEL communication between the BML universe –he said “material world”– and the BEL universe. The child Jesus said then to my BEG: “Remember that from a seed grows a spike of wheat, which in turn produces more seeds. Go and sow them, go on and plant them wherever you like, anywhere you choose in the garden.” My BEG remained intuiting and felt compelled to sow the seed of wheat in the same tree of ‘love’, which seemed to correspond to the ‘heart’ of ‘God the Father’. That was a surprise for all three. Immediately, the tree cleared its branches to receive the seed, at that time it was strong the BEL feeling that there could not be a better place. I deposited the seed in the branches. In doing so, from the sky strike me an intense beam of ‘light’, which illuminated the entire place, all the bioscene. The child Jesus told me: “You made the right choice, the right fruit, the right seed, the right place, and the fruit is your reward.” Lucela said the child Jesus once again seemed to refer to the way we knew to get the method or procedure of BEL communication between the BEL universe and the BML universe. To do this, then, I relied on: 1) The appropriate fruit: the multidisciplinary research about the bioenerscience. 2) The adequate seed: BEL research; 3) The right place: Mexico… I was interested in planting other seeds and child Jesus enjoined me to do so. I planted other seeds dedicated as follows: 4) One for the truth; 5) One for BEL communication; 6) One for BEL, BIPL and BML knowledge; 7) One for all the BML, BIPL and BEL biospecies of the unit universe; 8) One for the terrestrial, BML and BEL humanity. Although apparently Jesus was pleased, it was not what he expected me to do. What he sought was that I eagerly decided and finally oriented myself to the “preaching of his words and follow his path.” Mary persisted in that explicitly. To that end, ‘he’ hoped that by sowing the seeds I would open that possibility and allude to it with more frequency. I would show that way that their task of persuasion was on the way they expected. In the same vein, another topic on which Mary, Joseph and Jesus came back to with insistence was, as I already mentioned, relative to that Jesus and I were “the same essence.”


The same September 26, 1994, in which we carried out the twelfth bioexperience of Lucela and in which she was induced some events. She described, among many others, the following neurobiointerphasemal bioscenes and bioimages that spontaneously appeared in the biostage or biointerphaseme of her NMEGO. Lucela bio-observed that the dove of the ‘Holy Spirit’ was above my bioimage, that from the sky was coming down a beam of ‘light’, like a rainbow, and below the ‘Holy Spirit’ were: Jesus, Mary and me. Our sandals left golden powder when walking. Jesus and Mary took the hand of Lucela, and Jesus invited to that: “Come closer [to Alejandro], touch him, he has the ‘love’ of my mother and my ‘father’. Observe him; see how there is no difference. Feel him, are only ‘essences’, feel his hand. In your eyes, there is a duality, but in ‘essence’, it is only one person. He is with me and I with him. I am with my ‘father’ and Alejandro with me.” Mary gave her hand to Lucela and recommended, “Feel how his peace leads us, it is the peace of Jesus, of ‘God the Father’, my ‘father’, and now it is Alejandro’s; feel it.” Mary invited that –continued describing Lucela– I brought closer my brothers, that there was a table set to enshrine the “essence” of bread and ‘light’. I was in front of the table, to the right, and Mary and Lucela to the left. We invite those who I ‘love’, those who I do not ‘love’, who I know, who I do not know, who have expressed me their affection, those who have money [sic] and, lastly, the dispossessed. “Go ahead –Jesus says to me–, in this way you will ‘love’ all your brothers [and sisters] and you will give out the ‘love’ of ‘God the Father’. Your ‘heart’ is so noble that any small grain of sand that remains in the ‘heart’ of your brothers [and sisters] is enough. Because you are the ‘essence’ of my ‘father’ and ‘he’ is ‘love’, I am ‘love’ and you are ‘love’. Take the bread in the name of my ‘father’, and ‘bless’ it.” For disconcert of Jesus, I told him: “All humans are ‘love’, then, Jesus”, and he said nothing… A beam of golden ‘light’ coming from the sky lit up the bread and, induced by Jesus, the bioimage of my BEG ‘blessed’ it. Then I took the ‘chalice’ with wine and my hands were filled with ‘light’. Later, once again, Jesus and I display to be two in presence or bioimage, but one in ‘essence’, Lucela saw us the same, and Mary told Lucela: “Just as Jesus, ‘love’ him [Alejandro], because they are the same person.” Mary put one of her hands on Jesus’ hand and the other on Alejandro’s; Mary insisted on Lucela that: “Feel their strength, it is the same for both of them, throughout time and in time, you will recognize them, search for them, remember that they are the same ‘essence’, there is no difference; ‘love’ both of them the same. They have the same ‘light’, the same strength and the same ‘love’ in their hands.” Lucela replied: “Yes, Mary, I want to be with them. I ‘love’ Jesus. Yes, Mary, help me, teach me.” I asked Lucela if we had already given Jesus a tunic, she said that we had. Jesus thanked me said: “The cloak that you are worried about, you have given me with your ‘love’. Your ‘love’ shelters and protects me. Thank you.” Jesus came close to me and looked at me face to face. Mary, very pleased, observed us together. Lucela saw us the same, she could not distinguish one from the other. Mary, smiling, suggested to Lucela that, “Feel them, look at them with your ‘heart’ and you will see that they are the same. The ‘heart’ sees, hears, discovers and feels how things really are, because the senses may deceive you and sometimes see what one wants to see. Because what it is, is.” On the surface of the water –Lucela said– were discovered the bioimages of us four –Mary, Jesus, Lucela and me–; but especially the bioimage of ‘God the Father’ was discovered, of golden ‘light’. Lucela saw, on the water, the bioimage of Jesus. I was at the lagoon and also saw the bioimage of Jesus, reflecting a beam of golden ‘light’ and Jesus told me: “You are my same ‘essence’ whoever looks at you is looking at me.”


Finally, retaining her biocommunication with the BEL universe [actually, now she would continue bio-observing events of the biointerphasemal universe]1, 3 Lucela opened her eyes, spontaneously bio-observed diverse ‘religious presences’ beside her and beside me. What was puzzling even more Lucela was what they insisted much to her, that Jesus and I had ‘the same essence’, as in that moment Jesus again said to her. I reminded Lucela that we all have the same ‘essence’, the human. In addition, all adjectives to describe the moods of all ‘religious figures’, are necessarily references that led me to think of human BEGs. In this stage was quite evident the insistence of the ‘religious figures’ so that Lucela stayed by collaborating with the BEL research.


In October 3, 1994, we carried out the thirteenth bioexperience of Lucela and in which, by means of neuromindegonal bioscenes and bioimages she was induced events such as the following. Lucela said that on a table was bio-observed a beautiful white tablecloth with golden threads. A vase with four roses decorated the table, they looked very white and of golden ‘light’. The containers holding the bread, water, honey and oil were golden. The flowers multiplied. It was a party. The tree of ‘love’ and the jacaranda looked like they were very close by. Mary invited me to ‘bless’ the food in the name of ‘God the Father’, she told me “Let’s share these food to celebrate ‘God the Father’ together, to celebrate the joy in the ‘heart’ of ‘God the Father’.” I –my NMEGO, no my BEG– said “‘God the Father’: we hope to be able to offer you moments in which we draw closer to the truth, to knowledge and to harmony.” The branches caressed us to the three children, Lucela, Jesus and me. Mary smiled and caressed us too, and invited me “Now to share with us the bread, milk, honey and water.” We all laughed and ate. It certainly was a party. Birds accompanied our bioimages, the bioimages of the BEGs of three lion cubs as well; later they were four. The water spring was changing colours, like following a melody. Lucela’s participation was so outstanding and spontaneous that, for example, then she made mention that she was hearing the stentorian BEL voice or biovoice of ‘God the Father’. She mentioned the same with the other ‘religious figures’ in different times. In contrast, I noted that was uncomfortable the marked preference for me. Since I was directing the BEL communications and was transcribing what Lucela was commenting, but I only was in external biocommunication, ‘God the Father’ said: “‘Blessed’ are you, who believe even without seeing, hearing, only by feeling, you have believed. Just as Abraham heard, just as Noah heard, just as Mary heard so you have heard and have believed. Therefore, ‘blessed’ is he who believes and trusts in the ‘word’ without seeing, without hearing. ‘Blessed’ is he who listens to his ‘heart’, because you have begun your journey to me.”


In the BEL communication of November 19, 1994, the twentieth biocommunication of Lucela, in a bioscene Jesus transformed a desert, which he had showed us first, in a beautiful garden. It was a very beautiful garden, with roses and fresh aroma. All the flowers and the grass had dew; everything was moist, so that not long ago had it rained. The place was very nice. Jesus pointed out to the bioimage of my BEG that: “You realise how the desert can become a beautiful garden. With ‘love’, with ‘prayer’, with ‘faith’, make see your brothers [and sisters] that my ‘father’ does not ask for much. He only asks for ‘love’. That this garden may live in your ‘heart’ and in your ‘love’.” Then, I ‘requested’ him that the garden came to the BML, BEL and BIPL universes, and that the entire unit universe was a beautiful garden… Jesus, ignoring my assertion, insisted me that “The aroma you perceive is the ‘love’ of my ‘father’. May this aroma, which is the ‘love’ of my ‘father’, fill you. May you be filled with it when you breathe it in, may you perceive it and it is the ‘will’ of my ‘father’ that the aroma that you perceive reaches all of your brothers” [and sisters]. He never mentioned the sisters. Lucela said that the four, Mary, Joseph, Jesus and I were very content. Our clothes had changed. Jesus, Joseph and child Alejandro wearing ‘luminous’ white tunics, with a golden ribbon at the waist, golden sandals, golden cloak, like the rays of ‘light’. Mary wore a white ‘luminous’ dress, with golden cloak covering her head. Lucela’s dress was white with white sandals. Mary fit on her a white cloak that covered her head. Jesus invited me –even insisted– to “We are ready to celebrate your understanding, your heeding, your devotion, your ‘prayer’. The garden is entirely at your disposal, may we share this garden any way you wish. May we share the ‘love’ of my ‘father’, my ‘love’ for you, the ‘love’ of my mother and the ‘love’ of my ‘father’, Joseph. You choose.” I –not my BEG–, a bit confused after being told to choose, did so, but remained with the impression that in deciding that this garden was in the tree of ‘love’, in the ‘heart’ of ‘God the Father’, shifted Jesus’ purpose, maybe Jesus was expecting another request or suggestion that I did not intuit. However, Jesus had offered me to dispose as I wished of the garden where we were. There were a few seconds of surprise and general confusion, but ‘God the Father’ probably agreed with the decision, and Jesus dryly said, “You want to share the bread with my ‘father’, in his presence. Let us walk with joy to my ‘father’.” Jesus stretched out his right hand and ‘appeared’ a forest with a beautiful road of ‘light’ crossing through it. We went to the tree that was now looking stronger, leafier. The tree emitted ‘light’. Lucela and I felt as if the ‘light’ was guiding us. The ‘light’ came to us and filled us. Jesus recommended us “Yes, let it in, do not set limits. That it impregnates you completely.” The ‘light’ of the tree hugged, filled, satisfied. Jesus reiterated “You are here, Alejandro, because of the joy you have brought to our ‘hearts’, and because of your great ‘faith’. Come in and receive, on this occasion, the bread and the fruit of the vine, of my ‘father’. If that is what you wish.” With certain feeling of uneasiness in the bioambience, the ‘religious figures’, although disagree with what happened, they said goodbye with their used amiability.


