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TO ALL MANKIND

This is the most fantastic non-fiction book ever written because it will verify the prediction made in the introduction by producing unbelievable changes in human relations. By discovering the invariable laws of the solar system, we were able to predict an eclipse and land men on the moon. By discovering the invariable laws that inhere in the mankind system, we are able, for the very first time, to predict and accomplish what was never before possible — our deliverance from evil.

Please note that when the 20th century is mentioned, it refers to the time this finding was first uncovered. The prediction that in 25 years man would be delivered from all evil was based on the conviction that a thorough investigation would already have taken place. Although it has been more than 60 years, there has been no such investigation and until today this discovery remains in obscurity. Although some of the author’s references are dated, the knowledge itself couldn’t be timelier.  
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WHO... IN HIS RIGHT mind or with a knowledge of history, would believe it possible that the 20th century will be the time when all war, crime, and every form of evil or hurt in human relations must come to a permanent end? When first hearing of this prophecy, shortly after Hitler had slaughtered 6 million Jews, I laughed with contempt because nothing appeared more ridiculous than such a statement. But after 15 years (8 hours a day) of extensive reading and thinking, my dissatisfaction with a certain theory that had gotten a dogmatic hold on the mind compelled me to spend nine strenuous months in the deepest analysis, and I made a finding that was so difficult to believe, it took me several years to thoroughly understand its full significance for all mankind.

I tried to get several professors to let me explain what I had discovered, but such a world was so far removed from their own knowledge and capabilities that they looked at me as if I was a crackpot. But I couldn’t be angry because I was the same way before I made my discovery. And the theologians I contacted, though they admitted they pray to God for deliverance from evil, also believe it is impossible for man to accomplish this apparent miracle. Humorously enough they are right in a way because the law that was discovered is equivalent to the law that inheres in the solar system, over which we have no control. This natural law, which reveals a fantastic mankind system, is the long-awaited Messiah. It was hidden so successfully behind a camouflage of ostensible truths, that no wonder it wasn’t found until now. But by demonstrating the power of this law, a catalyst, so to speak, is introduced which compels this fantastic change in the direction our nature has been traveling, performing what will be called miracles, though they do not transcend the laws of nature.

Laugh if you will, because your skepticism is normal, but your smile of incredulity will be wiped from your face once you begin to read the text, chapter by chapter, of which the first two are most fundamental. Just bear in mind how many times in the course of history has the impossible (that which appeared to be) been made possible by scientific discoveries, which should make you desire to contain your skepticism enough to investigate what this is all about. It was Nageli, the leading authority of his time, whose pride refused to let him investigate the claims of Gregor Mendel whom he judged a semi-amateur because he regarded as impossible the very core of Mendel’s discovery. But he was wrong as history recorded, and though Mendel was compelled to receive posthumous recognition for the law he discovered, he is now considered the father of modern genetics. So don’t be too hasty to use your knowledge and intellectual capacity as a standard to judge what hasn’t even been revealed to you yet. But when it is, should you decide to give me the benefit of the doubt, deny it and two other discoveries to be revealed, if you can.

PART ONE

THE FOUNDATION AND SCIENTIFIC 

DEVELOPMENT

OF MY FIRST DISCOVERY

CHAPTER ONE—THE HIDING PLACE

CHAPTER TWO—THE TWO-SIDED

EQUATION

CHAPTER THREE–AUTOMOBILE ACCIDENTS
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THE HIDING PLACE

MANY YEARS AGO, MAN formed a theory that this earth was flat because he could not conceive of it floating in space. It became a dogma, such a fixed idea that when the first astronomer wished to explain the reason why a darkness came over the sun in the middle of the day, he was denied an opportunity to present his findings because the hiding place of his discovery called into question this sacred belief.  How dare anyone say the earth is round!

You may look back and smile at the unconscious ignorance of our ancestors but pay close attention to what happened to me as I draw up a perfect comparison with which you can identify.

Because I had considered my discovery completely scientific, my attention was drawn to an article by Eric Johnston, who is now deceased but was then, among other things, the President of the Motion Pictures Association. It appeared in the November 6, 1960, issue of This Week Magazine of The Baltimore Sun.

“If there is one word which characterizes our world in this exciting last half of the twentieth century, the word is change.

“Change in political life... change in economic life... change in social life... change in personal life... change in the hallmark of our times. It’s not gradual, comfortable change. It is sudden, rapid, often violent. It touches and often disrupts whole cultures and hundreds of millions of people.

“Behind it all lies an explosive growth in scientific knowledge and accomplishment. Some 90 percent of all the scientists who ever lived are living today, and the total accumulation of scientific knowledge is doubling every ten years.

But this is reality. If we remember that, then we will never flinch at change. We will adjust to it, welcome it, meet it as a friend and know it is God’s will.”

