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TO ALL MANKIND

​A NOTE TO THE READER

In view of the fact that the first chapter must be studied thoroughly before any other reading is done, not only because it is a key that will unlock a door to the greatest treasure in the history of mankind (the long-awaited GOLDEN AGE that has been hoped and prayed for since time immemorial), but also because chapters two to six, though much easier, will not make any sense otherwise, I am urging the reader to refrain from opening the book at random. You will know why this is necessary soon enough.  However, should you find this chapter a little difficult, don’t be discouraged from continuing simply because what follows will help you understand it much better the second time around.

When you have finally grasped the full significance and magnitude of this apparently brief work (ten years in the making) by reading it at least twice, and further realize there has never been, and will never be, another like it because of what is undeniably achieved, you will treasure it throughout your entire life.
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Chapter 1


THE WAGER
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“Eureka!!” shouted Larry at the top of his lungs after five years of unremitted thought, “I have found it at last! But who is going to believe me?” “I know,” he thought to himself, “I’ll call Jim, he’s the most skeptical guy in the world. If I can convince him, I won’t have a bit of trouble with others.  Besides, he’s on vacation, which will give me ample time.”

That night he stayed up real late reviewing all the facts to make sure there were no mistakes. Knowing that Jim would call him a crackpot when hearing what he had discovered, he planned to trap his friend’s gambling spirit into betting $50,000. So the next day, after phoning, he went over.

“Well, Larry, what is so urgent, and what is the mystery?”

“I have discovered that the long-awaited Messiah (the solution to all our problems) is nothing other than a psychological law of man’s nature which has remained hidden, like atomic energy, until now. By discovering this well-concealed law and demonstrating its power, a catalyst, so to speak, is introduced into human relations that compels a fantastic change in the direction our nature has been traveling, putting a permanent end to all war, crime, hate, prejudice, and the domination of man by man. Very few people are going to believe this possible.”

“You don’t say.  Is this the big mystery? You know you sound like some kind of kook.”

“Just a minute.  Isn’t it true that the government of the United States is trying to find a solution to war, and don’t you hear almost every day that various things are being tried to reduce the number of crimes? If what I claim is so ridiculous, as you imply, or impossible, why do we pay out billions of dollars in taxes to the government for that very purpose C to solve our problems? If the President of the United States made an announcement that a discovery had been made, as I did, would you discount it? Of course not, but because it is someone you have known all your life, someone you are close with, someone you might feel doesn’t have the capacity to make such a discovery, you discredit the whole idea, right?”

“Not exactly, but I’ll tell you what I’m willing to do.  You gamble now and then, don’t you?”

“When I think it’s a good bet.”

“Well, you’re so positive about what you think you discovered, you should be willing to make a wager.”

“Make it easy on yourself.”

“I’ll bet you ten grand; is it a bet, yes or no?”

“You’re so certain I don’t have the solution, why such a small amount? Make it $50,000 and you’ve got a bet.”

“That’s a lot of money. In fact, I don’t have much more.  But before I say yes, answer one question. Who is going to judge whether or not you are right in your opinion?”

“I’ll let you alone be the judge. If you say I am wrong, you will simply pick up the $100,000 and be the winner; but if you say I am right, then you will be the loser, is that fair enough?”

“You may have more money than me, but this is one time I think you bit off more than you can chew. I’ll go to the bank right now, you too, and we’ll give the post to... how about Charlie, is he agreeable?”

“Fine.”

“I’ll explain to him what the bet is all about.”

They rushed to the bank, drew out the money, called Charlie who was willing to join them, but when hearing what it was all about, he wanted to bet ten thousand himself, which Larry covered by going back to the bank. Charlie decided to stay.

“I wouldn’t miss this for the world,” he said, Aand if Larry can do what he says he can, I’ll lose the money all too gladly as a consolation prize.”

They agreed to meet early the next morning, and the time had arrived.

“Jim,” said Larry, “do you know the difference between an opinion, idea, conception, theory (these are somewhat related to each other) C and an undeniable fact?”

“I think I do. Two plus two equals four is an example of the latter.”

“Would you bet $10,000 you are right?”

“I would bet $50,000... Are you trying to tell me that your solution to the world’s problems is not an opinion?”

“You are in for quite a surprise, in more ways than one.  But you can kiss your money goodbye.”

“You haven’t won it yet. Besides, you have to convince me it is an undeniable fact, and remember, I am betting the other way.”

“Your desire to prove me wrong, not that there’s any real connection, brings to mind an ironically humorous situation.  How happy would a psychiatrist be if one morning his one hundred patients all phoned to tell him the most wonderful news C that they had been healed overnight as if by miracle and wouldn’t be needing his services any further?”

“He couldn’t be pleased over losing his income, that’s for sure.”

“But since he is sincerely trying to make his patients well, shouldn’t he at least be happy for them?”

“I should think so.”