In the twenty second bioexperience of Lucela, realized in December 3, 1994, according to this with the bioimage of the ‘Virgin of Conception of Mary’ they biostage a ‘childbirth’ in progress. I attend it and of that they insinuate, without clearly affirming it, a child is born whom they name ‘Alejandro’, they call it ‘son’ and that, for if something is lacking, is ‘identical to Jesus’ [sic]. To try to explain me what was happening, I remembered that, in a recent biocommunication with Lucia, had commented to Jesus and Mary that, according to the history that the ‘Gospels’ report, to be a ‘son’ of ‘God the Father’, first it would be necessary to be a Mary’s ‘son’ and brought up, ‘loved’ and educated by her. Disconcerted, on this occasion Jesus and Mary answered a doubtful and hesitating “Yes…” Perhaps the ‘childbirth’ that they represented, slightly explicit, without saying of whom or what they were talking about, it has to see with this comment that I made. Of course, Lucela was not knowing about the BEL communication with Lucia. This way they were trying to solve the quandary that my intuition raised to them [2015].


Besides, in December 19, 1994, Lucela’s twenty-fourth bioexperience took place; on that occasion, as part of an extensive comment, Jesus openly expressed the following collective threat: “I have made sure that, during their existence, everyone relates to the ‘shadows’ [sic] in ‘seven lives’ [sic].”


By this time, it was more than evident to Mary, Joseph and Jesus that I did not respond as they expected. Their intense efforts at persuasion did not give the desired result for them and showed it with their gradual cooling of the biointeraction, with the insinuations that Lucela moved away from the BEL communications and, finally, with the suspension of her participation in them. It is probable that Lucela was tired and irritated by the contemptuous manner that they always ‘gave’ her [see Appendix 1]. With Lucela distancing, as expected, the biodialogues of the book of the ‘sects’ concluded.1


Quite, because we exercise the inalienable right to push the excessive caprice back of having to live to the service of the ‘religious figures’ and their coarse pretensions [2015].
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Too much humans to be ‘deities’


For me it was so forced and arbitrary the obliged presence of the ‘religious figures’ in the BEL communication, which after biocommunicating with some laity BEGs, we dedicated ourselves to ask directly to Jesus, also bound in the presence of Mary and Joseph, about the BEL universe. They were several hundreds of BEL communications of several hours of duration in which I asked Jesus several hundred questions. Something similar happened with a ‘religious’ bioimage that bragged to be ‘God the Father’, he called himself as such and who also we asked hundreds of questions mainly about the BEL universe, place in which, boastful, they were presuming to be “exercising their ministries.” The supposed BEG of ‘God the Father’ presented himself since the BEL communication of January 22, 1994 and he ‘allowed’ to that, in his presence, we biocommunicated, for example, with as many ‘religious figures’ as we were interested to do so. This provoked on me, as I mentioned, the disturbing questions about the possible impersonation that the BEGs of the BEL universe could do pretending to be who they are not. This impersonation and transfiguration, common in the bioscenes and bioimages of dreams, required an explanation sufficiently clarifying.6


The book of The ‘seven kingdoms’ of ‘God the Father’ [see Chapter 2] summarises the events of the BEL communications we carried out with ‘religious figures’ between November 25, 1993 and September 2, 1994.12 We were dedicated to biodialogue mainly with Jesus, relying for biocommunication on several of my colleagues, men and mainly women, who always cooperated willingly. The participation of several persons as intermediaries in BEL communication, asking the ‘religious figures’ questions very similar or the same, allowed me to receive crossed bioinformation to compare whether the responses they gave were different, similar or equal. By then it was being created among all the participants in the BEL communications an ‘ambience of religious fervour’. Mary, Joseph and Jesus were in charge of feeding such an ‘ambience’ insisting on the points already mentioned: that we read ‘the Scriptures’, that we ‘pray’ to them, that we formed a ‘religious group’, specifically a ‘new Church’, that we devoted to do ‘religious proselytising, preaching their word’ and everything connected with this purpose.


In May 16, 1994, with Rico in BEL communication, stands out the comment of a very spontaneous boy, Dario, who, in presence of Mary, Joseph and Jesus, said, “What can I tell you? I am the smallest, the most humble. I can give you my ‘love’, my life; that you help my mom, my brothers. I want to ‘request’ that throughout the world, ‘wars’ end; in return, I offer all my ‘heart’, my body, my life. I know it is little, but I ‘request’ that you end with so much evil. I ‘ask’ to ‘forgive me’ for all ‘evil’ that I have done. To the ‘lord’ I have ‘asked’ all for everyone and nothing for me.” The ‘religious figures’ were moved and touched so much for the words they listened, that their bioimage ‘cried’ for joy, and Jesus, overwhelmed, said: “You are one of ‘my’ sons. You will be at my right side. You will be in charge of taking care for the world. When the time comes, you will do a lot for the people, for all humanity. You will be one of the ‘chosen ones’ by my ‘father’. You will be a pillar in your family. You will be very strong, and nothing and nobody will break you. You will be very respectful with your parents and ‘loving’ with your brothers. ‘Blessed’ is the one who ‘asks’ for others and nothing for him.” At the end of this bioexperience, Mary, Joseph and Jesus looked in peace, calm, pleased. Apparently, all was going according to their wish. The language that pleased them was, for instance, as follows.


In May 23, 1994, with Magda in BEL communication, the BEG of Jesus appeared. ‘Kneeling’ in the bioscene, we ‘crossed’ to him and ‘begged’ for his ‘help’ so that Magda could take a less confrontational relation with her family, with whom she had quarrelled seriously the weekend. The ‘lord allowed’ that all the quarrelsome appear before ‘his presence’. All relatives of Magda ‘crossed kneeling’ and we all remained that way. It is an uncomfortable and ‘forced’ position, and unworthy condition for any person who biointeracts with them; supposed ‘respect’, confused with abject servility. Jesus ‘told’ –made her intuit– Magda that: “Daughter, I ‘love’ you and you do not have to look down on anyone. They are my offspring too and you must ‘love’ them as I ‘love’ them. Accept them as they are, without forcing them to want to change, only down the road of goodness. If not, nothing is fixed. You need to do a lot of ‘prayer’. You can be the pillar of your family [he said the same to Dario]; with patience and tolerance, you are going to achieve it. If you cannot, you are not going to be able to help anyone. Your father is good. He has not poisoned his ‘soul’, give him a hug and be reconciled with him. You must have [sic] a lot of ‘prayer’ to make you strong. Your ‘mission’ is not only your family but also work for many, many ‘souls’ who need it so much. You have to make a ‘big church’ in the place where I am showing you, there will come thousands of people of all ‘religions’, and there will find many changes. Work until you drop, until you feel that you can no more. I will strengthen you.” Jesus gave us his ‘blessing’ and, thus, his ‘light’ for all. He said goodbye calm and friendly, rising to ‘heaven’ of the bioscene. This form of biointeraction of us with them –Mary, Joseph and Jesus– was what they expected, encouraged and demanded in all BEL communications. These were moments very conducive to induce to not only the formation of a ‘big church’, but also to inculcate habits and ‘prejudices’ such as humiliating us ‘kneeling’ before them, taking away our individuality and will to assume them as ‘omnipotent deities’. Make feel ‘guilty’ who sought help and, as ‘penance’, induce to realise forced labour so tirelessly; of course, for the exclusive benefit of the ‘religious figures’, although on the pretext of helping those who “badly need it”, used to say.


I had inevitable questions: And why do they not help? And if they help: why do they not have achievements? And if they have achievements: why they are not widespread? Do they not want or can although they wanted to help? Or do they neither want nor can help? [2015]. The supposed ‘reincarnation’, that is, the existence of ‘former and future lives’ of the same BEG in the BML universe, they promoted it at every opportunity. In May 30, 1994, with Magda in BEL communication, spontaneously ‘appeared’ Jesus in the bioscene, he came walking over the waters of a lake, wearing white tunic and golden yellow cloak, he looked ‘radiant’ and ‘happy’. The lake and the way Jesus arrived, induced me to suppose that Magda, in an alleged ‘past life’, was a BEG that ‘was close’ to him, more than two thousand years ago; of course, referring to Magdalene who was Jesus acquaintance. Jesus ‘allowed’ that Magda outlined some problems of education in relation to her eldest offspring. After listening to her, Jesus invited Joseph to show her the “long road”, covered with white rose petals, which he has “prepared” for her, and made her intuit the following comment: “Daughter, help not only your offspring, but also other of my offspring; open your ‘mind’. Just as you helped me on the Earth, extend the path to them.” Pleased, Jesus said good-bye in the usual way, went away rapid and ‘luminously’ through a window of the bioscene.


In June 8, 1994, with Mario in BEL communication, Jesus asked us about a dream that a person had had the recent May 21, and in which she saw an intense ‘light’ that was coming to her home. Later, Jesus told us that the ‘Holy Spirit’ had been in that house in May 22, 1994. That is, Jesus induced everything. Forthwith, we showed him the book on the Conscience.7 And very confident about himself, with the security that gives –or gave it– the position that for more than two thousand years occupies in ‘his Church’ in the West and boasting confidence, perhaps too much confidence in himself. Grandiloquent allowed himself to say, “It is going to be real openness to the BEL universe, so that you enter the BEL universe. It is what you have always expected here on Earth.” Flattering, he added, “The book will solve problems in mass and will provide real peace to the world. The road is long, there will be problems, but there will come a time when everything is normal. Supersede the ‘happiness’, ‘love’, hope. This is more important than material things,” [sic]. Bold, Jesus dared to do prophecies about a book of which content he ignored and ignores. His bioego was lying to him, since he supposed me ‘aligned’ and convinced, a mirage [2015].