Since my discovery would bring about the greatest change in all of history, it appeared that this man would be willing to let me explain my findings. By convincing him on the phone that it was now possible to put a permanent end to all war as a result of my discovery, he agreed to meet me on a Sunday afternoon in Washington, D.C. Our conversation went as follows:

“I’m really not a scientist, Mr. Lessans, and in all probability, you should be talking to someone else.  Besides, after you hung up, I became more skeptical of claims such as yours because they not only sound impossible but somewhat ridiculous in view of man’s nature. I don’t mind listening if it won’t take too long. I do have another engagement, but I can devote at least one hour.”

“I will be as brief as possible, but in order for me to reveal my discovery it is absolutely necessary that I first show you its hiding place because they are related to each other. You see, Mr. Johnston, most people believe, consciously or unconsciously, that man’s will is free . . .”

“What’s that! Did I hear you correctly? Are you trying to tell me that man’s will is not free?”

“That is absolutely true, Mr. Johnston, and my discovery lies locked behind the door marked Man’s Will is Not Free, just like the invariable laws of the solar system were concealed behind the door marked The Earth is Round — until some upstart scientist opened it for a thorough investigation.”

“Your door was opened many times through the years, Mr. Lessans, by some of the most profound thinkers, and never did they come up with any discoveries to change the world.”

“It is true that determinism was investigated by people who were presumed profound thinkers, but in spite of their profoundness, none of them had the capacity to perceive the law that was hidden there.”

“I don’t know what it is you think you have discovered, but whatever it is, as far as I personally am concerned, it cannot be valid because I am convinced that man’s will is free. Thank you very much for coming out, but I’m not interested in discussing this matter further.”

Now stop to think about this for one moment. A discovery has been made that will go down in history as that which will change the entire world of human relations for the better, yet because it lies hidden behind a theory that 98% of mankind are compelled to believe true, there is a hostile reaction when it is questioned. Where is there one iota of difference between this attitude and that of our ancestors regarding the shape of the earth? One person actually said to me, “What difference does it really make what I think about free will and determinism? My opinion can never change what our will really is.” This is true enough, but if the will of man is definitely not free, isn’t it obvious that just as long as we think otherwise, we are prevented from discovering those things that depend on this knowledge for their discovery; consequently, it does make a difference. The opinion of our ancestors that the earth was flat could never change its actual shape, but just as long as the door marked The Earth Is Round was never opened thoroughly for an investigation by scientists capable of perceiving the undeniable but involved relations hidden there, how were we ever to discover the laws that allow us now to land men on the moon? Therefore, it is necessary to point out that I am not going to reveal a theory or an opinion about how this new world will come into existence but will give a scientific demonstration, and your awareness of this will preclude the possibility of someone adducing the rank of his title or the long tenure of an accepted belief as a standard from which he thinks he qualifies to disagree with anything that contains within itself undeniable proof of its veracity. In other words, your background, the color of your skin, your religion, the number of years you went to school, no matter how many titles you hold, your I.Q., your country, what you do for a living, your being some kind of expert like Nageli (or anything else you care to throw in) has no relation whatsoever to the undeniable knowledge that 3 is to 6 what 4 is to 8.

Will Durant opened the door to the vestibule of determinism and then, after looking around, wrote: “Let the determinist honestly envisage the implications of his philosophy,” which indicates that all his reasoning in favor of free will was the result of inferences derived from the inability of logic to accept the implications. What are these implications that made him also write: “If there is an almost eternal recurrence of philosophies of free will, it is because direct perception can never be beaten down with formulas, or sensation with reasoning.” What made it so obvious to him that man’s will is free, and why do theologians treat this as if it is an undeniable reality? 