“Well just imagine how excited and thrilled all governments and religions will be to learn that their services will soon no more be required because the very things for which these forces came into existence will be prevented from arising or continuing. Isn’t it obvious that priests would much rather see an end to all sin than to shrive the sinners in the confessional; that politicians, statesmen, the leaders of the world in general would much rather see an end to all war and crime than to retaliate ‘an eye for an eye and a tooth for a tooth?’”

“They should be happy for the welfare of mankind, but they couldn’t be pleased to have taken away from them the very things that gave meaning to their existence. The psychiatrist is sincerely interested in making his patients well, but he wants to be the one to do it. Religion would like to see us ‘delivered from evil,’ but in some manner that confirms what has been looked for C Judgment Day. The Russian government would like to see this new world, but in terms of communism or socialism. Everybody would like to see a great change C ‘I have a dream,’ said Dr. King (this view from the mountain top), but no one desires any intruders or interlopers.”

“Thank you, Jim, I was supposed to say that, not you.  Anyway, another ironically humorous situation is this: Those who are endeavoring to correct our ills appear to be cutting off the heads of a diseased hydra; the more psychiatrists we graduate, the greater becomes our mental illness; the more policemen and moralists we have, the greater and more prevalent become our crimes; the more diplomats, statesmen, generals and armies we have for the prevention of international conflict, the greater and more destruct become our wars. And as an expedient to the situation, we find ourselves being taxed to death while our cost of living steadily rises. Wouldn’t you like to see an end to all this?”

“I would, but not if it will cost me $50,000.”

“You can have my $10,000, Larry; the government will get it sooner or later, anyway.”

“Now in order for me to win this bet I must proceed in a manner that brooks no opposition, that is, I must demonstrate that two plus two equals four every step of the way. Consequently, I must call to your attention something that happened in the 19th century as it has a bearing on the kind of problem initiated by our learned professors and leaders. If you recall, Gregor Mendel made a discovery in the field of heredity, which was presented to the leading professors of his time who had already established a theory that was taught as true. If they had taken the time to scientifically investigate his claims, they would have found that he was right and they were wrong, but this would have made them the laughingstock of the entire student world.  Instead, it was much easier and safer to reject Mendel.  However, he did manage, many years later, to receive posthumous recognition.

Today there exists a theory that is held true, consciously or unconsciously, by the majority of mankind, and because it is absolutely false, a door within a door has remained shut that concealed a thorough understanding of man’s ultimate nature, a discovery so fantastic you will catch your breath in utter amazement. To help you see how easy it is for a dogmatic theory to prevent scientific investigation, let us return, in imagination, to the time when man knew nothing about the solar system, and listen to a conversation.”

“Say Joshua; do you believe the earth is flat, or do you go along with my theory that it is round?”

“Even though most of mankind agree that it is flat, what difference does it really make what I think?’ said our philosophical friend. The shape of the earth is certainly not going to be affected or changed no matter what my opinion is, right?”

“That is true enough, but if the earth is really a sphere, 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. Who knows, maybe thousands of years hence we may land men on the moon, which may never be possible without first knowing the true shape of the earth.”

“I can understand how a dogmatic theory could very easily prevent scientific investigation, is this what you wanted me to say?”

“Yes. And now I would like to ask you a very serious question. Do you believe that man’s will is free, or not free?”

“I have always believed it to be free, but what difference does it make what I think, the will of man is certainly not going to be affected by my opinion, right?”

“That part is true enough (do you recall the comparison?), but if the will of man is definitely not free, isn’t it obvious that just as long as we think otherwise, we will be prevented from discovering those things that depend on this knowledge for their discovery; consequently, it does make a difference.”

“Is this the dogmatic theory you alluded to?”

“Yes, but most people do not even know it is a theory since it is preached by religion, government, even education as if it is an absolute fact.”

“Well even though I am betting against what you say you will do, I happen to know that it is a theory otherwise there would be no believers in determinism. We don’t believe the earth is flat because we know it is round. But are you trying to tell me that the solution to all problems of human relation is in some way associated with the theory of free will, which you claim is false?”

“That’s true, and not only is it false but mathematically impossible to prove true, yet the professors today are even more dogmatic than they were with Gregor Mendel.”

“I thought you just made this discovery.”

“I knew I was on the right track years ago, but one professor, when I told him of my theory (it hadn’t been proven yet) remarked, ‘Whatever it is you are working on, my friend, it has to be wrong because you start out with the premise that man’s will is not free, and it is free.’”

“But why can’t it be proven true?”

“Is it possible for you not to do what has already been done?”

“Naturally it is impossible for me not to do what has already been done, because I have already done it.”

“Well in order for free will to prove itself true it must do the impossible. It must go back, reverse the order of time, undo what has already been done, and then show that A, with the conditions being exactly the same, could have been chosen instead of B. Since it is utterly impossible to turn back the clock, which is absolutely necessary for mathematical proof, free will was compelled to remain a theory.

“Although I have admitted it is a theory, there are some philosophers who have proven free will true by establishing that determinism is false.”