In July 25, with Rico in BEL communication, in summary stand out the following events that occurred in his neurobiointerphasemal bioscenes and bioimages. Rico saw –bio-observed– that he and I –our bioimage–were on a cloud. Jesus came very ‘luminous’ and relaxed, wearing a white tunic and blue, white and pink cloak. He gave us a pat on the back. Gullible, I ‘asked’ for the solution to all [sic] problems in the world… At some point, Jesus asked me, “Why called me?” The question puzzled me because, actually, we neither had called him nor ever did. Jesus took the ‘word’ again and, with verbosity, said: “‘Blessed’ is one who ‘requests’ for others and not ‘request’ for him. In truth, I tell you that these ‘blessings’ have to be given and you have given them. That ‘blessing’ I leave it to you for helping others… We leave you force, leave you ‘light’, we leave you ‘power’. Be ‘blessed’ your goodness, your cordiality, son of ‘mine’. ‘Blessed’ are your ancestors and your descendants, your friends, and all around you. We know that your work has not been nor will be simple… ‘Blessed’ is ‘my father’, ‘God’ and ‘lord’, for everything that has given us. We came to cleanse the world; people did not believe it. But we knew that our work would be long, and here we continue. In ‘truth’, I tell you that the twenty-one dawn must be my ‘holy father’.” At this time, Jesus asked us if we understood when, and we replied to him that maybe in twenty-one days or the twenty-first day, and, scornful, he told us: “‘Sons’ of little understanding! That the ‘light’ of my ‘father’, ‘God’ and ‘lord’, must ‘illuminate’ you [in the plural], must provide you the vision. He must open your ‘visor eye’. He must give you the ‘internal’, BEL, view. It must open to you the internal, BEL, vision with two words, for that is the ‘will’ of my ‘holy father’. You must develop [in the singular] your BEL vision because that is my ‘will’. We do not know whether my ‘father’, ‘God’ and ‘lord’, will be here or we will require of some ‘temple’,” [sic] insisted. Jesus, then, asked us, “Do you know why I asked you [indeed, he did it in a bioexperience in July 18, 1994] that three men and two women were present?” We replied to him no, that we did not know, and Jesus added: “Two women accompanied my mother, and cried for her son. And there were three men who comforted them… At this instant, I withdraw and leave my ‘blessing’. All the ‘light’ has to remain, and all evil and all shadows must terminate. ‘Blessed’ the one who has believed in my ‘holy father’, in me, in my ‘holy mother’, in my ‘father’ Joseph, in the ‘archangels’, in the ‘divinity’ of the work of my ‘holy father’. ‘Blessed’ he is. At this moment, I withdrew.”


The use of the plural by Jesus in these comments surely was because Rico indeed was –or it keeps on being– a suitable candidate to fulfill the ‘doctrinal’ pretensions of Mary, Joseph and Jesus. After the BEL communication, Rico and I discussed the notes I took, and he let me know that the “brother Buddha” [sic] also wanted to biocommunicate with me. That, additionally, was the “will” of Jesus [sic]. However, it would be until after several months that Rico would participate again in a BEL communication. It was obvious that Jesus’ comments always went in the invariably direction that we knew of his ‘word’ and that we build a ‘temple’. This, obviously, would require my ‘preaching’ his ‘religious legacy’. The BEL communications, whether individual or collective, continued in this same direction. Increasingly pressured by the ‘religious figures’ for us to do precisely what they longed for and exactly as they wanted. However, for me, with growing doubts about who those ‘religious figures’ really were. My position was firm refusing to follow not only what their pretentions were, but also the same that soon became calamitous impositions. The stable passage of days, months, years, was making useless their pressure and disappointing them.


Until May 24, 1995, in a collective BEL communication, Jesus provoked that I confronted him by complaining about me with ‘God the Father’ saying that “does not follow my directions.” Jesus wanted to rely on his numerous followers within the collective bioexperience, waiting that I was intimidated. Nevertheless, without doubting it, with assurance and in public I had to ratify with firmness my position and reaffirm that I refused to take a ‘religious’ behaviour without conviction and, for me, senseless because I did not considered myself –and now even less– to be the right person for such commitments and disfigurements. All those present were very impressed by the unexpected events, especially for not having hesitated to clarify with respect and determination Jesus’ complaints. There was no dispute; it was only an attempt. On that occasion, ‘God the Father’ made us intuit that: “This is the first tantrum of Jesus. Although he has propitiated everything, did not expect all to be so fast. You have done things that had not occurred to him.” ‘God the Father’ came close to me and, very happy, hugged and kissed on the forehead the bioimage of my bioenergeme. The ‘archangels’ surrounded us. A beautiful and intense ‘light’ surrounded us. Effusive and accepting what I have said and done, ‘God the Father’ told me “I wanted to see you with that energy. Jesus wanted to stop what he started, without paying attention to what, in all sincerity, you always told him.” We suggested Jesus to kneel down before ‘God the Father’ and this time, he indeed knelt, unlike what had happened that afternoon, in a remarkable performance, with Miguel in BEL communication, in which Jesus did not want to kneel down and ‘God the Father’ in reply, slapped him. To conclude, ‘God the Father’ added: “Everything you have told me, and what you want to ‘request’ me, you will be granted. You can ‘request’ whatever you want. You have the road free to do so” [sic]. I have had the freeway, they are those who have wanted to limit it, I thought. It was an epoch in which to express what I was thinking or intuiting generally was ignored by them.


In May 25, 1995, with Elisa in BEL communication, I resumed on what ‘God the Father’ already knew, that at the beginning of the BEL communications, once Jesus, by not following his recommendations, doubted that I could carry out what he was asking me. I told him he was right, that those were not ‘responsibilities’ that I could or wanted to afford, that I was not the adequate person and that he find someone else. ‘God the Father’, then, told me: “You are so capable, that you have been able to question him and remove him” [to Jesus]. I also clarified with ‘God the Father’ another antecedent that he already knew, when Mary told me that if I followed –conditional– the way of her son, I would have her unconditional love –incongruence–.1 ‘God the Father’ pointed out: “You have always had my ‘love’ in return for nothing. That is why I led your mother [sic], so that she did not spoil you.” Later, in the neurobiointerphasemal bioscenes of Elisa, Mary, Joseph and Jesus ‘appeared’. Jesus said, “I will not mess ever again into the work of my father.” I demanded him to speak with clarity and added, “All I did was to distract you. I will not mess with your family [sic] or with the people who come here.” After the weak but insidious Jesus’ comment, Mary headed off keeping silent her son: “That ‘God the Father’ forgives me for everything I have done.”


On the same day, May 25, 1995, during the BEL communication by means of Elisa, I wrote and read the following comments: 1) Human behaviour is not an affront, but is a lesson. 2) Everything in life, the ‘luminous’ and the ‘dark’, is all trial and lesson. 3) The way in which Mary, Joseph and Jesus made we feel, with their derogatory and ‘blameful’ treatment, indicates that they act as BEL ‘terrorists’… In response, ‘God the Father Prophesised’: “‘Son’, you have given us a lesson about humility. All your collaborators are with you. Those who have left will return and more.”


It was ostensible that the ‘religious figures’ were desperate and confused too. I wondered what burdened them, what were they concealing, to what obeyed that they showed to be overwhelmed and always talking about the same topic. Were they feeling exposed and, therefore, with fear that is known what they did not want to make know? Would it be a double game? How could not the alleged ‘God the Father’ realise who Mary, Joseph and Jesus really were/are? Everything seemed to me very, but very rare. They behaved too human to be ‘deities’, too ‘deities’ not to be human.


With the ‘light’ as the only source and spring with which they supported and aimed to explain and sustain their affirmations and biobehaviour,1, 12 ended the part one of the bioenergemal research, around two and a half years after having started.
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There are no ‘beings’ comparable with the ‘Creator’


Whom could us biocommunicate? What we had left for doing? This one was the BEL communication with the BEG whom he boasted as ‘God the Father’, and so we continued for another season. Before the establishment of the biodialogue with the supposed ‘God the Father’, throughout our BEL research there were some BEL communications with him in which he transmitted us –made us intuit– some bioinformation. It is a biodialogue novice of our part, especially mine, born from the vote of confidence that still we were giving to this ‘religious figure’. In November 10, 1994, with Alice in BEL communication, she initially perceived neurobiointerphasemal bioscenes and bioimages in which ‘appears’ the presence of who we assume is ‘God the Father’. Who, among others, makes the following comments “There are similarities between Egypt and Mexico, such as the ‘cult’ to ‘death’, with festivities associated with that topic in November 2. This festivity might better be called: The day of eternal life” [sic]. In November 22, 1994, with Elisa in BEL communication, by my suggestion we ‘requested God the Father’ that he ‘allowed’ that ‘Satan’ –in our country is named as the ‘Chamuco’– ‘appear’ before him to ‘apologise’. When the ‘Chamuco’ was in front of ‘God the Father’, he ‘apologised’, ‘God the Father’ ‘granted it’ by saying to him: “You were wrong.” The bioimage of the ‘Chamuco’s BEG was left as a child, recurring theme in the transfiguration that in those early days the ‘religious figures’ used to do. We asked the ‘Chamuco’ whether he wanted to say something to his followers and, addressing them, he recommended, “Do not follow the path I followed. Do not be influenced by self-interest as me. Never compare yourselves to ‘God’ as I did. After all this time, I felt terribly alone. Finally, I realized that would never be able to defeat ‘God’. It was all a mistake. I ask for ‘pardon’ to all in which I have influenced.”


In the collective bioexperience of June 1, 1995, Corina intuited a bioscene in which she saw us together, walking, ‘God the Father’ and me. ‘God the Father’ rebuked me: “You need to come to walk back to the forest; we need to talk, as we did before, when we wrote the novel Yauh. Back then, you ‘perceived’ many ideas.” ‘God the Father’ refers to that at that time –from 1987 to 1989– supposedly he made me intuit the ideas of the novel: Yauh: The Inner Exit.9 The message of ‘God the Father’ insisted that everything that humans do, and be liked by the ‘religious figures’, is because of them; and everything that has adverse outcomes for either the human or displeasure of those ‘figures’, always will be sole responsibility of humans.