The belief in free will came into existence out of absolute necessity, not only so theology could relieve God of all responsibility for evil since he was considered good, but primarily because it was impossible for man to solve his problems without blame and punishment, which required the justification of this belief in order to absolve his conscience.  In other words, if you were called upon to pass judgment on someone by sentencing him to death, could you do it if you know his will is not free? To punish him in any way, you would have to believe that he was free to choose another alternative than the one for which he was being judged; that he was not compelled by laws over which he had no control.  Man was given no choice but to think this way and that is why our civilization developed the principle of an “eye for an eye and a tooth for a tooth” and why my discovery was never found. No one could ever get beyond this point, because if man’s will is not free, it becomes absolutely impossible to hold him responsible for anything he does.  Well, is it any wonder the solution was never found if it lies beyond this point? How is it possible not to blame people for committing murder, rape, for stealing, and the wholesale slaughter of millions? Does this mean that we are supposed to condone these evils; and wouldn’t man become even less responsible if there were no laws of punishment to control his nature? Doesn’t our history show that if something is desired badly enough, he will go to any lengths to satisfy himself, even pounce down on other nations with talons and tons of steel? What is it that prevents the poor from walking into stores and taking what they need, if not the fear of punishment? The belief that will is not free strikes at the very heart of our present civilization. Is it any wonder that Johnston did not desire to go into this matter further? Right at this point lies the crux of a problem so difficult of solution that it has kept free will in power since time immemorial. However, before I demonstrate how it is possible to resolve the implications, it is necessary to know that I will proceed in a step-by-step manner that brooks no opposition. Therefore, the first step is to prove undeniably that whatever your reasons for believing free will true cannot be accurate because it is impossible to prove this theory since proof requires turning back the clock, so to speak, and demonstrating that man could have chosen otherwise. Since there is no way we can reverse the order of time, the most we can do is assume that he didn’t have to do what he did. We justify our assumption by saying – “He didn’t have to do it if he didn’t want to,” which is one hundred percent true, but there is no way we can prove that his desire could have been otherwise at that moment of time. This means (now pay close attention to this simple equation) that if it is impossible to prove free will true, it is also impossible to prove determinism (as the opposite of free will) false, because if determinism was proven false, this would prove free will true, and we just demonstrated that this is impossible unless we can turn back the clock. But this doesn’t stop a person from saying, “I believe. It is my opinion. I was taught that man’s will is free,” but it would certainly stop him from trying to defend his position with an argument. However, once it is proven conclusively that will is not free (which takes into consideration the implications), there can be no more opinions or theories expressed on the subject, just as our ancestors stopped saying, “I believe the earth is flat,” once they knew for a fact it was round.

There is a great deal of humor here because the philosophers who did not know it was impossible to prove freedom of the will, believed in this theory because they were under the impression their reasoning had demonstrated the falseness of determinism, which was just shown cannot be done. Yet Will Durant, not perceiving this relation, wrote: “For even while we talked determinism, we knew it was false.” This is why it is necessary to proceed in an undeniable, not logical manner; otherwise, someone will quote Durant, a priest, professor, lawyer, judge, or politician, as an authority for believing in freedom of the will. Remember, we are not interested in opinions and theories regardless of where they originate, just in the truth, so let’s proceed to the next step and prove conclusively, beyond a shadow of doubt, that what we do of our own free will, of our own desire because we want to, is done absolutely and positively not of our own free will.

In reality, we are carried along on the wings of time or life during every moment of our existence and have no say in this matter whatsoever. We cannot stop ourselves from being born and are compelled to either live out our lives the best we can or commit suicide. Is it possible to disagree with this? But since it is absolutely impossible to be both dead and alive at the same time, and since it is absolutely impossible to desire suicide unless dissatisfied with life (regardless of the reason), we are given the ability to demonstrate a revealing and undeniable relation.

Every motion, from the beating heart to the slightest reflex action, from all inner to outer movements of the body, indicates that life is never satisfied to remain in one position for always like an inanimate object, which position shall be termed death. I shall now call the present moment of time or life – here, for the purpose of clarification, and the next moment coming up – there. You are now standing on this present moment of time and space called here and are given two alternatives; either live or kill yourself; either move to the next spot called there or remain where you are without moving a hair’s breadth by committing suicide. If you are still reading, then it is obvious that you are not satisfied to stay in one position, which is death or here, and prefer moving off that spot to there, which motion is life.  Consequently, the motion of life, which is any motion from here to there, is a movement away from that which dissatisfies; otherwise, had you been satisfied to remain here or where you are, you would never have moved to there.  Since the motion of life constantly moves away from here to there, which is an expression of dissatisfaction with the present position, it must obviously move constantly in the direction of greater satisfaction. But let me elaborate on this.

Supposing you were taken prisoner in wartime for espionage and condemned to death, but mercifully given a choice between two exists: A is the painless hemlock of Socrates, while B is death by having your head held under water. Is it humanly possible, providing no other conditions are introduced to affect your decision, to prefer exit B if A is offered as an alternative? But if your will is free, you should be able to choose B just as well as A. The reason you are confused is because the word choice is very misleading, for it assumes that man has two or more possibilities, but in reality this is a delusion because the direction of life, always moving towards greater satisfaction, compels him to prefer of differences what he considers better for himself, and when two or more alternatives are presented, he is compelled, by his very nature, to prefer not that one which he considers worse, but what gives every indication of being better for the particular set of circumstances involved. The purpose of choosing is to compare meaningful differences to decide which alternative is preferable. A and B, representing small or large differences, are compared. The comparison is absolutely necessary to know which is preferable. The difference considered favorable, regardless of the reason, is the compulsion of greater satisfaction desire is forced to take, which makes one of them an impossible choice in this comparison simply because it gives less satisfaction under the circumstances. Consequently, since B is an impossible choice, man is not free to choose A.
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