“That’s only because they didn’t reason properly. If it is mathematically impossible to prove free will true (this was just demonstrated), is it possible to prove the opposite of this, false? Isn’t it obvious that if determinism (in this context the opposite of free will) was proven false, this would automatically prove free will true, and wasn’t it just shown that this could not be done?”

“I’m beginning to understand that the mind of man is quite confused. But why is religion so hostile towards any person who speaks against free will, and why should professors take such a belligerent attitude?”

“The latter consider free will versus determinism nothing but a philosophical discussion equivalent to finding out what came first, the chicken or the egg. It is as I said before, to them what difference does it really make? But to theologians, God is the creator of all goodness, and since man does many things considered evil, they were given no choice but to endow him with freedom of the will so that God could be absolved of all responsibility. The same thing occurs in society. The government holds each person responsible for obeying the laws, and then punishes those who do not, while absolving itself of all responsibility; but how is it possible for someone to obey that which, under certain conditions, appears to him worse? It is quite obvious that a person does not have to steal if he doesn’t want to, but under certain conditions he wants to, and it is also obvious that those who enforce the laws do not have to punish if they don’t want to, but both sides want to do what they consider better for themselves under the circumstances. The Russians didn’t have to start a communistic revolution against the tyranny that prevailed; they were not compelled to do this; they wanted to. The Japanese didn’t have to attack us at Pearl Harbor; they wanted to.  We didn’t have to drop an atomic bomb among their people; we wanted to.  In other words, it is an undeniable observation that man does not have to commit a crime or hurt another in any way, if he doesn’t want to. The most severe tortures, even the threat of death, cannot compel or cause him to do what he makes up his mind not to do. Since this observation is mathematically undeniable, the words ‘free will,’ which have come to signify this aspect that nothing can compel man to do what he doesn’t want to do, are absolutely true in this context because they symbolize what the perception of this relation cannot deny... and here lies in part the unconscious source of all the dogmatism and confusion because man is not caused or compelled to do to another what he makes up his mind not to do. But the words ‘free will’ contain an assumption or fallacy for they imply that if man is not caused or compelled to do anything against his will, it must be preferred of his own free will. This is one of those logical, not mathematical conclusions. Consequently, determinism was faced with an almost impossible task because it assumed that heredity and environment caused man to choose evil, but in reality, so thought the other side, he was not caused or compelled, he did it of his own free will; he wanted to do it, he didn’t have to.”

“This is getting a little confusing, and I’m one guy you don’t want to confuse. Are you telling me that though you know man’s will is not free, he is not caused or compelled to do what he does?”

“The words cause and compel are the perception of an improper or fallacious relation, because in order for them to be developed and have meaning it was absolutely necessary that the words free will be born as their opposite C as tall gives meaning to short. The expression ‘I did it of my own free will’ is perfectly correct when it is understood to mean C ‘I did it because I wanted to; nothing compelled or caused me to do it since I could have acted otherwise had I desired.”  But the truth of the matter is that at any particular moment the motion of man is not free for all life obeys an invariable law which I shall prove in an undeniable manner.”

“Thank you. At least now I am not confused.  But what actually is the definition of free will?”

“The dictionary states that it is: ‘The power of self-determination regarded as a special faculty of choosing good or evil without compulsion or necessity. Made, done, or given of one’s own free choice; voluntary.’ But this is only part of the definition since it is implied that man can be held responsible, blamed, and punished for doing what is considered wrong or evil since it is believed he could have chosen otherwise. Now it is obvious that a great part of our lives offers no choice, consequently, this is not my consideration. For example, free will does not hold any person responsible for what he does in an unconscious state like hypnosis, nor does it believe that man can be blamed for being born, growing, sleeping, eating, defecating, urinating, etc., therefore, it is unnecessary to prove that these actions, which come under the normal compulsion of living, are beyond control. In reality we are carried along on the wings of time or life during every moment of our existence, and we have no say in this matter. We cannot stop ourselves from being born or getting older and are compelled to either live out our lives or commit suicide if not satisfied. Is it possible for anyone to disagree with this?”

“Not unless he doesn’t understand, and I do. This whole thing is getting very interesting, so proceed.”

“However, to prove that what we do of our own free will, of our own desire because we want to do it, is also beyond control, it is necessary to employ mathematical reasoning.  Therefore, since it is absolutely impossible for man to be both dead and alive at the same time, and since it is absolutely impossible for a person to desire committing suicide unless dissatisfied with life, we are given the ability to demonstrate a revealing and undeniable relation.

Every motion of life, 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, which shall be termed death. I shall now call the present moment of time or life C here, for the purpose of mathematical clarification, and the next moment coming up C there. You are now standing on this present moment of time 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, which is death or here. Which do you prefer?”

“I prefer . . .” 

“Excuse the interruption, but the very fact you didn’t commit suicide at that moment makes it obvious that you are not satisfied to stay in one position, and prefer moving off that spot here 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 in this one position 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, it must obviously move constantly in the direction of satisfaction. But let us go a step farther.”
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