The book: God the Father’s modern word (1997) summarizes the events occurred in the BEL communications realized, with the bioimage of ‘God the Father’, between November 10, 1994 and March 22 of 1996.13 Owing to the facility with which Raziel –a collaborator– carried out the BEL communications and the comfortable that ‘God Father’ seemed to be biodialoguing when it was by intermediation of Raziel. Hence, we ‘requested’ to ‘God the Father’ that through the BEL communication with Raziel he answered the questions related to the many doubts we have had about the BEL universe, as well as about its relationship with the BML universe and this one with that one. We also told him that these questions arose from the sincere desire to know the truth. The bioimage ‘God the Father’s BEG smiled and said, “Alejandro, in honour of the truth is that I answer, because likewise it is a wish of the BEL universe that the truth be known. It is a necessity that prevails among human ‘beings’ of the ‘Creation’, in order to approach the BEL universe without fear and receive the ‘luminosity’ it offers.” In another BEL communication of Raziel, in May 29, 1995, he intuited a bioscene in which was the bioimage of the BEG of ‘God the Father’ and beside him the BEGs of Raziel and mine were. To the question about the steps that a BEG follows after getting rid of the biocollapsed body to join first to the BEL universe and supposedly later to return –alleged ‘reincarnation’– to the BML universe, it gave an extensive ‘homily’ of doubtful content. I asked this question several times, at first inexplicably –although from 1997 on explicably, because they ‘only’ are human BEGs improvising falsities– there were contradictions and inconsistencies, so that I ended up ‘giving it’ congruence and, upon reading it, ‘God the Father’ ‘agreed’ [sic]. Also, suddenly the term ‘energy’ arose in his language, which never before had used in his comments with the sense we give to it. We continued biodialoguing this way with the BEG of whom we supposed was ‘God the Father’. I asked him, for instance, what role played in the BEL universe the ‘dark’ BEGs and he commented they indeed fulfilled a ‘function’ but not because of the influence of the BEL universe, but that in that way humans close “the circle of their knowledge,” [sic] he ventured. Consequently, “the ‘function’ they fulfil is making everyone understand the ‘good’ and ‘evil’,” affirmed. He added that the problems and complications of all types that humans face in their BML existence might result of “their unfounded fears to the BEL universe, where they finally end up arriving. There is nothing to fear,” concluded. Regarding the components that make up or structure the BEL universe, he commented: “I would explain it as follows: Everything that is ‘matter’ in the universe forms the ‘body’ of the BEL universe, and all that is ‘light’ is the BEG, the ‘essence’ of the BEL universe. It could be explained that the ‘body’ of the BEL universe is everything existing on the ‘Creation’ and ‘energy’ is what gives ‘life’ to give movement to the various parts of the body.” That ‘God the Father’ spoke of an unspecified ‘energy’ was unusual and bold, especially since the book of Conscience that I had recently published addresses the issue, that I already had postulated in the book about ‘sects’, of life understood as BEL energy, live energy, or bioenergy.1, 7 In addition, the ‘religious figures’ have never before addressed the issue of the BEG or of the BEL universe in function of ‘energy’, their favourite explanation and ancestrally reiterated was and, to this moment, remained that of the non-specific ‘light’, the ‘luminosity’ and, in contrast, that of the ‘darkness’. That is, I wonder if the BEGs with whom we biocommunicated could intuit from our own BEG the bioinformation we had, used and postulated. Of course, it would be greatly confirmed thus in later BEL research projects, especially in the last ones [see chapters 40–48].8, 9 In the BEL communication of April 23, 2010, Jesus spontaneously recognized his ignorance about the BEL energy and how he has learned of it by the BEL research [see Chapter 1].8


When I asked ‘God the Father’ what BEL role plays, if any, the physical and emotional ‘suffering’, he replied that nothing can obstruct the ‘energy of light’ and that precisely because of the lack of obstacles physical pain is created by humans themselves, pursuing thereby to “stop the development of the BEG” [sic]. He considered it negative “for it manages the body and corrupts its development.” He concluded affirming that: “‘Humans’ have received physical pain very well because that pain causes ‘you’ to be born, ‘die’ or giving up something. It distracts and confuses the BEG, and obeys to influences obviously of ‘dark’ character.”


It is necessary to clarify that with the years of bioinvestigation all the BEGs of the BEL universe have made us know that biocollapse of the body is pleasant and comforting, by no means ‘painful’, much less frightening or uncomfortable. The BEGs usually ‘say’ that it is like a pleasant dream.


Now ‘God the Father’s presumed BEG was already speaking of the “energy of the light” and soon advanced to the “energy of the ‘spirit’.” Once more, I asked myself: Would he was intuiting from our BEG to provide his answers too? If it is so, he lacks answers of his own… When asked what he did when he sought his ‘will’ be fulfilled, he replied that he get it through the “energy of the ‘spirit’”, influencing directly so that what is obstructing the “energy of light” moves ‘apart’, corrected. The BEG of the supposed ‘God the Father’ tried to use a more updated language mixed with the ideological resources that offered him the millenary prejudices. Likewise, ‘love’ had ceased to be the ‘source’ and ‘explanation’ of everything and the ‘religious figures’ began to use, or at least tried, the BEL terminology we were elaborating and introducing during the BEL communications. What awaits –I posed ‘God the Father’– to humans in the nearby or distant future? His answer was blunt and with the first ‘prediction’ –or ‘prophecy’– that failed. Of his extensive ‘admonition’ the familiar ‘battle’ between ‘shaded’ and ‘luminous’ BEGs stands out, but: “It is time for many BEGs finally to put their ‘feet on Earth’ [sic]. It will be next year; nobody won the war because it never existed. Next year [1996] will be the beginning of the ‘liberation of earthly humanity’,” augured. His response sounded nonsensical –even more now in 2014–2015–, untrue, a rashness lacking in seriousness and that, as expected, the facts contradicted it. The ‘prediction’ or ‘prophecy’, as we know, was not kept. ‘God the Father lectured’ us that often the ‘shadows’ tried to provoke anger and confusion so that I desisted from going forward. Even the ‘shadows’ tried to favour that many of the participants in the collective bioexperiences presented absurd neurobiointerphasemal bioscenes and bioimages. The ‘shadows’ would alter the ‘revelations’ and they would be manifested in dreams. The BEL universe intervened and “had to advance –‘God the Father’ affirmed– the confrontation with the ‘shadows’. They did not expect that confrontation, it was what disarmed them and was when they said that this time everything goes seriously indeed” [sic]. This last characteme10 –or expression– as well as the one about ‘the feet on Earth’ could only arise from a human BEG. What earlier or ever was not it serious? I wondered. In the previous comment, ‘God the Father’ equates the confrontation and questioning I did, primarily to Jesus, with the ‘shadows’. It cannot be casual, for which he is affirming that among Mary, Joseph and Jesus and the ‘shadows’, there is no difference at all, that is, they are the same [Chapter 48].


Regarding the biometabolism of the bioimages or replicas that we do neurobiointerphasemally of others, or ourselves, ‘God the Father’ said to us that it refers to “the same ‘essential energy’ that develops ‘unconsciously’.” That in these bioimages we can locate in the past or the future, and that ‘energy’ what it does is to “look over its existence.” He used the analogy of a mirror facing the sun, “it only intensifies its ‘luminosity’, but causes no harm of any kind. That ‘energy’ is added to the BEG and intensifies itself” [sic]. Apparently, he was referring to the BIPL universe. Later, ‘God the Father’ stressed “the interaction among these BEGs was given at the time of the ‘replication’, only through the memories but there is no direct interaction with the original BEG [sic]. Only if needed, to orient or guide, it is created an interaction in the ‘plane’ of ‘essential energy’ [sic]. Hence, most of the ‘revelations’ are through dreams [sic]. No such interaction could occur as ‘matter’, has to be intangible, ethereal, otherwise confusion would be created” [sic]. These last comments are a real gibberish that pretends to be answers. At the end of this BEL communication, ‘God the Father’ began to show signs of discomfort, because through the following deterrent invitation he exhorted me: “Alejandro, everything is controlled by the BEL universe, do not worry so much about these issues, I am very much in charge that nothing inconvenient occurs. If I had stopped the ‘shadows’ it is because there is enough of injustice, likewise I will do with any human ‘being’ who pretends to alter the equilibrium to come.” By saying “any human ‘being’,” would he also be threatening me? I wondered. He does not want any more bothersome questions, seems to be looking for how to get rid of them.


In the BEL communication with Raziel in January 19, 1996, it was obliged to ask to ‘God the Father’ about his origin, whether he had ‘created’ himself, if he was part of the ‘Creation’, if he ‘recreated’ himself and, ultimately, if he was the ‘Creation’ itself. His answer was bold and conventional, insisted that: “I ‘create’ myself, emerge as ‘Creation’ and am part of the ‘Creation’; and, in effect, I ‘recreate’ myself. I define myself as ‘self-creator’; it was necessary first to ‘create’ me and, then, ‘evolve’ along with the universe and form part of it” [sic]. I inquired about how he ‘created’ himself, from his own ‘creation’, such as we know and perceive him supposedly now, about what is his ‘primeval essence’ or of origin, and the state or condition in which he was. ‘God the Father’ affirmed: “It is as I showed you; I was only ‘light’ and ‘energy’, which was my ‘primary state’, only ‘light’ and ‘energy’ flowing into the ‘wide vacuum’. And, when ‘conjugated’ myself [sic], it is given the ‘Creation’ and ‘life’, and the ‘Creation’ of myself as ‘God’” [sic]. That is, if I understand correctly, –I told him, as he expected– you’re saying the ‘Creation’ endorses you as ‘Creator’ and with it you emerge to the status of ‘God the Father’ of that ‘Creation’ to which you say you have given origin and by which reveal your own existence and magnitude of your ‘virtues’: right? These lines liked the supposed BEG of ‘God the Father’, for he immediately replied, “It is a beautiful description, and indeed so it is. As ‘your’ BEG advances so ‘you’ [the ‘humans’] will conceive the ‘Creation’ and ‘my omnipresence’, this is how every living ‘being’ will conceive ‘me’. That one is the explanation ‘you’ have never wanted to accept. The one that lose ‘your’ sleep over and is so simple” [sic]. These answers of ‘God the Father’ to the questions I asked him about his ‘origin’ left me unsatisfied and, therefore, doubting if we really were ‘talking’ with ‘God the Father’; or, rather, we were biodialoguing with some other terrestrial BEG that has abrogated and abrogates these ‘attributes’. The characteme10 ‘lose your sleep over’ suggests it and that this human BEG displeases what his BML existence was [2016]… In the BEL communication with Raziel, in January 26, 1996, I invited the BEG of the presumed ‘God the Father’ that in case Raziel did not transmit faithfully what he was transmitting us, to correct him. ‘God the Father’ replied that, “Yes, everything must be absolutely clear.” However, ‘God the Father’ never made clarification of any kind. During this same BEL communication, I asked him whether the ‘confession’ of the ‘shadows’ was valid or there it also was ‘interference’, as he had affirmed to rip his inconsistencies off. ‘God the Father’ settled the problem down said, “These are the only ‘stuff’ [sic] that are real on behalf of them. The ‘confession’ is valid; I was very attentive to that.”


In the BEL communication with Raziel of January 27, 1996, I asked the BEG of ‘God the Father’ if existed or exist ‘beings’, if not equal, indeed comparable with ‘God’. Immediately and in an emphatic manner replied that, “No, they don’t exist, there are no ‘beings’ comparable with the ‘Creator’.” We replicated asking whether this has been a human temptation. Immediately, he said, “That has been the temptation and that would be the error of the BEL universe, conceding that similitude, it cannot be possible.” If ‘God’ is just an idea created and sustained by humans, therefore, there cannot be ‘beings’ with that nature. Who themselves have given rise to a very self-centred and humane idea of ‘God’, of course, all are as human as anybody else is, regardless of the level of ‘goodness’ or ‘evilness’ characteristic of those so ‘deified’, men or women [Chapter 30]. Also in the same BEL communication, I asked to the BEG of ‘God the Father’ to what it refers what they call ‘ghosts’ and his explanation was: “These BEGs do not fully ‘materialise’, is a translucent bioimage enough to be seen, but as they are in another ‘dimension’ cannot ‘materialise’ completely… The ‘shadows’ have never expressed ‘materially’, are manoeuvres of themselves in the NMEGO of humans that have offered or allowed that through them they are supposedly seen.”*


As noted, his comments are reiterative and contradictory in two aspects. Firstly, ‘God the Father’ speaks of a “small measure of materialisation” and, secondly, that the “‘shadows’ never have manifested materially.” Also, he speaks that the ‘shadows’ are not in the BEL universe that, as we now suppose, is a bioambience in which there neither is time nor space. Nevertheless, those would supposedly be in a “dimension of the ‘shadows’…, a place without time and space”, which cannot be other but the BELU, which he has also repeatedly qualified as the “dimension of ‘light’.” That is, the ‘shadows’ are found in the BELU like all other terrestrial BEGs, of course also including the one of the supposed ‘God the Father’. In addition, we may wonder whether among prevailing BEGs in the BELU might arise some struggles to stand out, draw the attention of humanity and thus keep alive their bioenergemal interaction or biointeraction with the BML universe or biomaterial space; and not undermine their assumed importance and much preened degree of influence.1,8 It also had to raise the question about how occur the so-called ‘miracles’, and immediately, he used this opportunity to proselytize when he emphasised “as you do in the ‘celebration’ of BEL communication… Anyone who ‘asks for with the heart’ will be ‘heard’ and ‘favoured him [or her]’, the term ‘miracle’ is of earthly origin. The answers given are from the BEL universe, have always existed for anyone that speaks ‘with the heart’. In any case, ‘miracles’ happen every day everywhere. Life, ‘love’, ‘light’, the entire ‘Creation’, they all are amazing facts.” With the examples presented is sufficient to illustrate the type of questions I asked and the answers we received from the BEG who was assumed as ‘God the Father’. Next, I will summarise some of the assertions he made about the topics that seem of particular interest to this book. I suppose what might be –I told him– the importance of ‘your ethics’ in all the ‘Creation’, but I would like to know what are the fundamental principles and premises of the ‘ethics’ of ‘God the Father’. He replied that in the respect to free will [sic] and life, existence, is concreted the ‘ethics’ of ‘Creation’. We now address the question of which was the universal language by which BEGs biocommunicate with each other and, paraphrasing expressions that we frequently use in the BEL research, making them unsuitable to apply, he said: “It is from ‘energy to energy’, from thought to thought.”3–8, 20


In February 2, 1996, with Raziel in BEL communication, I asked ‘God the Father’ whether the so-called ‘shadows’, or BEGs that allegedly belong to the ‘darkness’, were created by humans in a totally artificial manner. He affirmed this saying that “the ‘shadows’ are of total earthly and artificial origin.” Similarly, is inferred, thus, that the ‘gods’ could have been a creation totally artificial and earthly. It’s possible to think that ‘God’ created himself if we think that ‘God’ is just an idea created by ‘deified’ humans, which leads us to conclude that the human stands in ‘god’ of himself and for himself; presumed ‘creator’ of him too and, consequently, of life [Chapter 36]. The myth of ‘Eden’ would be, then, the dreamed world of the ‘gods’. The ‘angels’ would be the natural and original inhabitants of that world of fantasy, and the ‘saints’ would be the humans that, for the cruel way to be induced to undergo all sorts of hardships and sufferings (at the present time –2014–, not so much), ‘fantasize and dream’ to leave the BML universe to join the coveted ‘Eden’.


Significantly calls the attention that the biodialogue we had with the BEG of ‘God the Father’, or who has assumed this position, reflects nothing more than answers of the bioego of a human BEG, whose NMEGO was heavily parasited by this kind of delusional and dull ideas. But not just any human NMEGO, but a dissatisfied one sick of pride and need for dominion over human and nature, regardless of the means, the finality or unfavourable consequences that these ‘beliefs’ have on humanity and their cultural transformation, parasitations with which his BEG arrived at the BEL universe. That is, this might suggest that we did not talk to the BEG of ‘God the Father’. That ‘God the Father’ does not exist as we suppose or supposed, that ‘God the Father’ is nothing else than the result of the idea that the humans have formed of themselves. That we indeed talked to the BEG of a supposed ‘God the Father’, but the ‘God the Father’ we ‘talked’ to (and with whom other humans supposedly have ‘spoken’) is no more than the BEG of a human –or many– who throughout history have taken this bold, self-centred and ignorant position of ‘deified’. Who, the height, he has supposedly given and gives origin to life [Chapter 36]. That is, I wonder, will all this be, quite simply, a fib? Meanwhile, the same ‘religious figures’, as a sample of weakness, were gradually accepting the applicability of the BEL terminology. As we will discuss in Chapter 7, for January 2, 1997, the biointeraction with the BEG of the supposed ‘God the Father’, as expected, would radically change.


A necessary advance. We suppose that all the bioscenes and bioimages are prepared, in the simplest case, by the NMEGO of every person, with the indispensable help of her biointerphaseme [BIP] and of her BEG that accompany her in the BML universe. (In more complex and frequent situations, other NMEGOs, biointerphasemes and BEGs of the BML universe participate and, of course, other BEGs of the BEL universe too.) Be that the person is awake when she thinks or intuits, visualizing during BEL communication or sleep when dreams.* All these bioscenes and bioimages would be ephemeral, they would disintegrate when they are not already needed by the NMEGO and/or the BEG. Sometimes, nevertheless, they leave trace in the biomemory. It is a neurobioenergemal mechanism or a healthy, frequent and normal biometabolic process that it illustrates what the NMEGO and BEG of the person want to show. For example in poets, plastic artists, musicians and scientists, this neurobiomechanism has been quite beneficial. Nevertheless, bioenergemes-parasites of the BEL universe as the ‘religious figures’ –of all ‘religions’– have controlled –they neither explain how do it by themselves, nor the facility with which they do it– during millenniums this neurobiomechanism parasiting from the BEL universe. Achieving that under their influence the NMEGO and BEG of the humans that they are interested in preparing bioscenes and bioimages deceitful for fictitious, tendentious and risky because usually –although fortunately not always, when the personal BEG does not allow it– they are opposite to the values of the person that has been parasited. The most frequent and familiar parasitation is that of dreams so, only of remembering them, they scare and impress the dreamer and make him/her feel ‘guilty’, ‘desperate’, ‘joyful’ or ‘elected’, according to what these ‘figures’ prefer or need to make him/her feel or behave [Chapter 45]. They are especially easy to influence those who are ‘devout’ of the same ‘figures’ and, for it, with their parasited BEG, weak and ignored by whom should pay attention to intuitions that –their BEG– wants to make them grasp. It is significant that the ‘religious figures’ are exclusively interested in persons with great ‘fame’, much ‘power’ and/or with lots of money, that are a minority, and of this one especially who are vulnerable before ‘those’ [Chapter 6]. And they are vulnerable in the measurement in which they are easily influenced, without to the ‘religious figures’ really worry what happens to those who allow to be involved in. With the rest of the population –who is a majority– they usually do not deal and it troubles the ‘religious figures’ that their ‘followers’ are ‘invoking’ them because it distracts the ‘religious figures’ of what they really ‘like’. Further on, the same ‘religious figures’ will admit what is which more ‘captivates’ them and what they dedicate and have dedicated their biggest bioenergemally parasitic efforts (‘worship’ them only is the least relevant part). Of the majority they also use and with advantageous untidiness, in necessary case, some community leaders of parasited NMEGO and BEG with purposes of proselytise and so that they ‘tribute’ them attracting the rest of settlers. ‘Religious figures’ are delighted with all varieties of ‘power’ [Chapter 15].1–8, 20





*It be remembered that all the inverted commas and bioenergemal terminology update in the answers of the ‘religious figures’, were added and made by me and in common agreement with them.


*To affirm that bioscenes and bioimages of any type are formed by the NMEGO, BIP and BEG in the BIPLU sounds rare since how it is possible that one needs of a mini segment of the biointerphasemal space (i.e. of the biointerphasemal universe) to form these bioscenes and bioimages. Nevertheless, if we agree that a photon, an electron or an atom, for example of sodium, located in the brain, occupy a minuscule portion of biomaterial space –or biospace– (i.e. of the BMLU) and BEGs are occupying their own biomaterial space if they are still joined to biomatter or their own biospace in the BELU if they are independent already. Then, it would not have to strange us that these neurobiointerphasemal or neurobioenergemal bioscenes and bioimages are prepared by them, we suppose, precisely in the specific biospace that works like linkage or bridge between the BMLU and the BELU, which is the biospace or biostage –maybe quantized– that the BIPLU provides in the brain. (In this paragraph the prefix, bio-, in biospace, has the connotation of BML, BIPL or BEL according to the universe to which it refers, respectively).
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Triverse: biomatter, biointerphasemine and BEL energy


Of the flattery, sexist and take in book of the ‘sects’, we will sum some of the conclusions up that we got from it and their hypothetical actualizations.1 1) Everything written here could have been made up, not by us but by the ‘religious figures’ with whom we biocommunicated. These specific ‘religious figures’, through means that took us more than twenty-four years to explain it with some detail, obviously can influence the NMEGOs and BEGs of people, inducing in them the making of neurobiointerphasemal bioscenes and bioimages at their convenience and according to their own personal interests.3–8, 20 2) The BEL communication consists in an intuitional bioexchange or of intuitions expressed with the help of language, but it also is illustrated by means of biointerphasemal bioscenes and bioimages of the own intuitions, that the person in BEL communication explains in words. It is a form of bioenergemal ekphrasis, as it happens on having explained and trying to understand a dream or a picture. Bioimage-biostage that responses according to intuitions-instructions coming from the BEG whom it represents. It is a bioimage-biostage mirror of intuitions and actions of the BEG that causes them. Hence, we have proposed that these bioimages and bioscenes also are formed, at least, of BEL energy [2015]. 3) We have relized numerous BEL communications and some persons claim to listen to the BEL voice or biovoice of the invited BEG. Even, some of these persons have detected the foreigner accent with which they express or some unexpected idioms or peculiarities (like BEL cough), always according to what it is expected from the nationality of the invited BEG or to the cause of its body biocollapse.3 Everything seems to indicate that the invited BEG –already in the BEL universe– benefits from the intellectual and linguistic properties and resources of the BEG and NMEGO –brain and its functions, and from the system of phonation– of the persons in BEL communication, so that this way biocommunication can be established without any difficulty [2015].1, 3 4) That is to say, the aptitude of the BEGs of any universe to receive or transmit bioinformation by means of intuitions is exceptional and unlimited, since this is their way of interacting bioenergemally.1 Said otherwise, in the BEL universe is probable that all BEGs biocommunicate among them similarly, with the same BEL language or biolanguage, which would be that of intuitions from bioenerscience to bioenerscience. Probability that it cannot be discarded happens in the BEL communication from BEG to BEG, intentional or subliminal, inside our BML environment [Intuilish; Appendix 2]. 5) To the BEGs of the BEL universe that we invited, after telling them that we are conducting a bioresearch on bioenerscience, that we invited them because we would like to ask them some questions, and that their opinions were –and are– of interest to us, we proceeded –and proceed– to make the questions. I reiterate that all the BEGs that we have invited agreed pleasantly and all those interviewed agreed that we could publish their names and ‘words’. Whenever we omitted and omit those names was or is because we consider it advisable, for reasons of discretion, ‘religious’, political, social or of any other kind, like if the BEG still is in the BML universe. 6) Now –in 2014– we can say that the invited BEGs intuit from our BEG and NMEGO the bioscene that we ourselves bioelaborate of the place where we are carrying out the BEL communication. Additionally, on various occasions occurred that we asked the BEGs of the invited persons whether they were able to ‘see us’, and invariably they said yes, mentioning the number of people that we were in the room and some other characteristics of the place, such as the furniture and other details. Bioscene of our environment that surely they were bio-observing and bio-observe through our eyes and, if necessary, the rest of our senses take also part. Hence they could and can give these details. Sometimes, it has happened, for example, that they follow with detail what we are writing in the computer. But the BEG that still is in the BEL universe is basically made –we suppose– [see further on] of organized BEL energy without biomatter, for which, as we already mentioned, lacks sense organs, but indeed it can intuit all these sensations. It is like to provide them, to the BEGs of the BEL universe, our brain and its perceptive functions and the phonation system, that’s why, for their pleasure, they can ‘see’, ‘hear’, ‘recognize’, ‘read’ what we read or write (e.g. in the PC), ‘think’, ‘reason’ –and even ‘speak’–, by means of intuitions and persons located in the different places in which we are. 7) Our brain is a window –while awaken– through which BEGs of the BEL universe can look out to our environment in the BML universe. Meanwhile we sleep, they also can use our brain influencing the bioscenes and bioimages of our dreams. The ‘religious figures’ have taken advantage of these resources to influence any person that they are interested in and who is easily influenced because her BEG, weak and ignored, allows it. The problem is that –as already stated– they are only interested in people with much ‘power’ and/or with lots of money. Problem because their intention and influence are always –always, I emphasize– catastrophic, since when they intervene the most probable is to bother, since this is what they like more [see from Chapter 7 on]. Why is it? 1.- Because common and/or humble people have been seen by them in a complete careless way. Difficult to believe and more difficult to accept, but it is this way. 2.- Moreover, from the numerical point of view the ‘religious figures’, in the supposed case that they were interested to help, would have to ‘help’ case by case, one by one, which would turn out to be impossible only for the millions of persons who every day ‘invoke them crying out for their help’, and with the most varied motives: simple, moderates or complicated. It is totally impractical and unrealizable for each BEG of the ‘religious figures’ and a deceit and wasting of time for those who ‘request’ that help. 8) And with what resources do we rely on who are still in the BML universe? 1.- The main resource and with which we are always provided is our own BEG, since (1.1) the bioenergemal energy (BELE) that forms it provides life to us, thanks to it we are alive. 1.2) It constantly remains vigilant of our safety: (1.3) alerts us by means of intuitions –and dreams– that our NMEGO (brain) receives but that, in general, (1.3.1) we ignore them, (1.3.2) or give them little attention, (1.3.3) or do not ‘believe’ them feasible, (1.3.4) for what our BEG ends cornered by indifference and negligence. (1.3.5) And if by any chance, we have the wise move of listening and attending to these intuitions, (1.3.6) we will solve a problem, (1.3.7) will clarify a doubt, (1.3.8) will protect our existence or (1.3.9) will help to what surrounds us. (1.4) And, even, our BEG biointeracts and bioenerscientiates exchanging intuitions with other BEGs in a constant way [2015]. Nevertheless, humans have ignored it for eons and without remedy, and that has propitiated that the ‘religious figures’ of all ‘religions’ that there have been and there will be, they take advantage –although they do not know how to explain it or in spite of the fact that only uses a ‘belief’– in their benefit that existential human indolence and that BEL ignorance with regard to what his BEG is and the exceptional and the always favourable functions that it has [Chapter 45]. 2.- Another resource is the BEL communication or biocommunication. It has always been there neither recognizing nor much less understanding it, but that, on the one hand, ‘guilt’ and fear –encouraged with determination and fierceness by the ‘religious figures’– has blocked it completely. And, for the other, pride of the human NMEGO –awkward and stubborn– has ignored it during millenniums. Until with the BEL research we have started applying it regularly and now, but not at first, with more freedom. 2.1 Whether it is an individual BEL communication between the personal NMEGO and BEG; collective (2.2), when we realize the BEL communication including other BEGs of the BML universe and/or the BEL universe; and, mixed (2.3), combining the two previous ones. 9) When from the ‘invocations’ of a person arise favourable effects, therefore, would be thanks to the personal BEG that it yields in favor of the proper person –and that it needs neither ‘requests’ nor ‘prayers’, since its function is to help and protect what it offers to us: to be alive and well–. It gets the benefits by pacifying, facing or prosecuting its –our– shaken or confused NMEGO; never because the ‘religious figures’ have intervened to ‘help’. In any case, the BEG –in the BEL universe– of a relative or a friend to whom we estimate can be more beneficial [2015].


10) We already mentioned that the humans we could not appear on the BEL universe because in this one there is no biomatter. Then all these events of double-track, from the BEL universe to the BML universe and from this one towards that one, we suppose they are carried out in –and by means of– the very important BIPL universe, with the brain functioning like neurobiointerphasemal bridge. Shortly: BMLU [image: images] BIPLU [image: images] BELU. 11) The bioinformation that with detail the ‘religious figures’ have provided to us during the BEL communications that with them we have had is similar to the bioinformation that to other persons they have transmitted by means of parasitic intuitions and without the persons knowing it, for more than two millenniums and mainly by the mentioned means. The intuitions would come from the BEG of any of the ‘religious figures’ to the BEG, first, and to the NMEGO, later, of the person they have ‘chosen’. The BEGs of the BEL universe of all the ‘religions’ and ‘doctrinal beliefs’, from the most remote times, have similarly operated and keep on acting like that. That is why what they do with these persons is a parasitation. Therefore, with or without us, it makes no difference to them, since others would do anything we refuse to do or these would do better the little that we could do. 12) We have called this phenomenon neurobioenergemal –or neuromindegonal– parasitism, i.e. parasitism of the NMEGO and the BEG.1–8, 20 These parasitations consists in inducing the necessary bioscenes and bioimages to favour fears or terrors, ‘guilt’, prejudices, superstitions, false ‘beliefs’, intense reproaches, threats, ‘suffer martyrdoms and hardships’ to ‘deserve’. Besides, these ‘religious figures’ expect human submission to them, prise and ‘veneration’ of the same, sexist attitudes against women, tendentious view of what is ‘bad’ and ‘good’ and, as it will be seen in subsequent chapters, many and unimaginable prejudices more. 13) This biointeraction possibility arises from the human brain and BEG ability and, of course, of other biospecies, to have the neurobioenergemal bridge function between the BML universe and the BEL universe, favouring that both universes biointeract in the BIPL universe.1–8, 20 14) Given the appropriate conditions –i.e., relaxation, dreams, hallucinogens intake– is possible to induce neurobiointerphasemal bioscenes and bioimages in persons under that state. Likewise, there is no reason to suppose –if in fact they are who they say to be– that the ‘religious figures’ cannot also influence on –as any other BEG from the BEL universe could do it– our bioenerscience –BEG–, thoughts, feelings and actions –NMEGO–. But the question is not only why they do it, but also where they are, how it is the bioenergemal ambience, bioambience or BEL universe that allows them to influence on any person they wish, regardless if that person is willing or not, for either ‘beneficial’ or damaging purposes. The response is that they can do it because the natural biointeraction between BEGs of any type and biospecies, from the BEL universe to the BML universe, is by means of intuitions, without, I iterate, the BEGs of the BML universe whom the ‘religious figures’ involve realize what these are making them intuit for parasiting them [Chapter 40]. 15) Some close persons –like relatives for example, if they wish it so– will be able now to influence from the BEL universe on dreams of those who are still in the BML universe, which some BEGs there will have been allowed it already –and/or will allow it to– as a result of the BEL research that we have been carrying out. That is to say, the self-styled ‘religious figures’ could be gradually displaced [Int-11–27–2014]. 16) According to what Lucela described –collective pseudonym of those who at that time were collaborators–, the ‘religious figures’ supposed preference for me was because they tried by all possible means to get someone to take responsibility and to commit himself or herself; and they wanted it to be me who carried out this task before the others. However, the reason for my desire to share with others everything I allegedly received surely was so that responsibility they were delegating and imposing to me was also shared instead of remaining personal. 17) From the viewpoint of the research on the bioenerscience that we were carrying out and that developed towards the BEL research,1–8, 20 it was clear to us that the ‘religious figures’ intercepted our work and they redirected, at least temporarily, our findings and conclusions in the direction that they wished. They tried that BEL communication only be used to biointeract with them, and if it is used for some other purpose, it must be done with their bioenergemal intercession –which we have been able to proof that is not indispensable–. In this way, they would be able to make their presence known universally, they would consolidate their position before the humanity that lives on Earth –and other extraterrestrial humanities–, and they would modernize their bioimage and terminology.1–8, 20 That would help to explain why they did not choose a ‘priest’ or ‘nun’, members of one of the multiple groups that are fully dedicated to ‘venerating religious figures’ and promote them. By contrast, they established a real bioenergemal barrier for the spontaneous and free practice of the BEL communication between invited BEGs of the BEL universe and us.1–8, 20


18) BEL communication is a modern neurobioenergemal method or procedure used to research bioenergemally or bioresearch various aspects of the BML –biomaterial space–, BIPL and BEL universes.1–8, 20 In the specific case of any human BEG –be it ‘religious’ or not–, it is a simple method, readily available to everyone, for entering into frequent BEL communication with it, or perhaps any other BEG of any biospecies. 19) BEL communication is a BEL procedure –or bioprocedure– understandable and accessible for everyone, regardless whom he or she is, why is interested in it, or what ‘doctrinal’ or BEL research purposes pursues. Equally, human BEGs could biocommunicate between them when they wish or need it, independently of the universe in which they are. Bioenergemology will possibly study all these and other matters. 20) There have been diverse experiences in which the person in BEL communication listens to the BEL voice or biovoice of the invited BEG, they are notable those who happened with Lucela in the book of the ‘sects’, with Corina and Raziel in their respective BEL communications and which I already described in previous chapters. But with Ruth has equally happened [see Chapter 40 and next ones]. As one can see after reading the ‘sects’ book, the functional and intuitional human capacity to create neurobiointerphasemal bioscenes and bioimages in his/her NMEGO is unlimited. However, it would be necessary to study that human neurobioenergemal creativity or biocreativity to see what implications and effects it has on its surroundings and to try to confirm if the BEL universe really is as we have stated. Besides, if by means of the BIPL universe is possible, as it seems, its biointeraction with the BML universe. It is also necessary to bioresearch how it is possible for our NMEGO to create neurobiointerphasemal bioscenes and bioimages with BEL presences that behave according to their own will and individuality; as it has happened, for example, in dreams and in BEL communication with the ‘religious figures’ mentioned and many other humans [Appendix 2]. 21) It is obvious that in modern times we find what we could call ‘religious figures’ that use easy resources, since it is evident to everyone that, unlike long ago, today they manifest themselves for any reason at all, without even invoking them to do so. They have apparently lost ‘religious’ presence and credibility. Everyone knows that in many places of the world, there is apparently more and more ‘communications’ with the ‘religious figures’, but it is just a supposition. Ignorance and fear play an important role in deceiving innocent people. 22) Most of the events presented to us by the ‘religious figures’ turned out to be anachronistic, archaic. But four ‘religious’ anachronisms were especially noticeable: one was putting a sexist ‘veil’ on Lucela’s head, and the second was ‘kneeling’, having to ‘kneel’ before them, to humiliate ourselves in order to receive their attention. The third was the clothing, their insistence in relation to the ‘tunic’ and the ‘robe’, or the ‘habit’ of a ‘religious order’. The ‘need’ to constantly ‘pray’ in order to receive their alleged ‘favours’ and ‘benefits’ is the fourth anachronism. Why do they scorn the cultural ‘advances’ of the human? Why human’s development supplants them? Is it a battle between the ‘religious gods’ and ‘gods’ of any other subject, both equally human?1–8, 20* 23) If it is as it appears, that thinking and ‘praying’ to the ‘religious figures’ bioenergizes them and allows them to prevail, then this would explain their forced insistence in that we ‘pray’ to them, “even if it is just one thought.” In other words, if we forgot them the concept and ‘image’ that of them we have would end up disappearing, like so much experiences, events and persons who along the history have disappeared scattered by the flood of the oblivion after in their epoch they were very renowned.


24) In 2014, the conceptualization of the unit universe, tri-universes or triverse, and its hypothetical basic components, is the following one:
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25) The ‘religious figures’ always gave the impression that it would be of interest to them that the existential problems of the human not disappear, even we think that they could be capable, direct or indirectly, of encouraging them, because then the human would remember the ‘religious figures’ and ‘ask them for their help’ [see chapters 15 and next ones].8 Otherwise, human existential harmony would make the ‘religious figures’ immediately and inevitably fall into oblivion. 26) Mary clearly stated that they would only give us their ‘love’ if we followed the ‘road’ of her son. Also, Jesus’ comment in the ‘sects’ book that he had propitiated that we all be in contact with ‘darkness’ and ‘shadows’ for ‘seven lives’ was unexpected and disproportionate, and false.1 It looked like an act of desperation to press us before our denial to follow his lineaments. In addition, some of Jesus’ comments seemed threatening and inconsistent with his supposedly ‘unconditional love’ for all humans.1 As we mentioned once or twice throughout the book of the ‘sects’, the threats of the ‘religious figures’ as they speak to human are inevitable. They insist that they want to go back –or at least that is the impression they gave– to the city of Jerusalem as it was two thousand years ago. This, of course, is completely out of context and judgement [Chapter 48]. The ‘religious figures’ words of reproach when they speak to humankind also seemed to be inevitable; it is as if this were the way they prefer to biointeract. Thus, on many occasions, we perceived that they were inducing us to form some kind of ‘religious group’ –be it a ‘sect, order, congregation, religion, church’ or whatever–, but I definitely opposed to this. 27) The conception that the ‘religious figures’ –with whom we biointeracted– seem to have of the Universe gives the impression that it includes the Earth and the BML space around it; they never speak –now, in 2015 rarely– of other civilisations or other extraterrestrial natures. We were the ones who insisted on including those other humanities. They speak of ‘sky’, ‘stars’, ‘firmament’, but in a very general and unspecific, dismantled, archaic way –although comprehensible, they do not admit it–. It seems that they ‘believe’ that the Solar System only includes the Sun, Earth and Moon. Surely, we have been biointeracting with local ‘religious figures’ that belong to our civilization and were created by the terrestrial ‘culture’. Perhaps even by us ourselves during the BEL communication, although this is not probable, since we would need from a degree of imagination that we would never reach. 28) The ‘religious figures’ were always concerned about what we did or stop doing. Perhaps Mary, Joseph and Jesus wanted to do actions themselves, so that they would turn out the way they wanted. Maybe that is why they insisted that Jesus and I were “the same essence”. We did not understand clearly the meaning of this, but it is not so or, in that case, all of us, men and women, including Jesus and even other biospecies, participate of this same “essence.” 29) Our comments about the ‘will of God the Father’, perhaps because they were spontaneous and unexpected, ended up making the ‘religious figures’ feel uncomfortable. We could never stop considering them to be humans, nor could we stop considering ourselves to be only participants in BEL communication, carrying out an involuntary and unexpected role. 30) The myth of the ‘Messiah’ has gone too far. The ‘Messiah’ symbolizes the irrational and absurd expectations of the human for BML evidence that he really is a ‘god’. He wants that evidence to emerge from another myth, one that the human himself created: the existence of the so–called ‘spiritual world’ and the ‘religious figures’ that supposedly ‘inhabit’, ‘control’ and ‘exercise dictatorial domain’ in it and over its inhabitants. In other words, the human first created a ‘celestial’ myth and then demands to be declared a ‘god’ by that myth, as if it were consulting the oracle of Delphi and then compromising it for having consulted and confirmed it, so that it gives him the responses that the human who consults is waiting. The same fact happens with the mirror in the story of Snow White. 31) Also, it is one issue to be a ‘Messiah’, which does not seem to be what Jesus wants us to believe because it disqualifies him as the ‘Messiah’ of twenty centuries ago. On the contrary, it is another issue to be the ‘new Messiah’ –his ‘same essence’– sent by him and who, enhancing his existence by following ‘his road’, confirms that he really is the ‘Messiah’. It is the presumed appearance of a ‘new Messiah’ –or various ‘Messiahs’ that he himself promotes– that reaffirms and consolidates Jesus as the ‘real Messiah’ from twenty centuries ago. In fact, they –the ‘religious figures’– have been fomenting, throughout the world, the appearance of persons that they make believe are the ‘new Messiahs’. ‘They’ do this with ‘messages’ that are sent through dreams and any other means that are accessible to them, such as they have done it now in BEL communication. That is why they interfered with and temporarily redirected our BEL research in the direction they wished, thereby preventing us, without accomplishing it, from bioresearch more about the BEL universe and have more perturbing findings about the unsubstantial attributions that the ‘religious figures’ of all types give themselves.1–8, 20 32) Based on our experience with BEL communication, we think that the ‘religious figures’ –at least the ones with whom we biointeracted– could induce answers and propitiate attitudes in those that interact with them, for instance while ‘praying’. Whom they act with confidence, because they ‘believe’ to be receiving ‘support’ or that they are the ‘chosen ones’. Without them considering the consequences, they take on the attitudes that could have been induced –or they ‘believed’ so or ‘thought’ that– by those ‘figures’, but in the face of the personal, family, working or social consequences of their actions, they are left completely alone by the ‘religious figures’. These effects use to be risky and unfavourable. They will run the risk of their induced mistakes and the ‘religious figures’ make them feel or intuit that they did not understand the ‘message’, and that they were wrong in what they did or said. It seems that those ‘figures’ also tend to give contradictory messages to different people [Chapter 42]. Young girls and boys have been and are victims especially vulnerable so that the ‘religious figures’ most commonly influence on them. This book on the ‘sects’ amply and notably exemplifies this issue.1 They also tend to induce people –especially young children and adolescents– to begin to ‘heal’, to ‘cure’ (‘sanaciones’), ‘divinations’, ‘prophecy’, and carry out other practises as a way of showing that they are truly the ‘chosen ones’. The truth is that it is easy to assume that all neurobioenergemal –called ‘parapsychological’– faculties are characteristic of all humans, and of other biospecies; all one has to do is to develop them.1, 3, 5 Based on our BEL research and practise of BEL communication, we insist that the ‘religious figures’ are interested more in BEL communication as a modern means for humans to approach them, than in any particular person. 33) The ‘Scriptures’ say that the human is made in the bioimage and likeness of ‘God’, but that can also be understood in the sense that ‘God’ is made in the bioimage and likeness of the human. When humans speak of ‘God’, they are really speaking of the ‘deified’ concept they have always had, and still have, of them themselves, and of his monumental ignorance about what the BEL universe is. We have reached the conclusion that if the concept of ‘evil’ did not exist the concept of ‘God’ would not exist either. That is why, perhaps, the ‘religious figures’ themselves could foment the idea of ‘evil’, which seems to give meaning to and authenticate their existence. As if the human were a creature that is by himself incapable of protecting his existence, assuming and learning from his errors and recognizing his achievements. As if ‘good’ and ‘evil’ were handled by the ‘religious figures’ themselves; as if the ‘religious figures’ themselves were both the ‘good’ ones and the ‘evil’ ones, whichever suits them the most. Perhaps the greatest evidence of the terrestrial origin of the concept of ‘God’ is in the ‘Scriptures’ themselves. They are a literary megalith and the principal means of fomenting the presumptuous desire of the human to ‘deify’ himself and consider himself to be a descendent of the ‘gods’. Aberration and arrogance of which the human will be shameful [see epigraph by Abraham Lincoln].1, 3


34) I understand that BEL energy, live energy, bioenergy or life1–8 should be as important in the BEL universe, as the different varieties of energy that are known in our world are in the BML universe or biomaterial space-time. As well as the BEL energy is equally relevant in the BIPL and BML universes. In the books about the ‘sects’ and about the Conscience we have stated that the BEG or BEL body or biobody of organized bioenergy –either human or from other bioespecies– develops during the embryonic stage.1, 3, 7 That is to say, the BEG would not come from the ‘spiritual world’ to the new organism during that stage. This would eliminate the possibility of ‘reincarnation’, since ‘reincarnation’ supposedly requires the intervention of the ‘religious figures’ to decide not only if it is to take place, but also to whom, person or organism, and where. Neither there is nor there will be, any evidence that supports the idea of the existence of ‘previous or later lives’. Otherwise, Jesus himself would immediately ‘appear’ and in person. In some BEL communication [5–9–2008], regarding the supposed ‘reincarnation’, he directly commented to us: “We would like that it happened” [Chapter 14].6, 8 35) Now, in 2014, it would be necessary to raise the question if both the specific and common components of the three universes (biomaterial –BML universe–, biointerphasemal –BIPL universe– and bioenergemal –BEL universe–) take part in the human BEG formation during the embryonic development or BML development of the human body in which the common and specific components could also participate. The same would happen during the formation of every biotagonist or biosystem component of the BML universe. And even for the formation of a new biospecies, be mineral, a plant or animal, included the human, and equally in any place of the cosmos. That is to say, for the formation of every individual of any biospecies we suggest that the three universes –BML, BIPL and BEL– had to participate. We think that it would be indispensable the participation of the three universes for the emergence of the individuals of a new biospecies too. The three would take part also in the formation of biomatter (organized component of the BML universe), biointerphaseme (of the BIPL universe) and BEG (of the BEL universe) of every biotagonist of the unit universe, from the subatomic scale up to the cosmic one. 36) It is advisable to have present that as well as in the BML universe, for ignoring the BEG, BEL faculties get lost, it equally happens in the BEL universe when 1.- the BEG is ignored by itself. 2.- For not biointeracting with the rest of the BEGs that surround it –in the BEL universe and with those of the BML universe– and, as usual, 3.- also when it is forgotten by the BEGs of the BML universe [Ints-8–23 and 9–5–2014]. 37) Why, then, did the ‘religious figures’ tenaciously blocked the BEL communication with other human BEGs that were not they? The response is simple, although unbelievable, since they, the ‘religious’, were named in an autocratic way in ‘petty tyrants’ or ‘dictators’ of the BEL universe. Meanwhile the rest –or at least an important majority– of human and non-human BEGs, terrestrial and extraterrestrial, they remained misled and disoriented and in the biodormancy lethargy of not knowing in what condition they were, which was their bioambience, what sense their existence had and how long time they would remain like that. Consequently, the BEL communication came to their unexpected encounter and rescue. Also, to offer them so much a BEL terminology that has considerably helped them –as they have affirmed– to give sense to their BEL existence and being able to answer to themselves some of the general questions that were overwhelming them. As well as to exercising the proper functions of their BEG, as they are the bioenerscience, Intuilish or BEL communication with other BEGs of the BEL or BML universes, of any biospecies, and with the frequency that they liked.1–8, 20 38) In a friendly way, because of the excessive ‘self-deifying’ pretensions of Jesus, I began to call him ‘Exaggerated’, the ‘one who exaggerates’ and his family ‘those who exaggerate’. ‘Exaggerated family’ is a paraphrase of the ‘Sacred Family’, as they use to name themselves. I can confirm that Jesus agreed with all these names.1 39) Of course, with the BEL communication is also eliminated the need to use any type of ‘hallucinogenic’ substance to biointeract with the BEG –personal or different– and with the BEL universe. Similarly, for insipid, the ‘aura of mystery’ that accompanies these ‘ceremonies’ and ‘rituals’ remains excluded. 40) Perhaps is already time to do a balance and to see what so frequent the idea of ‘God’ has been in benefit and/or damage of the terrestrial humanity’s cultural transformation.


There were other conclusions that we will be including during the development of this summary.





*When –with Ruth– in a BELC [9–4-2005] we invited Socrates’ BEG, untimely, this one changed the bioscene formed by thousands of BEGs who were accompanying us, as well as the bioambience formed by fauna, flora and mineral specimens that we consider to be pleasant. And he induced a neurobioenergemal bioscene in which we were only bio-observing him seated on a rock in a forest. There has not been other imposition of this nature. Socrates proved to have a bioego of this scope.3
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Jesus: “maybe my ‘great fantasy’ as ‘Antichrist’ was…”


Between May 25 and 29, 1995, formally ended the part one of the BEL research. This one, without knowing it and without having us proposed it, was outlined to unmask the ‘religious figures’, specifically Mary, Joseph and Jesus, and their historical fib of assuming and presenting themselves as ‘deities’. Consequently, in May 30, 1995 began the part two. This, as far as we managed to understand, would consist primarily to prepare calmly the publications that bear witness of the main events happened during the BEL communications with these ‘figures’.12–14 We advance that it was precisely in the unpublished bioexperiences –with Elisa in BEL communication– of May 29 and 30 of 1995, that Mary, Joseph and Jesus gave us some important data, albeit general, about the sex life they carried out in their BML existence. So these were biographical data without context and enhance that unexpectedly would acquire fifteen years later –since the BEL communication of May 2, 2010–, hence, I had to archive them during all this time [see Chapter 14 and next ones].


1) Background. We edited the third unpublished book in 1998, and similarly very few people knew about it, is entitled: ‘Confessions’ of Jesus, Mary, Joseph, ‘Michael’ and ‘Gabriel’. In it, we summarised the BEL communications in which we finally questioned, about the ‘religious figures’ themselves, their condition as supposed ‘deities’ and they admitted not to be such ‘deities’ but just human BEGs like all human BEGs found in the BEL universe. The presentation of the book summarizes it with these words: A testimonial essay in which these ‘religious figures confess’ in detail their origin, ‘exalted position’, weaknesses and true intentions of always, in relation with their followers and the entire humanity.14 We transcribed in it a good portion of the questions and answers that we suppose represent the ‘confessions’ of Mary, Joseph and Jesus. Whom we named generically, with their consent, as the ‘Exaggerated’ ones or the ‘Exaggerated Family’ paraphrase of the name the ‘Sacred Family’, which were awarded to themselves and as a way to note the disproportionate of their human aspirations. Likewise, we presented the bioinformation that resulted from the ‘confessions’ by ‘Michael’ and ‘Gabriel’, the so called ‘archangels’. After we did the questioning, in May 24, 1995, about the most prominent ‘religious figures’ of the ‘Catholic religion’, especially addressed to Jesus, for some time we continued biocommunicating with the self-styled ‘God the Father’. We will only add that in June 5, 1995, we asked Jesus what he could say about the alleged ‘miracles’ that, according to what his ‘disciples’ wrote, he carried out, and his concise reply was: “I did not realise any ‘miracle’, these are only part of the ‘story’ we invented.” The book of the ‘Confessions’ includes some BEL communications realized in the presence of ‘God the Father’, from June 13, 1995 to January 2, 1997. In June 1995, we agreed that Raziel carried out the BEL communication, as he was quite familiar with it, in his household. That he opened his eyes and, in the presence of the BEGs of ‘God the Father’ and mine, he invited Mary, Joseph and Jesus, and our BEGs urged them to ‘confess’ the real ‘game’ they have always brought. Then, Raziel would be able to transcribe directly to the computer the bioinformation that he was receiving. We prepared the questions Raziel would ask them, starting with Joseph, who at that time we thought was the ‘most sincere’ of the three, next Mary and at the end Jesus. Because of the recent confrontation to the ‘Exaggerated Family’, we preferred that an impartial person –rather inclined to them– do so in a completely calm fashion. In fact, it happened this way. From the bioscenes and bioimages that ‘God the Father’ presented to Raziel, below we will transcribe them summarised. Besides, as we understand all now, ‘religious figures’ did not pretend to provide historical testimony, but exemplify how they presented the facts at their discretion and convenience, regardless of whether it coincided with the historical facts or not. Nevertheless, indeed pretending them to be understood that the way in which those facts were presented by them was as they ‘really’ happened and not as history records them. In addition, they used, and use, to give the impression that they answered to confuse or that they just answered, for answering [Chapter 21]. The testimonies that we will transcribe next only are an opportunity to know some facets of how the ‘religious figures’ are and, summed up, of the biostage that are always capable of preparing, of improvising, always resting on their bioexperience of consummate actors and BEL theatrical designers.


2) The ‘confessions’. In the BEL communication of June 17, 1995, in Raziel’s home, he commented that, in a beautiful garden, appeared the bioimages of the BEGs of ‘God the Father’, ‘Michael’ and ‘Gabriel’, and of both of us, Raziel and mine. ‘God the Father’ invited Mary, Joseph and Jesus. With the bioscenes and bioimages that –the bioimage of– my BEG was bio-observing, Raziel asked the questions that we agreed and he was able to transcribe very well the bioinformation on the computer. Regardless that Raziel carried out the BEL communication at home alone, ‘God the Father’ always replied addressing to the bioimage of my BEG. At the end of this BEL communication, ‘God the Father’ insisted that: “Alejandro, your valour and courage I prepared and protected them by earthly millennia. I am convinced that you know your road and will teach it to humanity. I want all of you to listen [addressing the ‘Exaggerated Family’] to me or the next millennia you will be buried by your doubts and your own betrayals.” In the BEL communication of August 1, 1995, Raziel bio-observed a bioscene in which were the BEGs of ‘God the Father’, accompanied by that of the ‘archangels Michael and Gabriel’, and that of Raziel and mine, surrounded by a very intense blue sky, with a huge white cloud of which came out brilliant rays of ‘light’. In front of ‘God the Father’, Mary, Joseph and Jesus were kneeling; heads bowed and seemed very embarrassed. ‘God the Father’ showed to be content, smiling and kind, we would say now in 2015 that perhaps entertained by the over-dramatization that they had prepared. Raziel told him about our interest to ask some questions to the ‘Exaggerated’ ones and ‘God the Father’ approached my BEG and insisted saying: “Alejandro, for twenty terrestrial centuries I have been waiting for this moment. For more than twenty centuries, I have been preparing you bioenergemally to fulfil the rectification. And because it’s my ‘will’ they are present here and will answer your questionings, because I’m tired [sic] of their tricks and they never have given the BEL universe the place it deserves. Jesus has sat down next to me without ever being invited. And they have managed at their ‘will’ the ‘word’ of the ‘salvation of Creation’, with promises and pledges coming from their arrogant ‘heart’. Themselves, without realizing it, have prepared this moment and are here accused of defamation. Alejandro, let them declare whether they are innocent or guilty, and that their truth carries the ruin of the ‘empire’ they built and the rectification of the humanity that has followed them until now.” As agreed, Raziel asked Joseph, have you had dealings with the ‘shadows’? Joseph stood up and, addressing ‘God the Father’, told him, “I could not realise at first, ‘lord’, of how ‘dark’ it would be to undertake this decision and where it would lead us… Late I realised, ‘lord’, that this was a sham and that we were forgetting about your ‘Holy Scripture’. That one became an ‘industry’… So today, facing them [sic; Raziel and I], I accuse me of plotting against you ‘lord, God almighty and holy’. And I plead ‘guilty’ of participating in a farce that went too far, encouraged by the ‘darkness’ and under the protection of the most perverse feelings, the desire for ‘power’ and decay… True, ‘lord’, that because it was your ‘will’ I have ‘shown’ several times with several people, in the experiences they had in front of Alejandro. But I also suppose, ‘lord’, it was not yet time to tell the truth, but I must also accept that I wanted to be honest and sincere, but when observing that I was ‘praised by the faithful’ and that I was winning ‘devout’, I thought foolishly, ‘lord’ that this farce could still continue. I never imagined that it was the beginning of the end, the greatness of truth.” When Raziel asked Joseph why, if they despised him, supported Mary and Jesus. He argued that he was seduced by a ‘position’ a carpenter does not have dreamed of and that they never praised his works that much as when Jesus was falsely announced as the supposed ‘Messiah’. Similarly, he said that he was very comfortable to follow the directions of Mary and then those of Jesus himself.
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